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JULY 15, 1909. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, July 15, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday, July 12, was read 
and approved. 


SPECULATION IN SECURITIES AND COMMODITIES. 


Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed as a House document the report made by the com- 
mission appointed by Governor Hughes, of New York, to inves- 
tigate speculation in securities and commodities. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to have printed as a document the report of the 
commission appointed by the governor of the State of New York 
to investigate speculation in Wall street. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURLESON. | I think it is a biased report, and I object. 


THE LATE BRIG. GEN. JAMES SHIELDS. 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to print in the Recorp a letter from Hon. George A. 
Huron, of Topeka, Kans.; an article from the St. Louis Globe- 
Democrat of June 6, 1909, together with resolutions adopted on 
May 12, 1909, by the Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the 
Republic, all relating to the life, character, and distinguished 
public services of Brig. Gen. James Shields, late a citizen of 
my district. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would say to the gentleman that if he wants to ask leave to 
extend his remarks and put this in his speech, I would have no 
objection. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] invari- 
ably objects to requests to print in the Recorp extraneous mat- 
ter with a speech, and in his absence I will be compelled to ob- 
ject to the request of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Let me say to the gentleman that 
a bill has been introduced, not only by Representatives from 
the State that I come from, but from other States, asking that 
an appropriation be made to erect a monument at the grave of 
this distinguished soldier and statesman, and I refer specifically 
to those matters because they contain data not now available. 

Mr. MANN. Those petitions presented can be referred to the 
committee that has jurisdiction of the matter, but the gentle- 
man will readily see that each Member of the House is con- 
stantly requested to have things printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. In deference to the suggestion 
made by the gentleman, I will modify my request and ask to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp and to print matter in con- 
nection therewith in relation to the life and character of Gen- 
eral Shields. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks leave to 
extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the remains of one 
of the most conspicuous citizens of the United States, famed in 
peace and in war, rest in an unmarked grave in St. Mary’s 
Cemetery, at Carrollton, Mo. 

I will only consume the time of the House to say that I 
shall extend my remarks by printing in the Recorp a letter re- 
ceived from Hon. George A. Huron, of Topeka, Kans.; an ar- 
ticle from the St. Louis Globe-Democrat of date June 6, 1909; 
and resolutions adopted on May 12, 1906, by the Department 
of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, all relating to the life, 
character, and distinguished public services of Brig. Gen. James 
Shields, late a citizen of the second district of Missouri, which 
I have the honor to represent. 

Orrice or GrorGe A. Huron, 
Topeka, Kans., June 11, 1909. 


Hon. W. W. Rucker, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Sire: In the a. of 1862 my regiment, the Seventh In- 
diana Volunteers, was in a division commanded by General Lander, 
who died at our camp, Paw Paw Tunnel, Virginia, on March 5, 1862. 
About March 15 Gen. James Shields was appointed to and took com- 
mand of our troops. 

Stonewall Jackson’s army was at the time at Winchester, Va., some 
50 miles away. Since General Shields spent the last years of his life 
in the State of Missouri, and at the time of his death was a citizen 
of Carrollton, in your district, you are doubtless acquainted with his 
general reputation, whether you had the privilege of a personal ac- 
seen with him or not, and consequently know something of the 

petuosity of his character, and that as a soldier he always kept 
his fighting Irish blood on tap, so that it was not surprising that 
within a week after taking command—to wit, on March 22 and 23, 


1862—we were fighting Jackson’s army, the battle being variously 
Winchester or Kernstown, Kernstown 
a hamlet 2 or 3 miles south of Winchester. 


named as the first battle of 


being Victory was on 
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our side, and we drove Jackson’s army 80 miles up the Shenandoah 
Valley to Harrisonburg. 

At this early period of the war there was much jealousy onthe part of 
some officers against. an officer-who succeeded in gaining victories; 
and since General Shields was not a pranete of West Point, this jeal- 
ousy was aggravated by that fact, with the result that he was soon left 
without a command. The personality of General Shields was such that 
he was idolized by our troops, and I have never found a man of them 
who was not prompt in expressing his opinion that the “ Old Man” 
had been grievously outraged. 

General Shields had come to the United States at 16 years of age. 
Had been commissioned a lieutenant in an Indian war in Florida, 
during which he was twice wounded. He arose to the rank of brigadier- 
general in the Mexican war, where he was again twice wounded, one 
of his wounds being by grapeshot that passed through his body via 
his right lung and was supposed to have been mortal, but he was only 
off. duty two and one-half months. He was Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office at Washington City at the beginning of the civil war, 
and at once tendered his services to the Government, was commissioned 
a brigadier-general, and was assigned to command us, as I have stated. 
In addition to his brilliant military service, he made some reputation 
as a statesman—was a member of the legislature of Lllinois, also of 
Missouri. Was the first governor of Oregon, was justice of the supreme 
court of Illinois. was severally United States Senator from [I!linois, 
Minnesota, and Missouri. In 1875 he was elected Representative in 
Congress from your district, but his election was contested, and, to the 
shame of we Republicans who knew of his brilliant services to the 
country, the Republican majority in the House unseated him. 

A year ago last March I was greatly shocked to learn that his body 
rested is an unmarked grave in St. Mary’s cemetery, at Carrollton, Mo. 
I immediately brought the matter before Lincoln Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, at Topeka, and secured the unanimous adoption of a pre- 
amble and resolutions briefly setting forth his services to the country 
and requesting Senator Curtis, of Kansas, and Hon. D. R. ANTHONY, of 
the First District of Kansas, to take such action as might be neces- 
sary to secure the erection of a suitable monument at his grave. 

Senator Curtis introduced a bill for the purpose, which was passed 
by the Senate in January last, but the pressure of business upon the 
House was such that it was not reported from the committee to which 
it had been referred. Upon the assembling of Congress in this special 
session I again brought the matter before Lincoln Post, with the result 
that resolutions were unanimously adopted repeating our request. Copies 
were forwarded to Mr. Curtis and Mr. ANTHONY, with the result that 
Mr. Curtis has introduced a bill in the Senate and Mr. AnrHony has 
introduced one in the House. Mr. ANTHONY’s bill is H. R. 9776. Both 
gentlemen have informed me that, by reason of the fact that Congress 
will not take up any business during the special session outside of the 
tariff bill and necessary provisions for the census of 1910, action upon 
the monument bill can not be secured before the regular session; but I 
write to give you as full information of the matter as I can, that you 
may be personally interested in securing the passage of the bill when-, 
ever it shall be reached in the House. 

Also, at the annual meeting of our department encampment, Grand 
Army of the Republic, held last month, I met a number of the veterans 
who had been soldiers in General Shields’s army, who now reside in 
Kansas, and upon consideration we came to the conclusion that since 
the memory and fame of Generali Shields belonged to the Nation, es- 
pecially to the veterans of his army who still survive, scattered as they 
are throughout the States of the Union, that it was eminently proper 
that the case should be brought before our department encampment, 
which was done. During the discussion prominent members of our de- 
partment urged that it was a matter that belongs to the Grand Army 
and to the Representatives in Congress from Missouri, and that the 

roposed action, if taken, would be in the nature of an impertinent 
nterference with the rights and prerogatives of the State where General 
Shields spent the last years of his life. 

To this argument it was urged that the memory of General Shields 
does not belong to the State of Missouri alone; that the surviving 
veterans of his campaign are more specially interested in the move- 
ment to have a suitable monument erected to his memory than any 
other persons outside of his immediate relatives; that his services to 
his adopted country, both in war and in peace, have been of such an 
exalted character that the people of the whole country should be in- 
terested, and doubtless will be interested so far as they may become 
acquainted with the subject, in having this just recognition made by the 
Government; and that by reason of the fact that a considerable number 
of the survivors of General Shields’s campaign in Virginia are resi- 
dents of Kansas, that it was eminently fitting that our department en- 
campment should take favorable action in the matter; and that in doing 
so we could not give offense either to the Grand Army in Missouri or to 
the Representatives in Congress from Missouri; and that upon under- 
standing the matter no citizen of Missouri can be jealous of us on ac- 
count of our action or for a moment harbor the thought that our action 
in any way casts a reflection upon Missouri or her people. 

The result of the discussion was that the preamble and resolutions 
were unanimously adopted. I have already sent certified copies thereof 
to the Senators and Representatives from Kansas. I also sent a copy 
to Senator WARNeER, and herewith inclose a copy for your information 
as to what is doubtless desired to have done by every living veteran 
without regard to his place of residence, who with General Shields had 
a part in the only defeat that Stonewall Jackson and his gallant men 
ever sustained. 

aucgemany I do not believe for a moment that any Member of Con- 
gress from Missouri will harbor a feeling of jealousy even without such 
a letter as I am writing to you, and yet I concede that, under the cir- 
cumstances, common courtesy entitles you to this letter. 

Situated as you are, in close touch with the people of Carroliton, who, 
I am informed, held General Shields in very high esteem during his life- 
time, I desire to leave the matter of interesting other Members of the 
House from your State entirely in your hands, but I assure you that I 
will gladly render every possible service that you may desire. 

I also lactose an article clipped from the St. Louis Globe-Democrat 
of June 6, which, while I note some minor mistakes, doubtless gives a 
reasonably reliable statement of General Shields’s life and services. If 
an authorized “ Life”’ has ever been written, I have not learned of it, 
and presume that the most reliable record of his eminent services are 
scattered through the records of Congress and the States that he 
served so faithfully and well. 

Requesting that you secure the cooperation of the Representatives 
from your State with all friends of the bill in securing its passage, and 
assuring you of my very high esteem, I am, 


Yours, very truly, GeorGe A. Huron. 


4450 


SOLDIER OF THREE WARS-—-SENATOR FROM THREE STATES—THE STORY OF 
JAMES SHIELDS, A D’ARTAGNAN OF THE NINETEENTH CENTURY. 


[From the St. Louis Daily Globe Democrat, Sunday, June 6, 1909.] 


In ye mY Hall, at Washington, the Valhalla of the great Republic, 
you will find a memorial to James Shields. Many of those who sto 
before the bit of stone never heard of Shields, or, if they have hear 
remember him ; yet in all history there are few men who were the peers 
of Shields in gallantry, in valorous endeavor, or in remarkable expe- 
rienees. He was a fourteenth century character in a nineteenth century 
setting, who played well his part from the day when, a lad of 15, he 
crossed the hills of Tyrone to fight a duel with one of Wellington’s vet- 
erans until, war-worn, battle-scarred, broken in ment poor in purse, but 
rich in honors and ——s the highest office the land of his adoption 
could give him, the curtain fell and his wonderful career closed. 

Shields was born in Altmore, Ireland, May 6, 1806. It was a time 
of strife and struggle. All Europe was im the throes of war. Mighty 
battles were being fought, empires were crumbling, thrones were totter- 
ing, and the whole world seemed to be in convulsion. To the homes of 
the Shields family came soldiers who had fought on the Continent or in 
the peninsula under the Iron Duke, or in Italy, in Prussia, in Russia, or 
on the Danube under the great Corsican. m4 the fireside at night the 
warriors talked of sieges and sorties, of deeds of daring and devotion 
of campaigns and armies, of the Little Corporal who dazzled the worl 
with his military genius, and of the man who crushed him on the field 
of Waterloo. 

The boy who listened to these tales was singularly impressionable and 
emotional. Before he could read or write he 5 y the soldier. He 
drilled his little playmates, built forts, coangel the enemy's intrench- 
ments, and fought as only a boy, spurred by the enthusiasm of youth, 
ean fight. Whatever he got in the way of military preparation he 
obtained in those days. Great soldier certainly he proved himself. 
Great commander he certainly was not. He could handle a brigade, but 
not a division. ie that was due to the fact that the veterans 
who watched the are n battle and taught them what little they knew 
of tactics were soldiers of that old school that embraced in its curric- 
—— much of the pageantry and heroics of war with little of the 
science. . 

From one of Wellington’s captains Shields took lessons in swords- 
manship, and so adept did he prove himself that he became one of the 
best swordsmen of his time. 


THE LINCOLN “ DUEL.” 


Ireland offered little to a youth who craved adventure and whose 
dreams were of the great world of achievement. America seemed to 
the boy the land of promise, and when he was 16 he sailed 
across the Atlantic. One of 
Revolution and in the war of 1812, but when the youth reached America 
the uncle was dead. Business had little attraction for Shields, so 
he turned to the sea for a livelihood. The vessel on which he ship 
furnished more of excitement than he bargained for. It was w ed 
on the Carolina coast, and when it struck, Shields, who was in the 
rigging, was thrown to the deck and had both legs broken. 

Hardly had his bones mended than he had his first chance in actual 
warfare. The Indians in Florida were making trouble and an expedi- 
tion was organized to go against them. Shields volunteered. He got 
a commission as a liewtenant, served with distinction, received two 
slight wounds, and when the Indians surrendered he turned to what 
was then the far West. Out im Kaskaskia, Ill, then a frontier 
metropolis, he established himself. Kaskaskia has long since disap- 
peared, swallowed up by the Mississippi, but in those days it was a 
trading post at which Indians, Frenchmen, and Americans gathered in 
considerable number. 

In 1835 he was elected a member of the Illinois legislature. Stephen 
A. Douglas, Lyman Trumbull, and Abraham Lincoln were members of 
the same When his legislative term ended he was elected state 
auditor, and served two terms. 

It was in 1842, while he was state auditor, that he had his famous 
encounter with Lincoln. It was a time of bitter partisanship. Shields 
and Lincoln were members of opposing parties. Newspapers were given 
to malevolent personalities, a few men in public life were spared. 
Out of some happening in the state auditor's office a controversy arose 
that stirred the passions of many men. 

Shields was lampooned unmercifully im a series of articles that 
appeared in one of the Whig newspapers, and that were known as the 
“Rebecea, or the lost township letters.” Shields was rather 
regarding his good looks. He was 5 foot 9, distinguished looking, 
something of a dandy, and extremely sensitive to criticism. The 
Rebecca letters were cleverly satirical and drove Shields to frenzy. He 
demanded the name of the author from the editor, and when n 
assumed the responsibility Shields challenged him to a duel. The chal- 
lenge was accepted and swords were selected as the weapons. 

Against such an antagonist as Shields, Lincoin had little or no chanee, 
and had they met there might have been different chapters in histo 
from those thaf have been chronicled of the Nation, t the secon 
were men of sense, and when they learned that Lincoln had written only 
one of the letters and that most of the others were penned b ry 
Todd, with whom Lincoln was in love and who later me his wife, 
they decided that the affair did not warrant a hostile meeting. Lincoln 
was prevailed upon to write such a letter as would permit Shields to 
withdraw his challenge, and he did so. 

“Your conduct toward me,” Lincoln wrote, “so far as I know, has 
always been gentlemanly. I had no personal grudge against you and no 
eause for any. I had no intention of injuring your personal or private 
character or offending you as a man or a tleman.” 

The whole affair was ridiculous. Lincoln never referred to it except 
with chagrin. He acted throughout in a most manly spirit, but his 
political enemies made the most they could of the “duel” to his dis- 
pa ment. Shields, on the other hand, gained public applause, and in 
the following year was appointed justice of the supreme court of the 
State, to succeed Stephen A. Douglas. But he did not remain on the 
bench long. President Polk see him land commissioner of the 
United States, and he was in Washington occupying this office when the 
war with Mexico began. 


CERRO GORDO. 


It was in this war that Shields earned his greatest laurels and became 
a national hero. He was commissioned a ee eral and put in 
command of yolunteers from South Carolina, Illinois. and New York. 
Along the Rio Grande he served under Gen. Zachary Taylor, and after 
the ttle of Buena Vista he and his command join the forces of 
Gen, Winfield Scott at Veracruz and took a leading part in that 
velous campai which earned for Scott undying fame. 

Scott himself won no higher laurels in the — of the public than did 
Shields. It was at Cerro Gordo that Shields became a national figure. 
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He was leadi a charge of one of the vag of the army when a 
rapeshot st him in the right breast. bullet, which was 14 
nehes in diameter—as big as the marbles with which boys play in 
summer days—passed inte the right lung, and, going through the body, 
came out of his back alongside the spine. 

In nine hundred and ninety-nine cases out of a thotisand such a 
grievous wound would result fatally, but as Shields lay on the ground, 
bidding farewell to his com a French surgeon, who had been 
serving in the Mexican army and had been taken prisoner, per- 
mission to examine the wound. al for a ramrod and a hand- 
kerchief, he bound the handkerchief about the ramrod and forced the 
handkerchief through the general’s body. Then he pulled the handker- 
chief through the wound until he had cleared away all the coagulated 

Then he dressed the wound as well as he could. In seventy- 

Shields was in the saddle again and had command 
of his b treras, where he. was in of 
the right wi , he was shot in the arm. This was 
days after he had retu to duty. The wound was slight and did not 
interfere with him taking ~ in the battle of Churubusco, and he 
one of the first to climb the heights of Chapultepec and drive the Mex- 
icans into the City of Mexico. 
WHEN SCOTT REBUKED HIM. 

After Chapultepec he had charge of the force at the Belem gate in 
the investment of the city. Here he was guilty of an act o ar 
which, however much it merited military censure, served only to add 
to his popularity with the public. Into his camp there came one night 
an English boy who lived in the city with his mother and sister. e 
boy fell on his knees before the general and him to save his 

r from death and his sister from worse death. The boy 
said that one of Santa Anna’s chiefs, a leader of a band of bfaves, 
infatuated with the English girl, planned to seize her, kill the mother 
if mecessary, and escape from the city with the girl. 

To a romantic-minded, impulsive man like Shields such a story made 
strong appeal. Forgetting is duty to his command and his orders 
from the commanding 1, he called for volunteers to go to the 
rescue of the girl a her mother. Four hundred men responded. 
Into the city where Santa Anna's army lay intrenched Shields and his 
four hundred went late at night, led by the English boy. They reached 
the house, got the two women out, and started back for camp. But 
they had not proceeded far when an alarm was raised. Shots were 
fired, and it was by the greatest good luck only that the band of volun- 
teers managed to soeage capture and death. 

When General Scott heard what had occurred, he was furious. He 
threatened Shields with court-martial, rebuked him publicly, and prob- 
ably would have relieved him of command had not more important mat- 
ters claimed his attention within a few hours. The more important 
matters had to do with the crowning triumph of the war, the capture 
of the capital. Here Shields offended. General Scott planned to give 
to General Quitman the honor of being the first to enter the city and 
raise the American flag, but Shields, impatient of delay, rushed the 
Belem gate, and raised the Stars and Stripes in advance the general's 
programme. 

ELECTED SENATOR. 

A victorious ple are forgiving of a brave, impetuous man, and 
when Shields calmed to the United States he was greeted as one of the 
great heroes of the war. What did a few infractions of military order 
signify? Illinois, eager to do him honor, elected him a Member of the 
United States Senate, and in 1848 he went to Washi to take his 
seat. His was Douglas. In the Senate at that time were 
Webster, Clay, Calhoun, and other great statesmen. 

It is not of reeord that Shields won renown in that angust body, but 
seat ef the epeeshes eee ee 8 OT ane 0 te 
the Ly ing eae of the day that are highly creditable to his intel- 
lectual capacity. 

When his tan as Senator closed, President Pierce appointed him 
territorial governor of Oregon. He did not remain in Oregon lone, but 
came east and took up his residence in Minnesota. He the 
town of Shields, and in 1858 the first legislature of Minnesota sent him 
to the United States Senat He got the short term of two 
venee, yy when — =e ended, pe ere. he went to an 

ere is a pleasant story, pro apocryphal, 
he United States Senate 


escaped election by California to t his & 

East alone it. However that may be, he was in 

was fired on. With all haste he hurried 

the Federal Government. He was 

commissioned brigadier-general and sent to the Shenandoah Valley. 
There he won and there he lost whatever renown came to him in 

war of the rebellion. In March, 1862, he was in command at the battle 

of Winchester and defeated Stonew Jackson. It was the first and 

ay defeat the great soldier of the Confederacy sustained. Perhaps 

Ids recefyed too much credit for that victory. 
DEFEATED STONEWALL JACKSON. 


Those were trying days for the North. Defeats were many and suc- 
cesses few. Shields loomed large in the publie eye, and the country rang 
with his name. Im fact, it is said that Secretary of War Stanton seri- 
ously considered placing him in command of the Army of the Potomac 
and visited him at hie hendquarters with that end in view. The Army 
of the Potomac was in dire need of a vigorous general at that time. 
But if Stanton or the President had any such idea they soon abandoned 
it, for in the battle of Port lic, where Shields was desperately 
wounded by the bursting of a shell, and where he planned and fully 
expected to annihilate Jackson’s force, the Confederates won a decisive 
victory, so decisive that Shie mortified that his account of how the 
defeat resulted—not from his be wounded in the action, but from the 
ee — of his subordinates to obey orders—was not aecepted, 


res isgust. 

e sought retirement in California, bat the wanderlust had posses- 
sion of him, and he drifted East again. In Missouri he took up his 
home served one term in the legislature of that State. In 1875 

resentative C election 


help others 
yellow fever in 
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the summer of 1878, no one did more within his power than did the 
broken-down old warrior. 

Of the half dozen lectures he delivered for the benefit of the sufferers 
the last was in the Academy of Music, Brooklyn, on September 26, 
1878. Many at audiences had assembled in that house, but never 
one to equal that which greeted Shields. From the time he arrived 
in Jersey City until he departed, the day after the lecture, a guard of 
honor from the Irish Brigade attended him and the leading men of 
New York and ———- gathered round him on the stage. nd while 
men applauded him wildly few knew of his poverty and his needs. 


SPURNED BY CONGRESS. 


At last, too weak ph — to stand the strain of traveling, unabie 
to earn a living in private life, he went before the Congress of the 
United States and coment the position of doorkeeper. The House was 
Democratic, and Shields, twice a United States Senator, hero of three 
wars, scarred with twelve wou had little longer to live. 

Gen. Benjamin F. Butler pla him in nomination. He told of the 
general’s poverty, of his wounds, of his struggles, of the pathetic last 
phase of a career without rallel in American history. ut Congress 
was swayed by politics, not pathos. Shields was rejected. 

However bitter the old soldier's feelings may have been when he 
hobbled away from the Capitol; however dark the future may have 
seemed, fate had in store for him a curious turn, a crowning triumph 
such as no other man in American life has had. 

Missouri elected him United States Senator—sent him back to 
Washington—made him a Member of the upper branch of that Con- 
gress, the lower of which a few weeks before had refused to have him 
as doorkeeper. 

And so for the third time James Shields, plaything of fortune, be- 
came a Senator ot the United States. 

The sands of life were running low with the old soldier when he 
took the oath for the third time, and he was in his seat only a few 
times. His last appearance in the Capitol was on March 4, 1879. 

On June 1 of that year he died at Ottumwa, Iowa, where he had gone 
to deliver an address. He was buried at Carrollton, Mo. 

And when he was dead more honor was paid to him than when he 
lived. Congress apenenttetes 10,000 to buy his swords—the swords 
that Shields had to pawn a little while before he died. The second 
monument that was placed in America’s Valhalla was the statue of 
Shields. There it is to-day, with those of Washington, Lincoln, Grant 
and other great Americans. South Carolina, Minnesota, Illinois, and 
Missouri laid laurels on his tomb. Poets sang his praise. The school 
children of our State contributed their pennies until thousands of dol- 
lars had been collected. Then they raised a monument in his memory. 
And they declared that it needed no epitaph—the name “ Shields’ was 

nough. 
* ‘And they had the monument made of rough granite because it typi- 
fied his character—rugged and sturdy and true. 

RICHARD SPILLANE. 





Ata lar meeting of the Department of Kansas, Grand Army of 
the Republic, held in annual encampment on the 12th day of May, 1909, 


the followt among other p ings, was had: 

Comrade George 4. Huron introduced the following preamble and 
resolutions relative to the erecting of a fitting memorial monument to 
the memory of Gen. James Shields, and moved their adoption. After 
discussion they were unanimously adopted. to wit: 

“ Whereas the Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, 
has learned that Gen. James Shields, a gallant soldier, who in his life- 
time rendered distinguished services to his adopted country in three 
wars; and 

* Whereas General Shields attained the sole distinction as an Ameri- 
ean citizen of having represented three of the States of the Union in 
the United States Senate; and ‘ 

“Whereas General Shields’s army defeated Gen. Stonewall Jackson's 
army in the first battle of Winchester, sometimes called Kernstown, Va., 
fought March 22 and 23, 1862, and drove the confederate forces up the 
Shenandoah Valley 80 miles, to Harrisonburg; and _ 

*“ Whereas General Shields at his death, in June, 1879, had for many 
years been an invalid, and left no estate, except his good name, for his 
widow and children; and 

““ Whereas the body of Gen. James Shields now sleeps in an unmarked 
grave in St. Mary’s cemetery at Carrollton, Mo.; a 

“ Whereas the Department of Kansas, Grand aT of the Republic, 
deems it entirely fitting that the exalted services to his adopted country 
shall be octnewietas® by the ee he served so well in a lasting 

onument to his memory; an 
men Whereas a bill introduced by Hon. Cartes Curtis, of Kansas, for 
making such —— is now pending in the Senate of the United 
States: Therefore be it 

“ Resolved, That the Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Re- 

ublic, hereby expresses its gratitude to our senior Senator for his 
hers and zeal manifested in efforts to secure a just recognition of 
the valiant services of General Shields by the Nation he served so 
well; and be it further 

* Resolved, That in the judgment of this encampment, our Nation can 
do no more gracious and triotic act in acknowledgment of its obliga- 
tion to this soldier and statesman than to erect at his grave a monu- 
ment to his memory that will perpetuate the spirit o wey that 
makes each citizen proud of his country, and a sovereign in his own 
right at any and all places in the civilized world; and be it further 

“ Resolved, That this department encampment urge = the Senators, 
Hons. CHARLES CuRTIS and Josern L. Bristow, and the Members from 
Kansas in the House of Representatives in Congress, to give their 
united support to this — measure to the end that its ssage 
may be secured and justice done to this patriotic native of the Emerald 
Isle, who served his adopted country so nobly and well. 

“ Resolved further, That the adjutant-general of this department be, 
and hereby is, instructed to send a certified copy of the foregoing 

reamble and resolutions to each of the Senators and Representatives 
n Congress from the State of Kansas.” 

I, Charles Harris, assistant adjutant-general, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a true, full, and complete ig Sow preamble and reso- 
lutions adopted by unanimous vote of the partment of Kansas. 
Grand Army of the Republic, at a regular meeting held in its annual 
encampmeut on the 12th day of May, 1909. 

CuHaAs. Harris, 


“[SEAL.] 
Adjutant-General, Department of Kansas, 
Grand Army of the Republic. 


/ THE TARIFF. 
Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
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Mr. BOEHNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
print in the Recorp remarks on the pending tariff bill and the 
corporation-tax amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
print in the Recorp remarks on the pending tariff bill—— 

Mr. MANN. Leave has already been granted. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We understand on the floor of the House 
that that request has already been granted. It was made by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLarK]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the Journal Clerk 
that leave to print remarks on the tariff bill has expired. The 
leave extended Monday was to print remarks on the question 
of an income tax. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BorHNe]? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I examined the order made at 
the request of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Crark] with 
the object of printing some remarks, and it granted five legis- 
lative days. There have not been five legislative days since 
that time. 

Mr. BURLESON. That provided that the remarks were to 
be confined to the income-tax amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The leave that was granted to print re- 
marks in regard to the tariff bill was for five legislative days, 
and the leave to print on the income-tax amendment to the 
Constitution was for ten calendar days. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is right. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That will be found on page 4417 of the 
Recorp. It is there very clearly that the Speaker pro tempore 
put the request for ten calendar days. 

The SPEAKER. That is on the income-tax proposition. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The trouble with the Members is 
that they get the two things mixed up. The request was for 
five legislative days on the tariff bill and for ten calendar days 
on the income-tax proposition. 

Mr. MANN. That is correct. 

Mr. ADAMSON. On the tariff bill the leave was for five 
legislative days, and there have not been five legislative days 
since that leave was granted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed, by way of supple- 
ment, by the Journal Clerk, that leave to print on the tariff 
bill was as the gentleman. from Georgia contends, for five 
legislative days; and since that leave was granted there have 
only been three legislative days. 

Mr. ADAMSON. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. So that the gentleman from Indiana has 
two days. 

Mr. ADAMSON. That is as I understand it to be. I do 
not want to be understood as objecting to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
granted leave. 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 
Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that this day they had presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United States for his approval the following bill: 
H. R. 9541. An act to amend an act entitled “An act tem- 
porarily to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto 
Rico, and for other purposes,” approved April 12, 1900. 


LOCK AND DAM IN TENNESSEE RIVER, 


Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11579) to amend an act relative to the erection of a lock 
and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee River. . 
Be it enacted, etc., That the act of Congress entitled “An act to 
enable the Secretary of War to permit the erection of a lock and dam 
in aid of navigation in the Tennessee River near Chattanooga, Tenn 
and for other purposes,” approved March 26, 1904, and amended by an 
7. approved January 7, 1905, be, and the same is hereby, amended as 
ollows : 
Strike out, in line 4 of section 2 of the act of April 26, 1904, after 
the word “act,” the following words: “and the same shall be com- 
pleted within four years from the date of beginning the construction ” 
and insert in place thereof the words “and the same shall be com- 
pleted within six years from the date of beginning the construction,” or 
within such time in excess thereof as the Secretary of War may allow. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill just read. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, this 
is a bill in relation to the construction of a dam. May I ask 
the gentleman whether the dam is now under construction? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, in explanation of this 
matter, as to which I hope there will be no objection, I will 
say that Congress four years ago, or about that time, author- 
ized the construction of a lock and dam in the Tennessee River 
according to plans and specifications made by the government 


Indiana has been 
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engineers. That lock and dam were to cost about a million 
dollars. The bill provided that it should be built under the 
supervision and direction of the Government of the United 
States, and might be built on such terms as private individuals 
should make with the Secretary of War under the enabling act, 
a bond being given for the protection of the Government and 
the right of the Government to resume control of the lock and 
dam for any and all purposes at any time. The lock was to be 
built strictly in aid of navigation. The Government has already 
put the amount of money, about $200,000, which it was to put 
in this dam. The persons who are building it have already put 
about a million dollars in the lock, about two-thirds of the 
‘amount that is to be expended, and have about 800 men at 
work. They have an auxiliary plant costing one million and a 
half dollars, and the necessary money is all raised to be applied 
to the construction of lock and dam. The completion of the lock 
is to the interest of the Government and to aid the navigation 
of the river. The act under which the lock and dam were to 
be constructed limited the time to four years, which will ex- 
pire on the 18th of October next. The river has been so high 
in the last year or two that the work could not be done except 
at such times as the stage of the river permitted. 

The work can not be completed within the time limit fixed. 
IT have a communication from the engineer, in which he says 
that it is important for Congress to take action now, in order 
that the Government may go on with the construction of this 
lock and dam after the 18th of October. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman insert that letter with his 
remarks? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Yes. I hand now to the Clerk for 
insertion the letter of the engineer and one from Mr. Williams, 
president of the construction company : 

CHATTANOOGA, TENN., July 13, 1909. 


Hon. Jonn A. Moon, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. OC. 

DeaR JupGe: The inclosed letter received from Major Harts explains 
itself. Owing to continued high waters, we are not going to be able to 
finish within the prescribed time, and it would be very unfortunate if 
we have to suspend work next October and wait for the next Congress 
to grant us an extension of time. 

Is it possible for us to get an extension of time before this session 
adjourns? If so, our people would be under everlasting obligations to 
you if you could get us an additional eighteen months. 

If there is no hope of congressional action, would you mind taking up 
the matter with the Secretary of War and seeing if some temporary ar- 
rangement could be made that would relieve us of the necessity of sus- 
pending work at the very time when the river will doubtless be most 
favorable for rapid concreting? 


Yours, very sincerely, R. H. WILLiAMs. 


War DEPARTMENT, 
ENGINEER OFFICE, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Nashviile, Tenn., July 9, 1909. 


CHATTANOOGA AND TENNESSEE River Power CoMPanNy, 
Mr. R. H. WILLIAMS, 
President, Chattanooga, Tenn. 


Sir: Referring to the act of Congress approved April 26, 1904, under 
which the contract work for the construction of the lock and dam at 
Hales Bar, Tennessee River, is now being carried on, your attention is 
invited to section 2 of this act, which requires that the work shall be 
completed “ within four years from the date of beginning construction.” 

The records of this office show that the construction was commenced 
on October 18, 1905, which therefore causes the act to expire by limita- 
tion on October 18, 1909. In order that the work may have the war- 
rant of law after the date last mentioned it will be necessary for you to 
take immediate steps for an extension of the time limit by congressional 


‘tion. 
7 Please acknowledge receipt of this communication and advise me what 
action you intend to take in this connection. 
Wa. W. Harts, 


ery respectfully, 
Major, Corps of Engineers. 


Mr. MANN. I think this was one of the dams that was origi- 
nally provided for by the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. This was provided for by a sepa- 
rate act of April 26, 1904. This is a lock and dam which the 
Government is obliged to build and on which the Government is 
saving nearly a million dollars in the method of its construction. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Tennessee is perhaps not 
very familiar with the fact that a great number of bills for 
dams have been introduced by gentlemen of the House and that 
their passage is being very insistently urged. These bills are 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, not yet 
appointed. 

There has been a confiict of opinion between Congress and the 
President, or the ex-President at least, in reference to the terms 
of the bill. I judge from the gentleman’s explanation, and my 
own knowledge of the work, and the history of the legislation 
in the past, that this is not affected by that controversy at all. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Oh, no; not at all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota demands the 
regular order, which is the call of the committees, 

The Clerk called the committees. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following appropria- 
tion bill, and ask unanimous consent that it be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Taw- 
NEY] offers the following bill, and asks unanimous consent that 
the same may be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, The Clerk will 
report the bill. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER, One moment. For what purpose does the 
gentleman rise? 

Mr. MACON, I desire to reserve all points of order on the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has not as yet been read. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve—— 

The SPEAKER. The bill will first be read. The gentleman 
will have his right to reserve points of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to reserve the point of order 


‘against the right of the gentleman to introduce the bill in this 


way. 

The SPEAKER. It is well settled by the practice of the 
House, under the present condition, that after business under 
the call of committees is exhausted, this is in order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; but the rule provides for a method 
of introducing bills; and until we can settle this other ques- 
tion, I wish to reserve whatever points there may be. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands; but the question 
has been determined many times during this session of the 
House. This is along the line of the practice of the House, 
and a ruling was made, and the House has been operating 
under it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the Chair will permit me, I suggest 
that this particular question has not been raised; and while I 
have no desire to press it unless it be necessary, I wish to try 
to protect our rights, whatever they may be. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Nobody has heretofore raised the ques- 
tion that a gentleman can not present the bill in this way. 
That is the question on which I wish a decision. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order that the bill not 
coming from a privileged committee, the gentleman can not 
offer it except by putting it in the basket. Now, I have no 
objection to that point being waived, but I do not want a 
ruling, if I can help it, that any man can offer any bill here 
on the floor of the House and get it up for consideration with- 
out anybody else having any opportunity to see the bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You can do that on any Wednesday, 
under the rule. It is so specifically stated. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If it should go into the basket, it would go 
to the committee, and there is no committee to consider it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to examine the rule to 
see whether or not a bill like unto this should be first dropped 
into the basket and then subjected to the action of the House, 
or whether it is subject to the action of the House in the pres- 
ent condition without being dropped into the basket. Does 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] insist on his point 
that the bill should go into the basket? 

Mr. MANN. I do not insist upon the point. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I reserve that point until we see what 
kind of an agreement the gentleman will make. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman insist upon the point? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will withhold it temporarily, until 
the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. Then the Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will reserve the point, Mr. Speaker, 
until we find out the nature of the arrangement which the 
gentleman wants to make. 

Mr. MANN. I take it, Mr. Speaker, that the point of order 
can not be reserved, because if the bill is laid before the House, 
then it will be too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from New 
York must make the point now. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman from Minnesota 
make his request, that he introduce the bill, and that it bé 
considered as he desires? 

Mr. BURLESON. He has made that request. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. BR. 11570) mak ropriations to su u t dei- 
ciencies in appropriations foe thee fiscal year 1908 Pend for other 


purposes. 

The Clerk began reading the text of the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. [Interrupting the reading.] Mr. 
Speaker, do I understand that this is a request for unanimous 
consent? I understood the gentleman from Minnesota to make 
a request for unanimous consent and the Chair to direct the 
Clerk to report the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The request for unanimous consent was to 
consider the bill in the House and in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggested that I wish to reserve the 
other point of order. No consent has been given for any pur- 
pose whatever yet. . 

The SPEAKER. All rights of Members will be preserved. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest that the gentleman from New 
York allow the bill to be read first. 

Mr. MACON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MACON. After the bill has been read by the Clerk, then 
all rights to object to unanimous consent will be entertained by 
the Chair, will they not? 

The SPEAKER. | In the opinion of the Chair; yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is the request of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota? 

Mr. TAWNEY. For unanimous consent, to consider this bill 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. . 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
mitted. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
been read. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, if it can be submitted after 
the bill is read, well and good. 

The Clerk proceeded with and completed the reading of the 


That request has not yet been sub- 
It can not be submitted until the bill has 


bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I desire first to reserve all points 
of order upon the bill and then to object to the request for 
unanimous consent that the bill be considered in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole, because I think it ought to be con- 
sidered in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. If the bill was considered in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole, in the opinion of the Chair it would 
not be necessary to reserve points of order. If it goes to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, the 
practice is to reserve points of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do I understand the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas to object? If we consider it in the House, as in Committee 
of the Whole, all points of order are reserved. 

Mr. MACON. They are now reserved, and I think it had 
better be considered in Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. TAWNEY. My request was te consider it in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole, and that would reserve all points 
of order on every paragraph in the bill. 

Mr. MACON. I will say that I object to that procedure, on 
the ground that we are more familiar with the procedure and 
rules of the Committee of the Whole than we are with the 
versatile proceedings and rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas objects. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, with all points reserved. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
want to know what this reservation of points of order means. 
The reservation of points of order on appropriation bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations under the rules 
forbids the committee to report certain items, but no such rule 
affects this bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
propriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. In all bills making a charge on the Treas- 
ury, and general appropriation bills, when points of order are 
reserved it comes under the rule, in the opinion of the Chair, 
Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration ef the appropriation bill which I 
have offered; and pending that, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate on the bill may be closed at 3 o'clock. 


I think that rule applies to all general ap- 
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I will say in making this request that the gentleman from 
Ohio, General Kerrer, had an understanding that he was to have 
one hour, and at the request of Members I consented to give him 
an hour on this bill to-day. Therefore we had no session on 


Tuesday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that, pending his motion, general debate be closed 
at 3 o'clock. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will supplement that with the request that 
the time may be equally divided between the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Livineston] and myself. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. In atidition to that, Mr. Speaker, I want 
to ask the gentleman to consent that general debate shall run 
until 4 o’clock, instead of 3 o’clock, There is a large number of 
applicants on this side of the House, and we could not get rid of 
them by 3 o’clock ; we could not give them ten minutes apiece. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that the bill will be considered 
under the five-minute rule. There are quite a number of Mem- 
bers on this side of the House who have asked for five or ten 
minutes, and when I informed them that they could have time 
under the five-minute rule they have not insisted on time in gen- 
eral debate. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
the gentleman a question. 
to vote on this bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Whenever we conclude the consideration of 
it. I want to say this to the gentleman from Missouri, that 
this will be considered in Committee of the Whole just as any 
other appropriation bill is considered. It will have to be read 
paragraph by paragraph, and there will be no attempt to cur- 
tail debate on any paragraph in the bill when legitimate debate 
is desired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
this bill to-day? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I doubt whether we can now. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I 
am much more interested in the debate under the five-minute 
rule than I am in the general debate. Now, what is the propo- 
sition? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The proposition is that general debate close 
at 3 o’clock, and that the time be divided equally between the 
gentleman from Georgia {Mr. Livineston] and myself, he to 
eontrol the time on that side and I on this side. Then, at the 
conclusion of general debate, the bill will be taken up and read 
paragraph by paragraph for amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why not let the general debate 
run until 5 o’clock, and then take this bill up by paragraph 
to-morrow? We are doing absolutely nothing as a House now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I fear if we did that, the gen- 
tleman would find it as difficult to keep the Members present 
on that side of the House as we would to keep the Members 
here on this side. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I shall not object if it is understood 
that we are to have plenty of time under the five-minute rule, 
because that is where the work is done anyway. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The understanding is that we will have 
five minutes, and when necessary a Member will have ten 
minutes under the rule. 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that it is 
necessary to have an agreement as to the five-minute proposi- 
tion. That is settled by the rule. I have not taken up a great 
deal of the time of the House in debate, and I want fifteen 
For that reason I will not object if 
the gentlemen in control of the bill will agree to close debate at 
3.30 o’clock in order that I may have fifteen minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, then I will modify my request, 
making it 3.30 o'clock instead of 3 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unant- 
mous consent that general debate close at 3.30 o’clock, the time 
to be controlled equally by the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. 
Livingston] and the gentleman from Minnesota. Is there 
objection ? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Minnesota that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11570), making appro- 
priations to supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations for 
the fiscal year 1909, and for other purposes. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. Ac- 
cordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 11570, the urgent deficiency bill, with Mr, WANGcER 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 


Mr, Speaker, I would like to ask 
When is it the gentleman desires 


Does the gentleman expect to conclude 
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The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the second reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the second reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I now yield one hour to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer]. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I suppose I ought to apologize 
for taking the time of the House in discussing the tariff bill, but 
the Representatives of this Congress have not occupied any large 
part of the long time spent in its consideration. When the bill 
was under consideration here comparatively little time was 
allowed for its discussion. This I am not now complaining 
about. 

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT. 


The bill was introduced here March 17, 1909, and it was the 
Same day referred to the Ways and Means Committee, and by 
it reported back to the House March 22, 1909. It passed the 
House April 9, 1909, after about fifteen days’ consideration, 
and it then went to the Senate; and there, after three months’ 
debate and consideration and with many substantial amend- 
ments, it passed the Senate July 8, 1909. 

I took occasion, March 27, to express some general views in 
connection with the history of tariff legislation in the United 
States, and to state some reasons for my belief in a protective 
policy and as to the wisdom and necessity of its being main- 
tained, giving some statistics showing the marvelous growth 
and prosperity of the whole country under tariff protection, 
especially of such part of it as had taken advantage of pro- 
tection by establishing and maintaining industrial conditions 
not possible without it. I pointed out how, in point of wealth 
and prosperity, a larger part in area of continental United 
States that had in general adhered to a policy of free trade 
and nonproduction in manufacturing and other industries had 
fallen and remained behind the other part. I also undertook 
to say something in that speech on the subject of continuing a 
reasonable duty on cattle, hides, sugar, wool, and so forth, and 
incidentally a little on the question of a duty on so-called “ raw 
material,” but I did not go into any of these questions ex- 
haustively. 

At that time I did not think it was seriously claimed, as it 
now seems to be by some people in and outside of Congress, 
that the Republican party and President Taft were pledged to 
a revision of the tariff downward only, as was the Democratic 
party and its candidate—that the Republican party had agreed 
to abandon its protective policy—hence I did not take the pains 
to show that this was not true in any proper sense. 

Preliminary to entering on the discussion I wish to sum- 
marize the interest of my constituents in a wise tariff revision. 
Agriculture and mechanical pursuits and industries largely 
exist in my district and in about equal proportions. It has 
been referred to here as though it was only agricultural. The 
five counties composing the district excel in fertility of soil and 
ease of cultivation. Miami County covers the upper valleys 
of the Big Miami River, including the Stillwater branch; Clark 
County covers the Mad River and Lagonda Creek valleys and 
those of tributary streams, and the lands on the headwaters 
of the north branch of the Little Miami River; Fayette County 
is mostly level, watered by Paint Creek and other natural 
streams; Madison County is generally level, and includes the 
lands on the Big and Little Darby creeks and other natural 
water courses. 

Pickaway County extends on both sides of the Scioto River 
and the Big Darby, and it, also Madison County, is known as a 
“plains country.” All the region covered by these counties is 
famous for its large crops of corn, wheat, rye, oats, and other 
grain, and of hay and grass, and for vegetables of all kinds. 

No area of similar size probably in the world excels it in pro- 
ducing crops to which it is adapted. 

The following table, made from a report of the secretary of 
state of Ohio, the last at hand, shows the number of: horses, 
eattle, sheep, and hogs in the district for 1907, by counties: 


Number of horses, cattle, sheep, and hogs in district, 1907. 


Counties in district. Horses. | Cattle. 


40,545 
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There is manufactured in my district many things of common 
use not only in the United States, but in foreign countries. 
Buggies, wagons, and carriages are manufactured in different 
places in the district. Building material of all kinds exists 
and is utilized. There are flour mills in all parts of the district. 
There is still some whisky distilled, and there are numerous 
breweries in the district, but no saloons, , 

Piqua manufactures stoves and furniture in large quantities. 
The Pullman blanket, the blankets for our navy, and a large 
part of eur army blankets, and numerous other articles are 
manufactured there. Felt goods in large quantities are manu- 
factured from wool in Piqua, used exclusively in the manufac- 
ture of pulp and paper. Troy, Tippecanoe City, and other 
places in Miami County carry on various other industrial enter- 
prises, 

The International Harvester Company has a principal manu- 
facturing branch in Springfield, Ohio, and does a large business 
there. Springfield is the principal headquarters of the Ameri- 
can Seeding Machine Company and is its principal place of man- 
ufacture of all kinds of seeding machines. Other farm ma- 
chinery, such as hay rakes, tedders, corn plows, windmills, is 
made there. Turbine water wheels and road rollers for the 
world are chiefly made there; also about 65 per cent of the 
piano plates used in the United States. Gas engines are more 
numerously built there than in any other place. Machine tools 
of the finest quality, sold largely in Germany and other foreign 
countries, are'also made in Springfield. The floral industry is 
exceptionally great, especially at Springfield. The publishing 
business is there likewise very large. The Woman’s Home 
Companion, the Farm and Fireside, and other special publica- 
tions are printed there, each having a circulation running into 
hundred thousands. Caskets and vaults for the burial of the 
dead are largely manufactured at Springfield. 

Madison, Fayette, and Pickaway counties are more exclu- 
sively agricultural, yet in each there are many industrial enter- 
prises, such as canning corn and vegetables. Pickaway County 
leads in the canning industry, and probably at Circleville, 
Ashville, and New Holland there are more corn, tomatoes, and 
some other vegetables canned than in any other part of the 
United States. Stoves in large quantities are also manufac- 
tured and sold generally over the country at Washington Court 
House, Ohio, and corn meal, flour, and other things for export 
are manufactured at Circleville. One of the largest strawboard 
plants in the country is located at Circleville. 

It is impracticable to name the many things industrially pro- 
duced in each of the counties of my district, but this is a suffi- 
cient summary to show that it is very largely both agricultural 
and industrial. 

REPUBLICAN PLEDGE FOR TARIFF REVISION, 


I shall first take up the question of the Republican pledge for 
tariff revision. 

The Republican national platform was adopted in June, 1908, 
at Chicago, and it was, in essential parts, bottomed on the Ohio 
state Republican platform adopted in March, 1908. 

The national Republican tariff plank followed the Ohio state 
tariff plank in declaring for a special session of the next Con- 
gress, and it comm -aded the steps then being taken to that end 
by the appropriate committees of Congress, and then, in lan- 
guage mainly, and in substance when the language was de- 
parted from, it followed the Ohio state platform tariff declara- 
tion. Before coming to the significance of this and the history 
of the framing of the Ohio tariff plank I quote the tariff resolu- 
tion of the Ohio Republican convention of March, 1908, in full: 

A revision of the tariff by a special session of the next Congress, in- 
suring the maintenance of the true principle of protection by imposing 
such customs duties as will equal the difference between cost of produc- 
tion at home and abroad, together with a reasonable profit to the end 
that, without excessive duties, American manufacturers, farmers, pro- 
ducers, and wage-earners may have adequate protection. 

And I quote from the Republican national platform of June, 
1908, to show the similarity of the two tariff planks: 

In all tariff legislation the true principle of protection is best main- 
tained by the imposition of such duties as will equal the difference be- 
tween t cost of production at home and abroad, together with a 
reasonable profit to American industries. We favor the establishment 
of maximum and minimum rates, to be administered by the President 
under limitations fixed in the law, the maximum to be available to meet 
discriminations by foreign countries against American goods entering 
their markets, and the minimum to represent the normal measure of 
protection at home, the aim and purpose of the Republican policy being 
not only to preserve, without excessive duties, that security against for- 
eign competition to which American manufacturers, farmers, and pro- 
ducers are entitled, but also to maintain the high standard of living 
of the wage-earners of this country, who are the most direct beneficia- 
ries of the protective system. 

I have italicized certain words in the quoted part of each of 
these tariff planks to emphasize them and to show that they 
were used in both planks. But, save a provision favoring maxi- 
mum and minimum tariff rates, any departure in language in 
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the national tariff plank from that used in the Ohio plank is 
principally elaboration, for euphony, or to more fully express 
the principle of protection found in the Ohio plank, and not as 
a dissent from it. 

The Ohio plank was framed out of one which had been pre- 
viously prepared. I regret that I have not at hand a draft of 
the proposed tariff plank which was submitted to the com- 
mittee on resolutions at the Ohio Republican convention in 
1908. 

After a somewhat heated contest in that committee, in which 
I participated, the result was that the committee reported the 
tariff resolution quoted, and the convention unanimously 
adopted it. 

After this Ohio declaration for protection was before the 
country for more than three months, the principles it pro- 
claimed, and largely the language it contained, were adopted at 
the Repubiican national convention in June, 1908, at Chicago. 
It thus appears that it was not hastily or inadvertently framed 
or adopted. 

It expressed the will and wishes of the great Republican party 


that had created the system of protection, and which, in above | 


ten years’ time under the present tariff laws, had proved prac- 
tically its efficacy and potency in building up home industries 
and in creating a wealth not dreamed of in earlier times; gnd 
had also maintained a scale of wages for the skilled and un- 
skilled laborers not attained or attainable in any other country 
since the dawn of civilization, while at the same time the sys- 
tem had so operated that every article manufactured under pro- 
tection in the United States had come to be produced and sold 


to the consumer, notwithstanding the high scale of wages paid, | 


at far less than it had sold for prior to its protection when pro- 
duced by the cheap labor of foreign countries. This cheapening 
of price to consumers of manufactures came when the lands of 
the farmer and the wages of the laborer went up and continned 


to be comparatively high, often double and treble that paid for | 


the same kind of labor in all the old producing and manufactur- 
ing countries of Burope and Asia. And the American farmer 
now pays, in general, more than 50 per cent less for his imple- 
ments of superior quality than when his products and lands 
were comparatively cheap. 


The 1908 Republican tariff plank is probably more specific | 


than any which preceded it in declaring for customs duties high 


enough to “equal the difference between the cost of production | 


at home and abroad, together with a reasonable profit for Amer- 
ican industries,” and in expressing a policy ‘to preserve, with- 
out excessive duties, that security against foreign competition 
to which American manufacturers, farmers, and producers are 


entitled,” and “also te maintain the high standard of living | 


of the wage-earners of this country,” and in declaring them 
“the most direct beneficiaries of the protective system.” 
President Taft, in his acceptance speech (Cincinnati, July 28, 
1908), in the most comprehensive manner, not only indorsed his 
party's tariff plank of 1908, but also the tariff policy of his 
party of former years; and, as though fearing he might be mis- 


understood in so doing, and seemingly to remove all doubt as | 


to what tariff policy he favored, he, in that speech, reiterated 
and somewhat enlarged upon the tariff plank on which he had 
but recently been nominated. I quote a pertinent part of his 
speech : 

The Republican doctrine of protection, as definitely announced by the 
Republican convention of this year and by previous conventions, is that 


a tariff shall be imposed on all imported products, whether of the fac- 
tory, farm, or mine, sufficiently great to equal the difference between 


the cost of production abroad and at home, and that this difference | 


should, of course, include the difference between the higher wages paid 
in this country and the wages paid abroad, and embrace a reasonabie 
profit to the American producer. A system of protection thus adopted 


and put in force has led to the establishment of a rate of wages here | 


that has greatly enhanced the standard of living of the laboring man. 
It is the policy of the Republican party permanently to continue that 
standard of living. In 1897 the Dingley tariff bill was passed, under 
which we have had, as already said, a period of enormous prosperity. 
He lauded, as you see, specially the Dingley tariff act of 1897 
as having produced “a period of enormous prosperity.” This 
does not indicate a desire to strike down that act and adopt in 
its stead a policy that would reinaugurate the period of “ un- 
paralleled distress” occasioned by the free-trade Democratic 
tariff of 1894 and the prior promise made to adopt it. 
President Taft did truthfully say in his acceptance speech 
thet in a number of the schedules the existing tariff exceeded 
what is necessary to secure “a reasonable profit to the Ameri- 


can preducer,” and that such excess “ serves no useful purpose,” 


but he continued by saying: 


On the other hand, there are some few other schedules in which the 


tariff is not sufficiently high to pee the measure of protection which 
they sheuld receive upon Republi 
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at a special session with the preliminary investigations already begun 
by the appropriate committees of the House and Senate, will make the 
disturbance of business incident to such a change as little as possible. 

In order that there might be no possible chance of misunder- 
standing his view on the protective policy of the Republican 
party, in the same speech he said the Democratic party “has 
not had the courage of its previous convictions on the subject 
of the tariff,’ and he called attention to its having in 1904 
denounced a tariff “as a system of robbery,” and that it still 
declares its intention to so change the tariff as “ to depart from 
the protective system;” and he then followed this by saying 
that the introduction of the Democratic party into power, with 
its avowed purpose as to the tariff, would halt the recovery 
from our recent financial depression and produce a business dis- 
aster of incomparable proportions. I am tempted to read the 
exact language President Taft used in his speech when refer- 
ring to the Democratic tariff policy. Here it is: 

The Democratic party in its pio has not had the courage of its 
previous convictions on the subject of the tariff, denounced by it in 
1904 as a system of robbery of the many for the benefit of the few; but 
it does declare its intention to change the tariff with a view to reach- 
ing a revenue basis, and thus to depart from the protective system. 
The introduction into power of a party with this avowed purpose can 
not but halt the gradual recovery from our recent financial depression 
and produce business disaster compared with which our recent panic 
and depression will seem small indeed. 

His language conclusively shows that he had no leaning 
toward Democratic tariff policies or toward a revision of the 
present tariff law that would in any way endanger the pro- 
tective system. 

Campaign and other speeches of President Taft might be 
quoted, if necessary, showing he stood by the Republican policy 
of protection. 

Quotations from other speeches made by President Taft dur- 
ing the presidential campaign emphasize his sturdy adherence 
| to the existing protective-tariff policy both “in letter and 
spirit,” and as defined in his party’s platform. I now read 
from his St. Paul speech of September 26, 1908: 

Now we are going to revise the tariff, too, but it is going to be a 





can principles, and as to those the 
tarif should be raised. A revision of the tariff undertaken upon this 
principle, which is at the basis of our present business system, begun 
promptly upon th: .acoming of the new administration and considered 


thorough revision, an honest one; a revision in accordance with the 
protective system, which requires that every industry in the country 
which needs it shall have a tariff measured by the difference in the cost 
| of production in this country and abroad. 

= > * * * 7 € 


But Mr. Bryan says we can’t get over the influence of the protected 
| interests. Hasn’t the Republican party risen above corporate influence 
before? 

* 7. - * * * * 


I am here to plight the faith of the Republican party, in accordance 
with its platform, that the revision will be honest and exact, according 
to the measure stated in the platform. 

And from his Toledo speech of October 3, 1908: 


If I am elected, as I expect, I shall exercise all the legitimate in- 
fluence that the President or head of the Republican party can to see 
to it that the plighted faith of the party on this subject, in letter and 
in spirit, is observed. 

And from his speech at Cincinnati, September 22, 1908: 

If I am elected President, I promise the Nation that I will use every 
fiber of my being to carry out honestly and decently the tariff revision 
promises of the Republican platform. * * * 

Unless we act in accordance with our promises, or if we only keep 
| the word of promise to the ear and break it to the hope, we shall be 
made accountable to the American people and suffer such consequences 
as failure to keep faith has always been visited with. It would be 
better to have no revision at all, unless we are going honestly and 
fairly to. revise the tariff on the basis promised by our party. 

He favored, and I assume still favors, a revision of the tariff 
in such manner as it may seem necessary to preserve, as equita 
bly as possible, all kinds of American industries and enterprises 
in the interest of all classes of people and occupations. 

If President Taft had intended or desired to overthrow the 
| system of protection in the face of his party’s tariff history, 
legislation, and declared policy, he would have so proclaimed 
during the campaign. In that case would the business men of 
all classes, occupations, and parties, in city and country, have 
railied to his support? They must not now be disappointed. 
| Of course, a reduction of duties should be made wherever 

it can be done in the interest of public revenue and where it 
| will tend to reduce the price of an article or commodity and 
still not prevent its production at home, of home material, with 
home labor; also where it will secure a harmonious system of 
protection and avoid favoring the few at the expense of the 
many. 
| The Republican party has long adhered to a protective policy. 
Its platform requires that this policy shall be maintained. The 
| only room for dispute among Republicans is over details. 
| The people, notwithstanding a solid South, rejected the ex- 
press declaration of the Bryan-Democratic-Denver platform 
(1908) that— 

We favor immediate revision of the tariff by the reduction of import 
duties. 

This declaration was supplemented by Mr. Bryan’s speech of 
acceptance and by Democratic orators all over the land, in 
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which tariff revision, downward only, was advocated, and the 
people were told the Republican party did not promise such 
revision, 

A Democratic Senator [Mr. RAYNER] in a recent speech in the 
Senate, when talking on the subject of promised revision of the 
tariff, stated how he and others of his party understood and 
proclaimed it in the recent campaign. This is his language: 

i said so upon many a platform, but the people did not believe me. 
I said, and so did a number of my Democratic colleagues upon this 
fioor, that “revision ’’ meant nothing; that “revision” did not mean 
revision downward, because “ revision"’ might mean revision upward. 

There was a great clamor over this country for revision of 
the tariff, in the public press, and by some people who had a 
hope that by revision certain things they were interested in 
would be cheapened without reducing the protective duty on 
things they produced or had for sale. It was not a wild cry 
for free trade generally, but for free trade in particular inter- 
ests and instances. It was an ebullition of human selfishness, 
rather than a cry against that policy of protection that has 
brought about so much general prosperity. It came, ‘in some 
instances, from those who wanted to continue to enjoy the 
prosperity that protection has brought, but with the right to 
buy that which they desired as though produced by pauper 
wages and to market what they had to sell on a scale of pro- 
tection. Such revisionists are wholly mistaken as to the policy 
of putting on the free list what they consume to permanently 
reduce the cost thereof to them, and of protected manufactured 
articles being increased in price by import duties. Some super- 
good people mistakenly desire to enjoy all the blessings of 
society without any of its necessary burdens. 

The financial bankers’ panic, which commenced in October, 
1907, in consequence of vicious business methods, and in no way 
attributable to or promoted by our tariff policy, caused some 
people to join in the cry for revision. But for the general pros- 
perity the country had enjoyed under the Dingley tariff for 
ten years and its consequent ability to withstand bad business 
methods, the conditions would have been immeasurably worse. 
As it was, conditions did not become anything like so desperate 
or produce so much suffering as that produced by Democracy 
coming into power—1893—and the passage of the Wilson tariff 
act of August 27, 1894. And now while we are wrestling here 
with tariff revision the country is, in disregard of what we 
may do, enjoying a good degree of prosperity; capital is rea- 
sonably active and laborers are becoming generally employed at 
good wages; the financial depression of 1907-8 has been largely 
discounted. That epoch of depression, unlike the deplorable 
one of 1893-1897, affected the bankers and capitalists more di- 
rectly than the people who toil for a living. 

The people of this country were generally, in the last national 
campaign imbued with the dangerous business history of the 
Democratic party, and particularly were they afraid of and dis- 
satisfied with Mr. Bryan, its standard bearer. They would not 
trust him, with all his dead issues still clinging to him and with 
his unripe and impractical and dangerous policies, to which 
he continued to adhere and to force his party to iadorse, among 
the worst of which was his free-trade notions. 

The great, hitherto Democratic, city of New York, with its 
supposed 100,000 Democratic majority, though its people and 
their capital were largely engaged in the import trade, repudi- 
ated him and supported a great business party with a leader 
who bore aloft the banner of protection to American industries 
and to American laborers. 

So, business men and laborers of other centers of industry 
bore their testimony at the polls, as did likewise the people of 
our. vast agricultural producing regions, the South alone ex- 
cepted, the controlling powers there being yet generally wedded 
to free-trade id. is, by them still supposed to rest on the broken 
shackles of slavery which, long since, caused them to be graven 
and worshiped. Human slavery, and its incidents, in all times 
and countries never admitted of any kind of business progress ; 
it had to rest on a bucolic dead level of conditions to which 
natural and all other laws of advancement must conform. 

But the intelligent farmers knew that their products were 
only certain of a good market where their consumers are near by 
and were generally prosperous. The agriculturists are now 
estimated to be about one-third of our whole population. 

On the promise for tariff revision, definitely stated in the last 
national Republican platform, and in the light of the history 
of the Republican party on a protective tariff policy, and with 
the open, unqualified indorsement by President Taft of that 
platform and policy, and in spite of a Democratic platform 
and candidate declaring for a “revision of the tariff by a re- 
duction of import duties,” regardless of its effect upon American 
industries and labor, and after a full discussion of the tariff 
issue on the rostrum and through the press, the Republican 
policy was overwhelmingly indorsed, and its candidate was 
triumphantly elected. 
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The Democratic platform, to express its practical operation, 
should have been drawn thus: 

We favor immediate revision of the tariff by reduction of import 
duties to the end that the ple of the United States shall become 
consumers of foreign manufactures, produced by foreign capitalists, 
employing laborers paid pauper wages ; that our gold shall be sent 
abroad to pay therefor; that our capital shall be unemployed ; that our 
mineral and other resources shall remain undeveloped; that our surplus 
oot products shall be transported to foreign parts and there sold, 
if marketable at all, to poor ple on their terms; and that our now 
a millions of independent, well-paid, skilled miners, mechanics, 
and other laborers shall seek employment where little or none exists, 
or, if possible, to avoid such calamity be compelled to work at the low 
wages of foreign laborers and to live on their degrading scale of existence. 

A general revision downward would, in whole or in part, ac- 
complish such results. Revision that does not result in bringing 
in foreign goods will not reduce prices of manufactured articles 
at all, and if our industries are destroyed the prices of foreign 
goods will soon be as high as in former free-trade years. And 
of course free trade will bring no revenue to the Treasury. 

Unless our own industries are destroyed and our laborers 
turned adrift or they work for wages on a par with those paid 
abroad, and the scale of their living is brought down to that of 
the people of foreign countries, then manufactured articles will 
sell in future as in the past. 

It is self-evident that any tariff revision which results in in- 
creased imports will diminish, to the extent of the imports, 
home production, prevent the utilization of home material, the 
employment of American capital and labor, and send our gold 
abroad to pay for the imports. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEIFER. Only for a ‘question. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I would like to know if the gentleman 
has noticed—he must have noticed it, being so familiar with 
the political history of this country—that the platform of 1904 
was the first instance where the Republican party referred to 
the measure of protection, and I would like to know if the 
gentleman understands if there was any special reason for that 
reference in the platforms of 1904 and 1908? 

Mr. KEIFER. The reason was that it was intended to put 
in the platform of 1908 something that could not be misunder- 
stood. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would be very glad to be drawn 
aside, but what I have to say will take more time and more 
effort on my part than I wish to give—— 

Mr. STEENERSON. If the gentleman is going to elucidate 
the reason, very well. 

Mr. KEIFER. I can not go into these things now. 

Whenever foreign material is used instead of American, when- 
ever foreign capital and labor produces an article which takes 
the place of an American-produced article, American capital, 
material, and labor is displaced. Revision that does not bring 
foreign goods in competition with American goods will pro- 
duce no change in prices or conditions at all. 

To reduce a duty on a particular article one-half or more or 
less and still not enough to admit successful foreign competi- 
tion will not affect its price. American competition, which 
should always be promoted, will reduce the price. 

When business generally is good in all lines and the people 
are earning good wages, competition will spring up and defeat 
dangerous trusts. Such is history. 

Poverty competes with nobody and nothing, and it has no 
competitor. 

The Republican party should stand honestly by its platform 
and tariff policy by revising the tariff as promised, correcting 
errors and inequalities that always appear after a tariff act has 
been long in operation, reducing duties wherever found wise to 
do so in the interest of increased revenue or the American 
consumer, and to secure equality and uniformity, but not in 
abandonment of its established protective policy. In this it is 
gratifying to witness that both in this House and in the Senate, 
as before stated, some of the leading Democrats, especially 
from the South, in abandonment of their past party history 
and their last party national platform and their chronic candi- 
date for President, have shown a disposition to actively par- 
ticipate. 

The Republican party witnesses with the liveliest satisfaction 
business improved and improving, capital invested and invest- 
ing in enlarged and enlarging quantity, and in new enterprises 
with labor at the helm to insure prosperity hitherto unknown in 
this or any other land; and it will, as in the past, stand for pro- 
tection. of American labor and industry, and keep its promise 
for tariff revision by imposing such import duties as conditions 
require, and thus secure the needed revenue and preserve an 
equitable policy of protection of all American industries; and it 
will protect new articles and processes of manufacture and im- 
prove classification when found necessary. In short, it will re- 
vise, without overthrowing, our protective-tariff system. 

A revision of our tariff laws that will upbuild the American 
people is all the Republican party is pledged to make. This can 
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only result from laws which secure a favorable investment of 
capital and the consequent general employment of our people. 
If protection is right to promote an infant industry, it is right 
to maintain it when fully established, and it would be worse 
than confiscation to destroy it by revision of the tariff laws. 


PROTECTION AND WHAT IT HAS ACCOMPLISHED. 


In a former speech at this session of Congress I furnished 
statistics showing the result of practical protection, conclusively 
showing that in a small part of our country where protection 
built up industries our people were well employed at good wages 
and generally acquired wealth and a prosperity not attained in 
the other part. To briefly summarize a part of what I then pre- 
sented may not be amiss, 

In the area north of the Potomac and Ohio rivers and east of 
the Mississippi River, comprising 14.1 per cent of the total con- 
tinental area of the United States, there was produced in 1900 
of the manufactures 77 per cent, above two-thirds of the gross 
value of all produced, and there was paid in salaries and wages 
in a year above four times as much as in the other and much 
larger part, and there were employed 4,437,714 wage earners, as 
against 1,273,917 in the other part; and wherein the average per 
capita savings bank deposits was then $56.90, as against $6.67; 
with a savings bank deposit of $2,200,439,838, as against $249,- 
108,047; with an average per capita deposit in all banks of 
$153.80, as against $37.10; with a total deposit in all banks of 
$5,949,934,847, as against $1,384,666,395; and with banking re- 
sources more than four times as great as in the other part, 
comprising 85.9 per cent of the whole area. 

The smaller or manufacturing area referred to includes the 
New England and Middle States, Maryland, District of Co- 
lumbia, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin, and 
the larger area includes all the remainder of continental United 
States. 

The then value of real estate and improvements thereon, and 
personal property, and of schools, colleges, and universities and 
of their endowments, and of salaries paid professors and teach- 
ers, and of railways and other transportation facilities, and so 
forth, was proportionately great in the smaller over the larger 
area. 

So striking is the lesson taught that but for the new rule 
lately adopted I would incorporate an outline map of the United 
States, showing the small area that, without swperior local 
advantages either of soil, climate, or water power, and with 
many natural drawbacks and disadvantages not found in much 
of the other part, attained so much through industrial enter- 
prise. 

The following table, based on the census of 1900, will enable 
investigators to make their own deductions, and will show the 
vast contrast as to the prosperity of the two areas. 


Relative conditions of prosperity in the manufacturing and nonmanu- 
facturing sections of the United States, respectively. 





} | 
Manufacturing | Other States. 








| section. 
Per cent of total population of United States_ 0.9 | 49.1 
Per cent of total area of United States_......- 14,1 | 85.9 
Gross value of manufactures in 1900___........- $10,021,718, 461 $2,988,318 ,053 
Per cent of total manufactures produced in 

CS RE Ss 88 ee 77 23 
Salaries and wages paid in manufacturing in 

Tl anreiibtionininndiieadiareumeremenad $2,194, 986 ;683 $536, 471,656 
Number of person employed in manufactur- | 

etn WEeia i i tbe 4,437,714 1,273,917 
Average value per acre of all farm lands_.....- $24.07 $12.78 
Average per acre of all farm lands and build- 

lepine wane ip cos entupuanbeeseweavenseceen= $82.50 $14.85 
Average value per.acre of land (improved | 

GIF) CU I esis cette seescnnccecine $58.60 $31.65 
Average value of buildirgs, per improved acre_ $15.25 | $5.54 
Average value of implements owned, per im- | 

I CI a ah Ri dh ic chin ccccdcnnd $2.54 | $1.47 
Average value per head of milch cows._........ $33.62 $27.46 
Average value per head of horses.__............ $60.87 $43.32 
Average value of all farm products, per im- 

SERN ERT OT SE ee $141.00 | $101.40 
Average value of farm products, per person 

i itttieinieeintdatnmenapnwing i 9.25 
Deposits in savings banks, total_.._._.......___! $2, 200, 439, 838 $249,108 ,047 
Deposits in savings banks, per capita__.....___! $56.90 | x 
Deposits in all banks, total. .................... | $5,949,984,845 | $1,384,666,395 
Deposits in all banks, per capita............... $153. $30 
I ne ccunedlimen | $76,356,970,422 | $8,225, 479,659 
Bank clearings, average per capita..........._. | $1,973.50 
Banking resources, total_....................... $8,613,200,000 | $2,167,500,000 
Banking resources, average per capita...______ 65 10 
Real and personal property, assessed valua- 

BRE a Te ae $23, 445,800,898 | $10,388,667, 238 
Real and personal property, per capita... $606.25 $278.50 
Salaries paid teachers in public schools........ $85,234,961 $52, 452,785 
Number of newspapers published_--........_... 9,151 9,075 
Aggregate circulation of newspapers...........| 6,168,125,616 2,000,023 ,133 
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It is to be regretted that later statistics are not obtainable. 
There are doubtless portions of the larger area that have since 
1900 made substantial relative improvement, and it is gratifying 
that present conditions are very promising. 

On every hand the testimony cumulates that but for protec- 
tion the Southern States would not have attained the compara- 
tively small progress they have reached. 

There are hopeful signs in the political sky. Individual 
Democratic Members of this House and of the Senate have de- 
clared, at least, a partial independence. Some of these are un- 
willing to admit that they have worshiped false gods, yet are 
willing to claim for their constituents a fair share of the bless- 
ings incident to the Republican protective policy. Under divers 
names and for various assigned reasons, not to say pretenses, 
some have joined with the Republicans in shaping this tariff 
bill. I am delighted to be able to say that some Members from 
the South are prepared to renounce the unpatriotic heresy of 
free trade and to point the way to a “greater South” through 
protected industries. 

The loss to the South of her young men and women of energy 
and spirit is attributable to her failure to long since avail her- 
self of sound and advanced business methods, to her indisposi- 
tion to utilize her natural resources and to establish manufac- 
turing beside the plantation. Independent and honorable free 
labor, white and colored, at remunerating wages, has long been 
a bar to southern progress. 

I will read a single extract from an article entitled “ Sunrise 
in the South,” published in the Manufacturer's Record, Balti- 
more, Md., June 17, 1909, written by its editor, Richard H. 
Edmonds, in the friendliest spirit toward the South. It tells a 
plaintive tale and shows the dire effect of neglected opportu- 
nities : 

Since 1867 the South has mined 31,000,000 tons of phosphate rock. 

In the past century the South has mined 1,675,000,000 tons of coal. 

Since 1859 the South has produced 365,000,000 barrels of petroleum. 

Since 1880 the South has cut 270,000,000,000 feet of lumber. 

ga past ten years the South has raised 112,500,000 bales of 
lt the South had given away to other sections all the phosphate rock, 
the coal, the lumber, and the petroleum that it has produced in the 
periods mentioned, or‘*all of the cotton, with the seed, that it has pro- 
duced in the past ten years, its loss would not have been as great as 
that which has come to it through the migration to other sections since 
1865 of 2,500,000 of its natives. It raised and educated this vast army 
of people, only to see them, after reaching the productive age, leave 
home and give their energy to the upbuilding of other sections. Its 
lifeblood was drained to enrich other regions. 

These southern-born people were welcomed with open arms 
where free labor was accounted honorable, ennobling, and a 
badge of useful citizenship, and they did not go unrequited. 
Success in general crowned them wherever they went, and so- 
ciety welcomed them. They, too, became emancipated. 

Some of the most prosperous cities, it must be observed, and 
the richest productive portions of the Union are in the larger 
area; natural advantages also abound there in natural streanis 
for water power and transportation, in climatic and other favor- 
able conditions. The winter’s ice does not interrupt power or 
navigation in much of the larger area, while in all the smalier 
area both water power and navigation are annually inter- 
rupted for months by the severity of winter, and the people are 
there required to spend much time and labor and money in the 
eare of their animals in winter, for extra coal, fuel, houses, 
barns, clothing, and so forth, not necessary in the southern part 
of the larger area. Much of the larger area was settled early. 
Notwithstanding many disadvantages, less than one-eighth in 
area of continental United States, attained, through enterprise 
and fostered industries, a condition of prosperity and wealth far 
exceeding the other seven-eighths. 

What else, in general, has protection accomplished in the 
United States? 

It has elevated the human race. Originally legislation was 
only devised to strengthen the capital class in their hold on 
property. This was true in the North, as well as the South, 
though in the slave States, in consequence of human slavery, 
it may have been more marked. Prior to the civil war South- 
ern statesmen demanded federal legislation only for the slave- 
holder, though only one-fifth of the white population of the 
slave States had any interest, directly or indirectly, in slaves 
or slave labor. In the Northern States as well, comparatively 
little attention in earlier times was paid to the personal or 
property rights of the common laborers or common classes. 
Protection through import duties largely changed this situa- 
tion, especially where manufacturing grew up; its diversified 
industries reduced the per cent of agriculturists from 85 per 
cent to 35 per cent of the population; it gave employment to 
the many; developed a general commercial spirit among all 
classes of our people; inspired laudable ambition; upreoted 
class prejudices among the masses; ennobled and dignified free 
labor; elevated the honest toiler in field, factory, or mine from 
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a condition of practical serfdom to that of a free agent; secured 
new and better rights and privileges for the employed; incited 
the humblest of our people te aspire to acquire a competency 
and thereby a degree of business and political independency 
hitherto unknown in this or other country; has emancipated 
woman and developed opportunities for her to earn her own 
living; has led to a more universal, higher, and better educa- 
tion of the commen people; promoted mental and physical 
energy, and prompted scientific invention and superior skill 
among all classes; caused capital to be profitably employed and 
to rest for success upon the intelligence of laber’ produced 
wholesome organization, through which shorter hours, better 
wages, and more certain results have been attained in the 
industrial parts of this country; caused more equitable dis- 
tribution of wealth and of the comforts of life; opened and 
created a golden era of new opportunities for the common 
people; secured more general individual independence; gave to 
the humblest of our citizens greater hope, and a more general 
right and power to redress grievances and to the protection of 
law; and, generally, it has established higher standards of 
life, increased recognition of human rights, and guaranteed a 
broader justice, based on education, morality, civilization, and 
Christianity. Diversified and interdependent industries and em- 
ployments accomplished all this. 

Protection of American industries and thereby American 
labor through customs duties levied on a uniform principle on 
articles capable of manufacture in the United States has proved 
its greatest blessing. 

Our exports in depressed free-trade times always fall off, and 
the balance of trade with foreign nations is then against us; 
and our gold goes abroad for what we buy, and the necessary 
revenues of the Government have to be raised from a compara- 
tively poor people, while the expenditures of the United States 
are not diminished. If revenues are not collected on imports, 
they must be raised by other and more objectionable methods, 
such as by inheritance tax, stamp tax, corporation tax, income 
tax, and so forth, 

It is said the consumer pays the duty. If the duty causes, 
as has uniformly proved to be the case, a manufactured article 
to be produced and sold in this country cheaper than when pro- 
duced abroad, the saying is not true. If it were true that the 
consumer pays the duty and he is enabled, through protection, 
to get lucrative employment and to sell his own product at 
an advanced price, and thus become able to purchase what he 
needs for consumption, then why should he not pay it? 

In such case protection creates the consumer by endowing 
him with the ability to buy something to consume. What boots 
it to the consumer whether or not he pays the duty if he has 
not the wherewith or the ability to purchase anything to con- 
sume? Free trade will not be a panacea for a man in such 
condition. And, for the most part, diamonds, jewels, silks, 
satins, furs, and luxuries of all kinds, usually purchased by 
the rich, bear the highest duties. 

But the consumer pays the import duty only when he con- 
sumes that which, for want of adequate protection or other 
cause, is not produced at home. 

If industries are universally prosperous in our country, the 
farmer can plant, sow, and harvest, assured of a good market 
for his crops and a like market for his live stock, and the 
skilled and unskilled, who toil in factory or on the farm, will 
likewise find a ready and steady market for his labor at good 
prices, and laborers will have choice of occupations and be 
better able to secure employment on favorable terms, and, con- 
sequently, to buy what they desire to consume. 

We Americans are a greedy people and voracious consumers 
of foodstuffs, and in other things high livers. In quantity, 
to say nothing of quality or cost, our average consumption of 
food per capita, it is estimated, is about twice as great as in 
Great Britain, France, Belgium, Austria, Russia, Turkey, Swe- 
den, or Norway, and above three times as great as in Italy and 
in some other European and in most of the civilized Asiatic and 
South American countries of the world. If meats, wheat bread, 
sugar, and perhaps some other foodstuffs are alone considered, 
the disparity in consumption per capita is much greater. 

According to late statistics, we consume per annum 73 pounds 
of sugar per capita, while Germany consumes 17, Italy 8, 
France 15, and England 25 pounds. 

The present increased cost of living results, in large part, 
from the extra quantities of food we eat. Meats, flour, and 
most other common food is higher in price in Buropean coun- 
tries, where wages are low and the people are more generally 
poor than here. A ,resort to the “simple life” might remedy 
the cost of living—not free trade. 

This great disparity of living between our own and other 
countries, when carefully studied, will be found to be of para- 
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mount importance in solving the tariff problem. I have not 
the time or the data at hand to do the subject justice. The dis- 
parity is not confined to foodstuffs; it extends to luxuries. To- 
bacco may be taken as an illustrative example. 

A table before me, said to be prepared from the latest official 
records, gives the per annum per capita consumption of tobacco 
(1907) in France at 2.2 pounds; United Kingdom (Great Brit- 
ain), 2 pounds; Italy, 1.1 pounds; Austria (1906), 2.9 pounds; 
Hungary, 2.4 pounds; and the United States, 6 pounds. It thus 
appears that we consume per annum 6 pounds of tobacco for 
every man, woman, and child, equal to at least 5,400,000,000 
pounds, and three times as much as is consumed per capita in 
the United Kingdom, and more than double in any country 
named. 

Unless protection is maintained to secure employment at re- 
munerative wages for the millions of our wage-earners, they 
and their families will be driven, as in 1893-1897, to consume 
less food and use less clothing, and all of poorer quality. 
Wages will go down; on farms, less grain, cattle, and so forth, 
will be raised and sold at home or abroad, even at reduced 
prices, and lands and estates will depreciate in value. 

It needs hardly to be stated that prosperous home consumers 
afford a better market for the products of field and farm than 
poor people in distant parts, who are too poor to buy much and 
never buy anything their own country can supply. 

Other statistics produced in my former speech show that our 
national wealth doubled under protection from 1900 to 1907; 
that both exports and imports almost doubled in three protective 
years—1906, 1907, and 1908—over the three practically free- 
trade years—1895, 1896, and 1897—and that the difference in 
the same three years in the balances of exports over imports in 
favor of the protective years was $1,242,418,088. 

Indisputably this country has been, at periods before the civil 
war (1861) and during and since that war, save a short period 
(1894-97), when there was great distress in the land, governed 
by a more or less protective-tariff system, although it was not 
always well balanced, as the free-trade tariff reformers and 
selfish protectionists have had enough influence to cripple the 
system. Such protectionists seek protection for their own prod- 
uct and free trade for all things they buy. 

The most dangerous legislation to our prosperity and the most 
to be now feared is that advocated by pretended protectionists 
who favor protective duties on a particular industry or article 
in which they, or their constituents, are interested, and oppose 
such duties on other industries or articles; that is, insist on 
protection on what they have to sell and none on what they 
desire to buy. Protection, like many other good things, must be 
honestly and equitably provided for and administered, or it 
will prove an instrument of fraud and injustice. 

Protection by levying import duties will not secure the desired 
prosperity to this country even by fostering a multitude of in- 
dustries unless they are so built up as to mutually promote each 
other, and together insure profitable employment to the varied 
classes of working people. 

No single protected industry will be so managed as to pay to 
its employees better wages than are paid in other occupations 
or by other industries by its side which are languishing for any 
eause. The scale of wages paid will manifestly be such only as 
those carrying on the least profitable industry can afford to pay. 

If only a very few industries are fostered and all others are 
allowed to fail, then the few people who can be employed will 
get such, and only such, wages as the employers choose to pay— 
the lowest. 

Protection that does not secure, directly or indirectly, profit- 
able employment to the many is invidious and not warranted by 
any sound policy. It is only when the people are, in diverse 
occupations, generally and profitably employed that prosperity 
can prevail throughout this country. When thus employed, 
each industry is a patron, in some degree of all the others; 
the farmer of the manufacturer and the wage-earner; the man- 
ufacturer and wage-earner of each other and the farmer. If 
one class is not flourishing, the other classes will suffer. _In- 
terdependency must exist to insure success. 

If free trade comes, it will inevitably bring down the price of 
wheat again to 50 cents per bushel, flour to three or four dollars 
a barrel, and corn, potatoes, and other food products in like 
proportion ; but the millions of laborers will then be out of 
employment and unable to pay the price. 

Bryan and his party in 1896 and 1900 proposed to increase 
the price of wheat to $1 a bushel through free trade and free 
coinage of silver. Protection gave the farmer $1 a bushel in 
sound money. 

The other nations of the world have encouraged the enemies 
of protection in America, and they have assailed and decried it 
as unwise and not warranted by political economy; and inter- 
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national commerce has been manipulated, whenever possible, 
against the interest and progress of the United States, and 
through various causes our ships of commerce are seldom seen 
on the high seas. Yet, in spite of all these and many other 
harmful conditions, our young Republic has outstripped the 
civilized nations of the world in internal and foreign commerce, 
growth, population, wealth, enterprise, progress, and in all 
things which go to advance civilization, education, Christianity, 
and to make a great, happy, and prosperous people. We also 
lead the world, past and present, in science, inventions, and in 
useful improvements, necessary to keep in advance of other 
civilized eountries; and we give more to endow colleges and 
universities, to support foreign missions and churches, and for 
charity than all other nations. There are no people on earth 
who enjoy, universally, more of the substantial blessings of life 
than those who live under our laws, Constitution, and flag. 

Young as this Nation is in years, it is a world power, not for 
war alone, but, in what is more important, for universal peace. 

I am almost as old as railroads—1827—in the United States, 
and now 100,000 American engines move annually above 2,000,- 
000,000 tons of freight, exceeding in tonnage that carried by 
all the other railway engines and by all the ships of the world. 
Our railway mileage—260,000 miles—is about equal to that of 
Europe, Asia, and Africa. In round numbers, it also appears 
that, in value, the manufactures of this country are $18,000,- 
000,000 yearly, while those of Great Britain are less than 
$6,000,000,000 ; Germany, less than $5,000,000,000; and France, 
less than $4,000,000,000, This result is despite the fact that we, 
as a people, have been largely engaged in producing what is 
commonly called “raw material,” such as cotton, wool, food- 
stuff, and so forth, and in spite of the further fact that the 
larger part of our country has, until recently, refused and neg- 
lected, as I have just shown, to participate in manufacturing 
industries, and in spite of this country’s youth and of the fact 
that its scale of wages for all kinds of labor has been more than 
double—often treble or quadruple—that of other countries. 

While the mafkets for manufactures and agricultural prod- 
ucts are mainly at home-—about 95 per cent—and while British 
ships are the chief ocean carriers for the world, our exports, in 
value, are a little larger than Great Britain or Germany and 
twice that of France, not to mention other less-favored civilized 
countries, 

The present aggregate wealth of the United States, shown by 
the census reports and estimated from postal statistics, is 
$120,000,000,000—too great for the human mind to comprehend. 

Ours has become the greatest industrial nation of the earth. 
Our growth in population also exceeds any other nation. Immi- 
gration is a telltale, both as to adversity and prosperity. Immi- 
grants seek our shores from all civilized lands, and migration of 
our native population to seek new homes is very small. A re- 
cent official chart, which I have seen, shows the high points of 
immigration always in our most prosperous years and the lowest 
points in free-trade years. When our industries were threatened 
or destroyed in 1893-1897, and even when the bankers’ panic of 
1907 came, the foreign laborers crowded the ships in our ports, 
bound homeward. 

Why do poor people leave their native land and ancestral 
homes, where free trade exists, and go where protection exists, 
if the latter increases the cost of living and makes the poor 
poorer? 

They seek a country where they can make a living. 

It has always been the case that we buy more abroad in a 
protective period than in a free-trade period of like duration. 
It is thus that the customs revenues are kept up to maintain the 
Government. Absolute free trade would, of course, produce no 
public revenues. Approximate free trade has almost the same 
result. It prevents the utilization at home of our ores in the 
earth, our agricultural products, our building of large plants, 
and the construction of machinery to fill them, and prevents the 
employment at fair wages of our millions of laborers, and it 
forces our surplus farm and other products to be sold at home, 
if at all, at comparatively low prices, or to pauper-paid people 
abroad at like prices, first paying the cost of transportation; it 
destroys railway activities in transportation, as our factory and 
farm products are reduced to a minimum, and our people be- 
come too poor to travel, and there are manifestly many other 
causes that in free-trade times create universal depression, pov- 
erty, and suffering, all of which necessarily results in our people 
not buying or consuming as much, or of as great value, of for- 
eign product as in times when our people are generally engaged 
in prosperous business pursuits and are lucratively employed. 
This applies to all classes—those who buy diamonds, pearls, or 
other jewels and costly ornaments, as well as those who buy 
only the usually imported commoner articles. 

As our population has increased the agriculturists have rela- 
tively decreased ; that is, the consumers of bread and meat and 
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other common edible things have increased out of proportion 
to the amount produced or the number engaged in their produc- 


tion. The consumers of common food products in the United 
States have grown proportionately great. Agriculture should 
be promoted, encouraged, and enlarged to the end that it may 
keep pace with the wants of our whole population. Our waste 
places should be conserved by irrigation and reclamation, and 
agriculture should be popularized in all possible ways as, ere 
long, the population of the States will exceed 100 and more to 
the square mile, while now it is less than 50. The farmer 
population of this country has relatively and steadily decreased 
for almost one hundred years. 

The recent (1907) financial or bank panic, principally in 
New York City, affected the rich, and the value of stocks, divi- 
dends, and incomes of those holding them so as to then almost 
wholly cut off the importation of diamonds and the like and 
their sale in this country. With the return of prosperity 
and business confidence came the return of the diamond im- 
portation and increased revenues, This is illustrative of the 
fluctuations of our trade in all importations whether for sale 
to the rich or to those of more limited means. 

There seems to be a popular notion that business activities 
or prosperity is measured by the condition of the so-called 
“rich.” This is a fallacy from every point of view. First, 
those usually classed as rich are few in number compared to 
all the others. And the majority of the so-called “rich,” 
although they may appear to own large property or control 
large assets, are more uniformly in straitened circumstances 
and in need of ready money to meet pressing demands and 
more often obliged to curtail to the last degree their expenses 
than those usually classed as of small estate and in moderate 
circumstances. Such rich may appear to measure prosperity 
and to enjoy it when they do not. 

There is another class who splurge on what, by accident, 
inheritance, or worse means, come under their control, who 
often, for a brief time, attract attention in the business world, 
but whose business life is so short and inconsequential as to 
only give a little elusive coloring to the real great business in- 
dustries that go steadily on where capital and labor are wisely 
and honestly combined, and where manufacturers, farmers, la- 
borers, bankers, merchants, and all, with capital and labor in 
proper combination, are located together or in proximity, and 
where each and all honestly strive for success, acting upon the 
business principle that each class is essential to the success of 
euch and all the other classes. 

Of course, it is manifest that everywhere in our country the 
rich, measured by the value of their estate, are a very small 
per cent of the whole number; and statistics show that the 
wealth of the rich, great as it is, is an insignificant part of the 
wealth possessed by our other citizens. It is hard to draw the 
line between those accounted rich and those who are really 
rich, or those in moderate circumstances. A man who so 
lives and conducts his affairs as to never be in debt should be 
regarded as rich. So we must deal in our legislative calcula- 
tions with the masses and their numbers. If we legislate for 
them wisely, the rich will not require special legislation in their 
interest. I do not believe that the condition of the masses is 
improved by legislation that curtails the efforts and ambition 
of the prosperous or of the rich, or that assails or threatens to 
assail their condition. Anything that destroys or paralyzes the 
God-created energy and ambition of humanity is a practical 
sin, and operates to retard civilization and the spread of Chris- 
tianity and to prevent the attainment of the human race to 
such mental and moral heights as it is capable of reaching and 
maintaining. All calculations looking to general business re- 
sults must be made on the common people, and the few really 
rich may be disregarded. 

The free field that Christianity and civilization gives to a free 
people enables them, individually and collectively, to delve into 
the mysteries of creation and nature’s laws and to discover in 
them principles which are adapted to the highest delights, pleas- 
ures, and usefulness of mankind. To curtail by legislation 
this free field, so as to prevent by honest energy and by supe- 
rior ability the acquisition of property, would be a long step 
toward preventing the attainment of all the great things the 
Creator made us capable of enjoying. If it had not been nec- 
essary for the happiness and existence of the human race that 
it should be constituted of individuals of varied and different 
habits and with wholly different and divergent ambitions, if 
not instincts, and of unequal capabilities and enjoyments, men- 
tally, physically, and morally, God’s wisdom would have created 
it accordingly. 

From a human standpoint it is manifest that mankind would 
have been a failure compared with what it is had all humanity 
been so created as to only enjoy the same mental, moral, and 
physical things; and to possess only the same attainments and 
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the same capabilities; to have only the same thoughts, the same 
tastes, the same enjoyments, and the same wants and desires 
in life based upon the same standard of usefulness or effort. 

It is a mistaken notion of some good people that a wise and 
benign government should, by law, provide for the maintenance 
and prosperity of its citizens. This no government can do or 
ever has done or ever will do or ever should do. It is absurdly 
impossible for a government to do this; and besides, if it could, 
by law, provide for the maintenance and comfort of its citizens, 
it would be unwise to do so. Citizens thus maintained would 
not be worth maintaining. They would possess no energy, en- 
terprise, or independent manhood, not even enough to be patri- 
otic defenders of their government or capable of being grateful 
for what they enjoyed. 

If there be those. who dream that by law there can be brought 
about an equal distribution of opportunities and wealth, they 
are doomed, as always in the past, to disappointment. The 
Creator so created us as to make the realization of such a 
dream impossible, and doubtless wisely so. Equality in all our 
attributes and in all things would prevent that display of ambi- 
tion, energy, and spirit essential to human attainments and, of 
course, to human happiness. 

The universal effort of all mankind is first to acquire prop- 
erty, at least a competency, and all to better the natural condi- 
tions of life. It is, always has been, and always will be laud- 
able for an individual to strive to produce and acquire a fai? 
share of the wealth of the world. 

Civilization is distinguished from barbarism by a recognition 
and a guaranty of separate individual rights as well as of eol- 
lective or governmental rights. When the primitive, nomadic 
shepherd wanderers of the earliest times showed some glim- 
mering conceptions of civilization, they first respected property 
rights in domesticated animals, sheep, goats, and so forth, and 
greatness and power was awarded to those possessed of property 
in proportion to the amount they individually held; and when 
these shepherd people grew so numerous as not to be able 
peaceably to water their animals at lakes or flowing streams 
they dug wells, and then not only claimed to own the well they 
had dug, but all the land naturally tributary to it. 

From that period to this man, in all stages of progress or of 
civilization, has struggled for the ownership of property, and 
there has been conceded to him not only the right to own, 
possess, and enjoy it in life, but to dispose of it during life and 
by last will and testament after death. 

Of course a government should so legislate within the scope 
of its powers as to preserve and protect all of its citizens, espe- 
cially the humblest, with the most discriminating care, in all 
their natural rights and privileges of person, property, capa- 
bilities, opportunities, and liberties. And those who, like the 
yeteran soldier, gave of his lifeblood, and sacrificed limb, 
strength, energy, and health to preserve his country’s integrity 
and free institutions, should be in turn compensated, as far as 
possible, by the generous bounty of his nation; and so also, for 
like reasons, should his dependent widow and children be cared 
for when he is dead. The veteran soldier’s right in the Govy- 
ernment he fought for manifestly stands on a wholly different 
footing from the rights of an ordinary citizen. 

A government is a creation of the people—the people are not 
the creation of a government. A free government is formed 
by the people for the mutual preservation and protection of 
their rights, individually and collectively, and not to create any 
new rights not founded in natural rights. 

Keeping in view all the time that a tariff for revenue is an 
absolute necessity, or that some other method of taxation more 
direct would have to be adopted to adequately raise funds to 
carry on our Government and to maintain it in the category 
of the greatest of nations, and as a moral, progressive world 
power, both in promoting peace and in case of war, it only 
remains to so regulate our tariff system as to best promote the 
prosperity and happiness of our own people. The Republican 
party seeks to do this by providing for the utilization of our 
natural resources and the upbuilding of all kinds of industries 
and the employment of our people at fair wages. 

The old-time Democratic policy was to so legislate as to pro- 
mote foreign trade and thus suppress home trade. Its policy 
was both to buy and sell abroad. This could only result in our 
people living, producing, and laboring on the same low scale 
as the downtrodden subjects of kings and emperors. The Demo- 
cratic slogan was: “ Buy where you can buy the cheapest and 
sell where you can sell the dearest.” This, in free-trade prac- 
tice, worked the contrary, and resulted in our buying where 
we bought the dearest and selling where we sold the cheapest. 

The Republican protective policy is to foster and promote 
our own natural resources, the products of our fields and farm, 
mines, factories, and shops, so as to secure employment to our 
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people in all the varied vocations of useful industries and so as 
to produce as near universal ity as possible. 

A Democratic Senator [Mr. Gore] recently exclaimed on the 
floor of the Senate: 

I do not believe that the American consumer should be taxed to en- 
rich the American producer. 

This manner of assuming that there are two such classes in 
our country is quite common, and though very superficial is 
regarded as politically catchy. ‘There is in our American het- 
erogeneeus business organization or system no producers as 
distinguished from consumers and no consumers as distinguished 
from preducers. Of course in making this. statement I exclude 
paupers and vagabends, who were not under the old Articles 
of Confederation regarded even as citizens. Those who pro- 
duce one or more articles are the eonsumers of them and of 
articles produced by others, who, in turn, consume of their 
own production and of the production of others. It is a ques- 
tion of the general and harmonious protection of all pursuits 
or occupations, so as to insure suitable provision for the needs 
and wants of all as fully as possible. To protect one industry 
and not others would work injustice, or to inequitably protect 
certain industries would result in hardship, and be wrong. 

Webster, as early as April 1, 1824, while contrasting an 
“American policy” and a “foreign policy” in this House, con- 
densed the whole truth of ere into one sentence: 

That is the truest American a which shall most weet mapa 
American capital and labor an sustain the whole populatio 

The primary grievance of the colonies against England was 
her protective policy at home and prohibitory policy as to her 
American colonies, by which they were prohibited from all 
kinds of manufacturing and from selling only to England or 
from buying anywhere than in England or of English production. 

Senator Fryr, of Maine, has summarized Great Britain’s 
protective and prohibitory policy toward her American colonies 
prior to the Revolution and their grievances which led to the 
Declaration of Independence in these words: 

For centuries England was the most earnest, vigorous, and deter- 
mined champion of protection the world ever saw, enf the ex- 
tremest doctrines by all the powers of war and all the arts of diplo- 
macy. She destroyed the grow commerce of Ireland by one blow 
of her navigation laws, repressed eattle raising, her wool nina, 
her manufactures, and made her the waste of ay. She attemp 
the same réle in America, forbade the exportation of her products to 
any other country than her own, fi the 
English bottoms, repressed all manufactures of 
by law that none of the American colonies man 

any kind, that no smith should’ make a bolt, spike or nail, bar or 
rod iron; that no mill or other for rolling 1 iron or furnace for 
making steel should be ei finally drove us to revolution and 
lost the brightest gem diadem: 

Legislation now that would destroy our home industries and 
prevent profitable investment of our capital, that would turn 
our millions of well-employed laborers from our mines, mills, 
and shops to idleness would be a long step again toward the 
dependent business slavery our ancestors fought to be liberated 
from. 

Through the severest of protection policies England gained 
the ascendency in the manufacturing industries of the world, 
and then, through free trade and unfair competition, it has 
sought to maintain such ascendency. With her monopoly of the 
ocean traffic and her cheaper labor she seeks to produce for, 
and to carry to, the markets of the world. England selfishly 
favors free trade in America. Her manufacturers will tender 
their goods in our ports at low prices, if duty free, hoping to 
again monopolize and control our trade so as to destroy our 
industries, leaving them to go back to the old prices charged 
when no American competition existed. Some other countries 
might also try to follow the English example. 

Free trade for this country has many advocates (protection 
none) in foreign parts. With producers in foreign countries 
and only consumers in this country there is no trouble in mak- 
ing two classes; the foreign producer to prey on the American 
consumer. Democratic policy leads inevitably to this result. 
It must never be forgotten that all protected articles manu- 
factured in this country sell cheaper now to our people than 
they sold for when solely manufactured abroad. 

Clothing generally, especially woolen, now sell at lower prices 
than formerly, when they were chiefly imported from abroad 
and when wool and woolens were not adequately protected as 
they were not under the Wilson tariff act of 1894. 

A supposed aspirant for President of the United States (Gov- 
ernor Harmon, of Ohio) in a recent Fourth of July jolly mes- 
sage to Tammany shows he is still beneath the hind axle of the 
free-trade car of Juggernaut, by saying: 


iat it costs it our, Government is permitted to impo 
whet it costs if our 


peoone | e by increasing the cost of living in Pin créer to 


is not worth 
wn eat 
the pro 








If time permitted, it would be entertaining to analyze this new 
form of declaring a preference for foreign productions over 
A summary analysis shows the governor regards 
the principal object of tariff protection to be to secure freedom 
from foreign impositions of some kind; that it costs something 
to secure such freedom (others believe the Government receives 
a revenue from import duties) ; that protective duties increase 
the cost of living and solely “to swell the profits of the few.” 

The manifest logic of his new departure is that it is prefer- 
able to suffer impositions from foreign producers; to buy only 
of them; to neglect to use our own material; to prevent our 
capital from investment; to keep our laborers from employment 

_ in mills, mines, and shops, and to force them to other fields, if 
they can be found, for employment at minimum wages, and to 
compel the agriculturists to transport and find a market abroad, 
if at all, for their surplus, lest it may turn out that if all classes 
of our people are employed profitably, prices of farm products 
would advance and incidentally increase the cost of living, and 
some of our people might make money. This is old-time Demo- 
cratic doctrine (soon to be obsolete, I believe) of so legislating 
for the protection of the poor as to keep them always poor. 

He does not seem to know that if our people are engaged in 
lucrative employment they necessarily prosper and become good 
purchasers of things entering into a civilized existence, both 
needful and ornamental; nor does he seem to know that a mar- 
ket for our products of farm or factory is always better at home 
when our people are busy in diversified employments than it is 
possible to be among poorly paid foreigners. With universal 
free trade, why will not our laborers be as poor as those of 
other countries? 

What and whose industry would Governor Harmon destroy? 
Should the farmer be compelled to sell foodstuff for lower 
prices? Should the American manufacturers be put out of 
business? Should American capital become idle, and should 
laborers be deprived of employment in mines, mills, and shops 
by tariff revision so that living should become cheaper? 

An unequal tariff is dangerous and, in general, fatal to any 
one protected industry, and an unequal protection of industries, 
whether agricultural or mechanical, or both, is dangerous to 
the success of the whole protective system in our country. The 
history and experience in the past of any one important in- 
dustry will demonstrate the truth of the last statement. The 
wool and woolen industry, the iron and steel industry, and so 
forth, are only leading examples. 

The earliest attempts to manufacture woolen goods largely 
failed in New England for want of protection to woolgrowers. 
So low had become the flocks of sheep in the United States that 
the Government could not buy domestic or foreign wool sufficient 
to clothe or for blankets for its soldiers in the war of 1812. 
In 1813 one-half million dollars was expended for army clothes 
and blankets of foreign production. During that war broad- 
cloths brought as high as $18 a yard, and merino wool cost in 
1812 and 1813 about $1.50 per pound, and advanced to about 
$3 per pound before the war closed. 

Near the close of the war of 1812 it became impossible for 
the United States to purchase at any price, though it offered 
above $1.50 per pound, enough wool to manufacture rough 
clothing and blankets for her soldiers then in the field. Our 
Nation in its then trial for commercial independence had been 
so unwise as to fail to foster the wool and woolen industry. 
This was unpatriotic. When the war was over the first im- 
pulse was to protect American woolen manufacturers—not wool. 
This failed, of course, for (1) the want of domestic wool to 
manufacture; (2) the impossibility to purchase it of foreign 
production at a reasonable price; and (3) thus handicapped, 
those who sought—chiefly New England people—to manufacture 
woolens were undersold through an influx of importations, 
chiefly of English manufacture, the duty then on woolens being 
only 5 per cent ad valorem. 

Such importations in nine months of 1815 were valued at 
$83,000,000, and in 1816 at $155,250,000. ‘Thus the gold and 
silver of our country, then scarce, went to foreign parts. The 
result was that New England, then the largest grower of sheep, 
as well as other parts of our country, turned sensibly to pro- 
tecting wool as well as the woolens, so that our manufacturers 
of woolens could get domestic wool to supply them. This proved 
wise, and only in periods since when the sheep industry was 
not protected have our woolen manufactories languished. 
There is still some lapsing in the minds of woolen manufac- 
turers into the foolish notion of old that wool should be ac- 
counted as raw material, and that if put on the free list the 
sheep raiser would still continue to produce sufficient of it 
on our high-priced lands with high-priced labor and sell it 
to woolen factories as low as it can be bought from sheep 

raised on the wild lands of South America or the Cape of 
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Good Hope, Africa, they totally ignoring the importance of pro- 
ducing at home enough mutton and wool to supply us in peace 

and war; and they disregard the further important fact that pro- 

tection to wool has, in the long run, cheapened both mutton and 

woolen goods to our own people, and it has employed capital 

and labor in sheep raising and woolen production at home, and 

has also prevented our money from being sent abroad to pur- 

chase woolen goods and clothing of foreign manufacture. 

Like examples could be given with like results, varying only 
with conditions, with numerous other protected articles now 
produced in the United States. 

Railway iron in the forties, of poor quality—strap or flat 

rails—before protection, of foreign production, sold as high as 
$1388 per ton; it went down under moderate protection to only 
a little less than $100 per ton, save when for a short time it 
sold for as low as $42 per ton to break up infant American iron 
mills that tried to compete in its production. When this was 
accomplished the price went back to as high as $122 per ton. 
When, in 1870, it was proposed to place a duty of $28 on steel 
rails, a Mr. Marshall, in this House, exclaimed that it would, to 
that extent, increase the cost of steel rails and largely stop rail- 
road building. The average price then of Bessemer steel rails 
was $106.75 a ton, which promptly went down to $68.75 a ton, 
and before the $28 duty was lowered—it is now, under the Ding- 
ley Act, $7.84 a ton—such steel rails sold in this country as low 
as $23 a ton of American manufacture and of the best quality. 
The industry has so developed that the United States is now 
the largest steel-rail producer in the world. Iron is no longer 
used for rails. American steel rails are laid down in Europe, 
Asia, and Africa, as well as in all parts of the American Con- 
tinent. The Russians used it largely in their Siberian Railway. 
The morning papers announce an order on a Birmingham, Ala., 
steel mill for 50,000 tons of steel rails for export to South 
America. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. At what price? 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not think the price was named, but I am 
not sure. If anybody knows, I would be glad to hear it, but I 
do not. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. If I understood the trend of the gentle- 
man’s remarks, they are—— 

Mr. KEIFER. If you are going to make a speech, I can not 
yield, because I have only five minutes remaining. I can not go 
into any such discussion now. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. I simply wanted to ask the gentleman if 
he thought protection cheapened the price of rails? 

Mr. KEIFER. If protection does it? 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Yes. = 

Mr. KEIFER. Protection did do it. When there was a duty 
of $28 a ton the selling price of steel rails went down to $23 a 
ton. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Why do not you advocate a duty of $14 a 
ton instead of $7.40 a ton, and then they would be sold at $14 pan 
a ton, according to your reasoning? 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, no. There is no reasoning of that kind 
in it at all. 

The tin industry in the United States is solely a creature of 
protection. Despite these and other equally illustrative ex- 
amples, there are those who still insist the consumer always 
pays the duty. 

An equally strong and illustrative example appears by the 
operation of the duty on cattle hides, leather, and the articles 
it enters into. The quantity of each has, through protection, 
been largely increased, even to a substantial export trade in 
shoes and other leather goods, and the resultant increase in the 
number of cattle in the United States has largely enhanced the 
now always inadequate supply of beef. We are now the largest 
cattle-raising country in the world. 

The question of revenue aside, universal free trade is far 
preferable in this country to protection through duties on im- 
ports on only a few of the many important industries. Pro- 
tection must be, as nearly as possible, national or universal, 
and equitably applied and administered, or it will not succeed. 

Protection thus applied can not promote trusts or monopo- 
lies, while protection only on particular articles, like free trade, 
will inevitably foster them. Common sense teaches us that 
trusts and monopolies prosper greatest when supplied with 
material, duty free. Free-trade England is the normal home of 
monopolies. 

Free trade, experience has proved, facilitates the formation 
of combinations, monopolies, and trusts. The poorer the masses 
of people are, the more helpless they are to resist the power 
and influence of capital and the greed of the monopolist, or te 
protect themselves by successful competition. 



































































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


It is an insult to ordinary intelligence to insist that the 
cheaper the trusts or monopolies are supplied with the raw 
materials they use the less prosperous they will be. 

Originally, in Alexander Hamilton’s time, and when it was 
regarded of the first importance to build up manufactures 
against England especially, and when what has been denomi- 
nated raw material, such as the products of agriculture and 
ore mined in raw state from the earth, was greatly out of pro- 
portion to American manufactured goods, it was thought wise 
by protectionists to put them on the free list. Now all this is 
changed and agricultural products and materials of natural 
growth, or found in the earth, no longer bear such relation to 
finished goods, and they need and deserve the same protection 
to secure their production and to promote enterprise and labor 
as the more finished products. 

It is no longer right or necessary to protect the manufacturer's 
finished product from foreign competition by a direct duty and 
at the same time exempt that which enters into the goods he 
produces from duty so he may go to foreign parts, even to 
barbaric regions (as for cattle hides), to acquire it at lower 
rates than it can be produced by our own citizens. This dis- 
crimination is so manifestly unjust in the present advanced 
state of our country as to, if pursued, endanger the whole pro- 
tective system, which must rest for success on equity to all 
classes of producers. Let the selfish protectionists beware. 

Protection is not a struggle for the advantage of one citizen 
or a class of citizens over others. 

Democrats pretend to regard the revision of the tariff as a 
work in the interest of the poor, assuming that those who are 
now classed as poor will always remain poor; that they will 
always be consumers and never producers. 

The theory of legislating for the poor, as though they were to 
remain poor, is false and demagogical. Legislation pertaining 
to the business of our country should, as far as possible, be 
so shaped as to prevent poverty and to enable the poor to acquire 
and hold property. This latter can only be accomplished by 
providing for the general employment of capital and labor in our 
own country. If capital can not be successfully employed here, 
labor will be unemployed, and distress must follow; and the 
products of the soil will be sold for little, if at all, to our home 
people, who will be largely without ability to buy what they need 
wherever produced, 


Legislation that paralyzes or destroys established home in- 
dustries or prevents their being successfully established is a 
certain means of creating poverty and distress and will prove 


to be a political crime. It is not, and never has been, a crime 
to possess an estate when acquired by honest toil and methods, 
nor is it, or has it ever been, a badge of merit to be poor and 
dependent. Poverty is not a virtue, but a misfortune to be 
averted. 

Republicans regard the revision of the tariff as a work in 
the interest of prosperity, knowing that skill, genius, and energy 
belong to those who are obliged to toil for a living, and that 
their toiling should and will, in our country, bring something 
more to them than a mere scant existence—that revision should 
be such as to secure to the masses all possible opportunities and 
a full share of prosperity, and not to doom them, or any part of 
them, to poverty. Universal education, also an incident of 
American prosperity, has opened the door of the highest possi 
bilities to the so-called “ poor” and the rich alike, 

Notwithstanding the few rich, the great bulk of the aggregate 
wealth of this country is possessed by those who work and live 
economically and within their income. 

The jealousy displayed by some Democrats over the wealth 
and general prosperity of the manufacturing parts of the 
United States as compared with other parts has been shown 
during a very recent debate here; but this jealousy is fast 
breaking down, as through our protective policy certain new 
regions are being touched by prosperity, and the people, seeing 
it, are made to understand the folly of longer crying in the 
desert of free trade. 

The common cry, however just in a particular case, con- 
stantly set up against the inordinately rich individuals or the 
highly prosperous railway and other corporations is only a con- 

venient method of assailing the principle of universal enter- 
prise, which results in general prosperity, 

Apparently Democracy believes the way for the poor in this 
country to be happy is to destroy the prosperity now in this 
land and have it occupied only by the poor. This is not the 
time to pick out those who have become rich and apparently 
prosperous through unfair or dishonest methods. Suffice it to 
say that, compared to the whole number of highly prosperous 
people in the United States, they do not number as many hun- 
dred as the honest, hard-working men number in hundred thou- 
sands. 


Should it be possible by enacting legislation here, by a revi- 
sion of the tariff or otherwise, to destroy the estates and the 
businesses of these few denominated “ unduly rich,” including all 
the large and prosperous corporations denominated ‘“ monopo- 
lies” or “ trusts,” and also all the great railroad corporations in 
the United States, what would be the condition of the people 
generally in the United States? Would not those who are now 
reasonably and honestly prosperous become at once in strait- 
ened circumstances? Would not those who are now, by industry 
and honest toil, living in fairly comfortable circumstances, be- 
come at once unemployed, poor, and in want and distress, and 
would not the now poor become poorer and more dependent 
and a charge upon a public that was too poor in resources to 
eare for them? The families of all these classes would almost 
alike be stricken with pauperism. 

The logic of the policy of Democratic Members upon this floor, 
with some gratifying exceptions, is to so reduce our tariff duties 
as to bring about the dire results I have just depicted. They 
seek to bankrupt the prosperous, whether individuals or cor- 
porations, including all corporation stockholders, however hon- 
est and innocent they may be, simply because they have, by in- 
dustry, superior energy, business methods, and economy, accu- 
mulated something; and to do this they would open our ports 
to the free incoming of the goods of all sorts produced in cheap 
producing, not only of the civilized, but of the barbaric, parts of 
the world, thereby overthrowing our home industries and turn- 
ing those now employed at reasonably good wages out of em- 
ployment. The consequences of such Democratic revision are too 
serious to contemplate. Vested rights of property and busi- 
ness, free-trade Democracy proposes to totally disregard, how- 
ever honestly such rights came. If it is right to protect an 
infant industry, it is right to protect the industry when full 
grown if it needs it. The same necessity to protect the wage- 
earner exists when an industry has been fully established as 
when it was in its infancy. I need hardly repeat that there is 
no such thing as a mere consumer in this country, and ought 
not to be, as distinguished from a producer. 

Unless a man produces something—that is, by his skill, labor, 
or genius he earns something—he can not acquire anything 
to consume unless by gift or through charity. A producer in 
America is a consumer, and generally in,somewhat equal pro- 
portions. A person who produces nothing must starve or live 
as a pauper. Protection will not aid the willingly idle or the 
slothful. It will aid the frugal and the industrious. - The non- 
producing idle and slothful are natural free traders. 

What is sought by the Republican party in its work of revi- 
sion is not a horizontal revision downward, but such an equitable 
adjustment of the tariff schedules as will best secure an ade- 
quate revenue and the general prosperity of our people, and do 
the least to disturb present honest business conditions, and to 
guarantee the most universal employment of our tillers of the 
soil and toilers in mines, mills, and factories. By doing this it 
will keep its platform promise, as I have shown. With this 
done all mercantile, commercial, and other pursuits will prosper, 
[Applause on the Republican -side.] 

A score and a half years ago I prophesied in a speech on this 
floor that free trade would come and prove a calamity to this 
Nation. It came; the prophecy was fulfilled. Should it come 
again the calamity will be increased in the proportion that our 
people have since prospered and multiplied. We are yet too near 
that disastrous period to forget it. Protection alone restored 
prosperity. The lesson should not be repeated. If it must, let 
the free-trade votaries do it. 

The Republican party, with its half century of achievements 
in the cause of liberty, national unity, humanity, sound money, 
and of national and individual progress, should not be the polit- 
ical iconoclast of its own work. Its star of glory is not ready to 
set. Its banner of protection should remain unfurled, inscribed: 
“ Universal prosperity for America.” [Loud applause.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty-five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RicHarpson]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I am very grateful to 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livineston] for the time he 
bas so kindly yielded to me. My remarks, Mr. Chairman, will 
not be addressed to the pending urgent deficiency bill. My 
attention has been called to a certain paragraph in the pending 
urgent deficiency bill, and I was asked if there was any objec- 
ae to it. The item ‘referred to is as follows: 

r payment of the salary of Oscar 2 Hundley as United States 
aisteiet ea for the northern district of Alabama, on account of the 
fiscal y as follows. 

Amounting to $12,733.33. By reason, Mr. Chairman, of the 
notoriety and publicity that was given to the earnest and 

protracted efforts for the defeat of the confirmation of Judge 
enaiey, who occupied the federal bench under two appoint- 
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ments from President Roosevelt for more than two years, it 
becomes me to say here, by reason of the many misrepresenta- 
tions and untrue statements which were made against the 
motives of the Representatives of Alabama who conducted this 
contest, that I am authorized by Representatives Carton, 
Heriin, Burnett, Craic, Mr. Dent, who succeeded Mr. Wiley, 
and for myself, to say that we have no opposition to make 
whatever to this item in this deficiency bill; and I take occa- 
sion to say further, in this connection, that the contest urged 
by the six Alabama Democratic Representatives—lasting for 
more than two years—that finally, after a full hearing, the 
President of the United States recognized the truth and the 
accuracy of the grounds of our objection, and refused to reap- 
point Judge Hundley, and made a most acceptable appointment 
to the bar and the people of Alabama to fill his place. That 
ends the matter with us. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Will the gentleman permit a question there? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. As I understand it, there is no question that 
Judge Hundley, or whatever his name is, performed the services 
of judge during the time that he held appointmetit from the 
President of the United States? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. None in the world; and for that reason, 
having opposed Judge Hundley, as these six Democratic Ala- 
bama Congressmen did before a Republican administration, and 
having succeeded in establishing the grounds of our objection, 
aided in the latter part of it by a large number of Alabama law- 
yers, I say that it is our pleasure as well as our duty, as repre- 
sentatives of our constituents, that this should end it. The 
Government owes somebody, and let it pay him. 

Mr. Chairman, the remarks that I intend to make during the 
time allowed me to-day will refer to the net income corporation 
tax. I am glad to say here now in this connection that I notice 
with a great deal of pleasure that the President, who is sup- 
posed to be the “ umpire” of the Republican conferees, that are 
in session now, intends to recast and revise, if the newspapers 
are correct, this wonderfully important corporation tax. I am 
glad to hear that, for it needs not only revision, but withdrawal 
and abandonment. I confess that I am not disposed, after a 
careful investigation and after as careful a study as I am able 
to give it from the standpoint of a lawyer, as well as one of jus- 
tice, to say that I will not support at any time or under any con- 
ditions this net income corporation tax as the “least of evils” 
presented to me for consideration, for the reason, Mr. Chairman, 
that I believe that it is the very worst of evils—the worst char- 
acter of this species of legislation. 


I am not disposed very much to support an inheritance tax. 
I confess that it is not agreeable to me; does not look exactly 
right that the Government should stand as the first one at the 
bier of a dead citizen and assert its prior and preferred claim 
as a devisee of the estate. I do not believe that that is the place 
the Federal Government ought to occupy, and the inheritance 
tax does that. 


I do not believe that a stamp tax is anything to compare 
on line of objection with a corporation tax. Certainly not as 
a revenue gatherer, and it is money that the Republican party 
is on the search for now. The last evidence that we had of a 
corporation tax was that it yielded $40,000,000 in this country, 
and the chief objection to a stamp tax is its history. No 
man can urge against the stamp tax that it is unequal, that it is 
unfair, or that it is unjust, or that it makes discriminations 
among the citizens. Why? Because, as I recall the stamp tax, 
the Government provided a stamp for the citizen to place upon 
any kind of commercial paper—check or other bankable pa- 
per—where he negotiated a mortgage or where he executed a 
promissory note, and no man that did not deal in banks and 
did not give mortgages and execute these promissory notes was 
ever called upon to pay a cent of the stamp tax. The amount 
ee was measured by the amount stated in the paper 
exec 


Now, what is the corporation tax? It starts out with a 
monstrous inequality. It starts out with a principle of dis- 
crimination and distinction among the people that is inex- 
eusable. I know that it is in the nature of an excise tax, 
and the supposition is that when the Government resorts to 
an excise tax there is no limit upon its power. In its true 
analysis it is a privilege tax—a tax that the Government 
makes a citizen pay to carry on business. What tax is so 
unpopular as a privilege tax? There is not, from a constitu- 
tional standpoint, a limit on its power as to accountability for 
discriminations in the use of an excise tax, but there is this limit 
on it, that the Government ought never to place a tax upon 
its people that is unjust and unfair. Why is it unfair? Why, 
it has become a custom largely—at least I know that to be 
true in some sections, and I suppose more so in other sections 
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of the Union—that a great many of the best business men of 
our country have seen proper to have themselves ineorporated 
in business. Why do they do that? It is perfectly patent to 
any lawyer why it is done. 




























When incorporated, and a man dies or retires from the firm, 


there is no detention or delay to the business, as there would 
be in a partnership or other business. In the case of an indi- 
vidual, or a partnership composed of individuals, if a man dies 
or if one resigns from the firm, the law brings about an unavoid- 
able delay in the business by reason of settlement with admin- 


istrators, guardians, and executors. Is it right, now, for this 
law to compel these men that are incorporating themselves and 


engaging in no interstate business at all, scarcely, to bear this 


tax and let the neighbor across the street that is engaged in 


the same business as an individual or a partnership—a rival— 
bear none of the burden? No man can justify it from the stand- 


point of equity and justice. He can justify it as to its being 
constitutional under the excise law, but he can not excuse it 
from the standpoint of morality and honesty and fairness to the 


citizens alike. 


I know since this matter has been brought up recently, and 
urged, as we all know, by the President of the United States, 
that an amendment has been offered to it. There has been a 
great deal of earnest comment about this tax all over the coun- 
try. The people, Mr. Chairman, are always aroused when ap- 
pealed to, when a wrong or injustice or discrimination is about 
to be perpetrated upon them. The people like that great Ameri- 
can principle—treat all alike. 

They came in with an amendment, as we were told through 
the newspapers, that no amount of income less than $5,000 would 
be subjected to this corporation-income tax. I say, then, if they 
go forward, as the President of the United States is now being 
persuaded to do, and reduce this tax from 2 to 1 per cent, that 
the principle is not altered at all, if we get down to the rea! 
equity of the matter. If we uphold in reality the administra- 
tion of equitable theories and principles in any of these excise 
statutes that we are talking about, invoked for the collection 
of revenue for the country, I do not believe that there ought 
to be any “dead line” drawn. Many people now believe the 
Government, as a matter of equity and justice, ought not to 
make any difference between men who have small and those 
who have large incomes, except that each man bear his burden 
according to his income. 

If we proceed upon the theory which is just and right and 
according to the great principles of our American institutions, 
that every man ought to contribute more or less, according to his 
capacity, to defraying the expenses of our Government honestly, 
economically administered, then every man ought to contribute 
more or less under this income tax. It would then come down, 
descend the scale, to the place where the great maxim of the 
law “de minimis ” prevails—get down so far and so low that the 
income is so small that the law can not afford to take notice of 
it. That is the principle that is laid down in the great principles 
of equity in the affairs of this country and the civilized world. I 
am fully aware that this principle in the matter of taxation has 
been abandoned by the Federal Government and the States. 

Certainly no limit by this corporation law ought to be devised 
as to the issuance of bonds by the corporation, for that in effect 
would be placing a limit on the thrift, energy, and business tact 
of the citizen; yet the income could and would be appropriated 
to the payment of the interest on these bonds, for they escape 
taxation under this corporation law. I could easily name many 
other practical objections to this proposed tax. It was urged as 
an objection to the inheritance tax, that many of the States had 
an inheritance tax and it was not a sound policy to duplicate 
such a tax by the Government. It will not be denied that many 
of the corporations whose net incomes are to be taxed get their 
charters from the State, and in many of the States, counties, 
and cities a privilege tax to do business is imposed on these cor- 
porations. Must the State, county, and city surrender its reve- 
nue legitimately derived from such sources? 

Do we find, Mr. Chairman, looking into this corporation tax, 
the suggestion of the necessity of requiring all corporations do- 
ing interstate business to be chartered by the Federal Govern- 
ment? This dangerous policy of the centralization of power at 
Washington has in the past few years emanated from high 
official sources. I do not hesitate to say that I am an advocate 
of the income-tax law included in the last national Democratic 
platform at Denver. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not even propose to discuss the consti- 
tutionality of this corporation tax, which I would be very glad 
to give my views upon if I had the opportunity. I know that 
the President of the United States—honest, sincere, and anx- 
ious to secure the passage of a law that would stand the con- 
stitutional test—has called around him for consultation the 
ablest lawyers of his able Cabinet and has called for the assist. 
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ance of other able lawyers. But we can not ignore the fact 
that in this country for more than one hundred years the 
courts of this country and Congress have accepted the theory 
that an income tax was constitutional because it was not a 
direct tax. We are led to believe that among the reasons given 
by the Supreme Court of the United States why that income 
tax was declared unconstitutional was because it made no ex- 
ception in behalf of rentals derived from real estate, and for 
that reason it was pronounced a direct tax. But what do you 
have from some of these able lawyers of the Cabinet and other 
able lawyers who have been conferring with the President of 
the United States upon this subject—the corporation tax—as to 
the fact that there is no exception made in the incomes of cor- 
porations of rentals from real estate? 

I would like to read one thing that the President of the 
United States said upon this corporation tax in his special 
message : 


But another merit of this tax is the federal supervision which must 
be exercised, in order to make the law efficient, over the annual ac- 
counts and business transactions of all corporations. 

Mr. Chairman, to my mind the “ merit” assigned there by the 
President of the United States is the worst feature connected 
with this whole law. It tends to violate the spirit of that para- 
graph of the Constitution which says: 

The right of the people to be secure in their person, houses, papers, 
and effects against unreasonable searches and seizures shall not b 
violated. 

{Leud applause.] 

My judgment is that when the President of the United States 
finally passes upon this law, because he is not yet satisfied 
with this tax, and makes his last recommendation, this para- 
graph will be stricken from his message. Why? It is the most 
dangerous feature of this law. Why, Mr. Chairman, are we 
oblivious and forgetful? If we are, we ought to turn back and 
cease to be that way, for in the early days of this great Republic 
of ours, in its earliest suggestions of justice and fair adminis- 
tration of the law, they were guided by the principle of always 
protecting the individual freedom and the private rights of the 
citizen. We seem to be forgetting that great principle. Day 
after day, since I have been here in Congress, for years, step 
after step in legislation has been taken, until that great Ameri- 
can principle that guides and controls us all in our happy rela- 
tions with our fellow-men—the enjoyment and exercise of our 
personal freedom and individual rights only, of course, to the 
extent that we do not interfere with those of our neigh- 
bor—is rapidly passing away under governmental interference 
and restraints. I say we ought to carefully watch that. I be- 
lieve we have a good illustration right here of how far this 
ought to go. I will print in my remarks a paragraph of the act 
organizing the Department of Commerce and Labor, known as 
the “ Nelson substitute,” or the sixth section of that act. It 
was my pleasure to be intimately connected with it. It pro- 
vided that the President of the United States, through the su- 
perintendent of the Bureau of Corporations, should institute any 
inquiry or investigation he pleased, and after that agent ac- 
guired the facts and brought them back with him he could 
either publish them or not, as he pleased. 

The test was made by the Senate of the United States pass- 
ing a resolution demanding that the superintendent of the 
Bureau of Corporations should supply the Senate with the 
papers pertaining to the United States Steel Company absorb- 
ing the Tennessee Coal and Iren Company. 

The statute I refer to is as follows, being a part of the sixth 
section of the act to organize the Department of Commerce 
and Labor : 


The said commissioner shall have power and authority to make, 
under the direction and control of the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, diligent investigation into the organization, conduct, and man- 
agement of the business of -“ corporation, joint-stock company, or 
corporate combination engaged in commerce among the several States 
and with foreign nations, excepting common carriers subject to “An 
act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and to gather 
such information and data as will enable the President of the United 
States to make recommendations to Congress for legislation for the 
regulation of such commerce, and to report such data to the President 
from time to time as he shall require; and the information so obtained, 
or as. much thereof as the President may direct, shall be made public. 


The Attorney-General referred to the law, and I say here that 
he was right. I say here that under the law which Congress 
passed in organizing the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
that bureau had a right to refuse to give up those papers. I 
say that, although I believe that the Jaw itself was bad, and I 
fought against it with all my humble power at the time. I read 
you what the Attorney-General said on that subject: 


It is obvious from the language of this provision, first, that the Con- 
gress contemplated at the time of its enactment a possibility, and even 
probability, that some part of the information thus collected by the 
Commissioner of Corporations might be of a character which justice to 
the parties interested and also the 
deemed confidential. Secondly, that 


— interest might require to be 
he Congress intended the President 


should jodse whether any porte of the information and data obtained 
by the Bureau of Corporations, in accordance with the terms of the law 
should or should not be made public. The information in question might 
involve the private affairs and trade secrets of citizens as mem- 
bers of corporations, joint-stock companies, or rate combination 
in commerce among the several States and with tccien nations; a 
these circumstances, as well as the language of the act itself, justified 
the assumption that it was enacted with appropriate rd to the spirit 
as well as the letter of the fourth amendment to the Constitution, pro- 
viding that “The right of the people to be secure in their persons, 
houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches and seizures 
shall not violated, and no warrants shall issue but upon —_ 
cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the 
place to be searched, and the persons or things to be seized.” 


Yes; I repeat: 
ht of the le to be secure in their persons, houses, 5 
and "effects againat’ eurehaemetis searches aed’ eolunnes shall oe be 
violated. 

This is the palladium of our American institutions. Break 
that down and we become the worst form of a centralized con- 
solidated Government. [Applause.] 

If the President was seeking simply publicity, how much fur- 
ther does this corporation statute go than the one that Attor- 
ney-General Bonaparte was passing on? It goes further than 
any statute of the kind ever enacted in this country. What 
security has the man in the privacy of his business? The in- 
quisitor comes, There is no obligation upon him to accept the 
sworn statement of any man in that corporation. He has a right 
to dive down into his papers and bring them up and see how the 
business is being conducted and managed, and what is being 
done about it, and then it must be put on record, and a man’s 
business rivals can see it. 

Gentlemen, whenever the Government resorts to legislation 
of this kind it ought to be under the stress of necessity, it 
ought to be under the very greatest urgency that can pos- 
sibly exist. I say I am opposed to a statute of this kind, be- 
cause I have always in this House of Representatives opposed 
every species of legislation which tends toward the invasion 
of this Fourth Article of the Constitution of the United States, 
which came in as one of the amendments in the ten that were 
offered in the First Congress assembled in this country. After 
that great instrument had been born Mr. Jefferson pointed 
out that this amendment, along with others, was necessary to 
save the people in the security of their papers as well as their 
homes. We find that we can not invade a man’s home, we 
can not make a seizure of his property, except upon an affi- 
davit or affirmation duly made before an officer, and the 
property and the place pointed out that you are going to seize 
or search for. You find that constitutional provision and safe- 
guard in juxtaposition with this very matter of the “ security 
of papers.” What did the framers of our Constitution mean 
when they linked those two provisions together? There is but 
one construction to be made of it. They guaranteed the citizen 
similar safeguard against unreasonable searches and seizures 
of papers as of property and person. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Wiil the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I want to ask the gentleman 
if he does not think it is even an additional danger that the 
Presidént can give or withhold that information as he sees fit? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why, that was my contention as a 
Democratic conferee, and I came back to this House and made 
the same contention when the Department of Commerce and 
Labor was organized, and the Attorney-General does me the 
honor to quote from my speech in opposition to the measure. 
[Applause. ] 

It will hardly be denied that any tariff bill ever before any 
Congress of the past history of this Government has met with 
the same distrust, suspicion, and want of. confidence by the 
public in the sincerity and honesty of those charged with mak- 
ing this bill that this bill has met with. The public mind be- 
came imbued at the outset with the suspicion that the tariff 
would not be reduced according to the letter and spirit of the 
promise made by the Republican party. Then what is the real 
attitude of the Republican party before the country at this 
time? The party stands discredited as a party. They give 
us a bill that authorizes the issuance of $250,000,000 of certifi- 
cates of indebtedness if the occasion arises to meet and defray 
necessary expenses of the Government. It winds up its last 
fiscal year’s business with having used nearly one hundred 
millions more money during that fiscal year than the Govern- 
ment collected. Statistics give us this significant information 
to enable us better to understand the present attitude of the 
Republican party. The extravagance of the Republican party 
is simply appalling. With what wonderful strides this un- 
bridled spirit of reckless extravagance is growing. We find 
that the yearly expenditure of the Federal Government for the 
past eight years has reached the sum of $555,000,000 each year. 
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We are assured now that the bill will come out of conference 


entirely acceptable to the President. The Greeks bearing gifts 
encounter discouraging doubts. I have never taken any part 
in the opinion that the President would veto the Payne-Aldrich 
bill. The people, I admit, look to the President for relief and 
the fulfillment of party pledges more than to the Republican 
leaders composing the conference. But the real question is, Can 
he, single handed and alone, cope with the astute men who have 
so long managed these matters? The distinguished tariff ma- 
nipulators of the Senate and the House have carried this bill 
too far to turn back. I read most cheerfully, for the benefit of 
the Republicans and some few Democrats, how the truth of 
prophecy uttered in the last Denver Democratic platform has 
sized up the situation as it is to-day: 

f tariff reform now offered by the 
a —— — ~~ poke of the righteousness ot the 
Democratic position on this question; but the people can not safely in- 


trust the execution of this important work to a party which is so deeply 
obligated to the highly protected interests as is the Republican party. 


Has not the Republican party by its acts and declarations 
more than justified this warning given in our Democratic plat- 
form? The Payne-Aldrich bill is in the nature of a decree pro 
confesso at the bar of the public, that the bill is cunningly 
drawn in the interest of the manufacturer and against the con- 
sumer. In nearly every instance an additional tax is placed 
on the articles used by that great class of American citizens 
who are neither rich nor poor, but who constitute an over- 
whelming majority of the voters of this country, and let the 
wealthy escape. 

The bill is a reckless defiance of public opinion... During this 
tariff tinkering by the Republican party, since the 15th day of 
Masch, we find the leading lights of the Republican party un- 
blushingly and brazenly denying that their platform or their 
public speakers ever promised to revise the tariff downward. 
In their blind infatuation, under the hypnotic influence of unlaw- 
ful combines and syndicates, they would have us believe that 
the demand of the people was to urge the taking of more money 
out of their pockets to aid the trusts. Can the people longer 
trust so important a work to such a party? Have not the 
people from all sections of the country asserted and published— 
Democrats and Republicans, business mén in all the walks of 
life—a lack of confidence, almost universal distrust, in having 
an honest revision of the tariff? It is a spectacle to behold how 
words are juggied, how classifications are confounded, how by 
a “ hocus-pocus,” now you see it and now you don’t, articles in 
the lowest class of duties are transferred to the highest dutiable 
list in the twinkling of an eye. 

The people demanded that the duties of the Dingley law be 
reduced. Yet we are advised that under the Aldrich bill 75 per 
cent of our dutiable imports will continue to come in under the 
Dingley bill—15 per cent raised higher and 10 per cent lowered. 

The entire body of the people of the country well understood 
that this extraordinary session was called for a twofold purpose. 
It was called to reduce tariff taxation and at the same time to 
raise revenues enough to run the Government. The very gen- 
eral desire and indorsement of the call upon Congress to revise 
the tariff downward came from the masses of the people, who 
believe that Congress should do something to reduce the cost of 
living through lower duties on the essentials of decency and 
comfort. The people demanded at least to live; they were will- 
ing to let the protected interests live, but not at the pains of 
suffering continued extortions. What has the Republican party 
done in response to unmistakable demands? It has started out 
above all things to preserve the principle of protection, the 
affair of the average cost of living being the vaguest incident of 
their endeavor. 

The Republican party of both Houses, and with the carefully 
weighed counsel of President and Cabinet, have failed utterly to 
accomplish the two great purposes of the extraordinary session. 
That it has failed to provide revision downward the whole 
eountry well knows. That it has failed to provide sufficient 
revenues, or any reasonable hope of sufficient revenues, is borne 
in the very face not only of the Payne bill but of the Aldrichized 
Payne bill, and that, too, notwithstanding assurances of retrench- 
ment in every one of the executive departments. But, after all, 
the extra session has disclosed one service to the country by the 
present Republican management for which we should be pro- 
foundly grateful. It has exposed the irredeemable fallacy of 
the whole system of protection. What else could have been 
expected? Here we came to be confronted with a deficit and 
a demand for reduction of taxation. These difficulties were to 
be met by the enactment of another tariff law in whose con- 
struction the protective principle must be carefully preserved. 
‘It was impossible; it was absurd. 
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We came here to revise the Dingley rates downward, not to 
make Payne rates or Aldrich rates and then revise them down- 
ward toward the Dingley rates. And I say they have given us 
at last and at least something for which the whole country, 
and Democrats especially, should be deeply thankful. They 
have showed the protective system for protection’s sake is not 
right; that it never was right, that it never can be right; that 
repetitions of it are only degrees of what is bad, and these 
repetitions of badness have been progressive wickedness from 
the Morrill tariff to this Aldrichized Payne tariff, the worst 
of them all. 

I do not hesitate to say that there is one feature of the 
Payne bill as it passed the House that has attracted favor- 
able attention. Recognizing that some answer had to be made 
to the universal demand of the country for reduced rates, the 
Payne bill, in a very modified form, proceeded to make the 
reduction along lines of least resistance. Free raw material 
was accepted as the best policy for leveling tariff duties. Coal 
and. iron ore, petroleum, and hides were put on the free list 
and lumber reduced 100 per cent. The Aldrich bill has turned 
down all those reductions and that policy. 

The country is watching this tariff legislation with the keen- 
est interest. The Republican policy of protection for protec- 
tion’s sake, which the party has wantonly upheld for years past 
against the interest of the masses of the people and empha- 
sized in every line of the Payne-Aldrich bill, is facing a battle 
before the American’ people that it never fought before. 

Broad-minded, eminent, and distinguished Republicans have 
warned their party that the Payne-Aldrich bill, with its in- 
creased duties, means defeat before the people. It must be 
something in the nature of humiliation to us as Democrats when 
the Republicans consider the wrong and injustice they perpe- 
trate on the people, and then calmly scan Democracy and say, 
“ What are you going to do about it?” The Democratic party 
is the only party that the people can turn to for relief. We are 
forming to-day the lines for the greatest struggle—the capture 
of the House of Representatives elected next year, followed by 
the election of a Democratic President in 1912. The Payne- 
Aldrich bill makes the issue for us. The Democracy never had 
such an opportunity to win as this legislation gives us. 

Other issues during the existence of our historic party for 
more than a century and a quarter have been suecessfully main- 
tained before the people, but the question of the tariff as upheld 
and enforced by the Republican party since the close of the 
civil war, culminating in the presentation to the country of the 
Payne-Aldrich bill, now more than any other issue appeals to 
and arouses the life-blood, the dormant energies, and the an- 
cient, invincible courage of the national Democracy. The real 
question that the American people will pass on is, Shall the 
-fruits of the toil and labor of one man longer be taken from 
him under the form of law to build up and help some one else 
in the race of life? We are not unmindful of the obligations 
of every citizen to contribute his just portion for the expense 
of the Government. 

No one doubts but the tariff as presented in the Payne- 
Aldrich bill will be the real, and ought to be the only, issue in 
the campaign to elect the Sixty-second Congress and a Demo- 
cratic President in 1912. I congratulate Democracy that Demo- 
cratic national platforms are not made by the speeches in Con- 
gress, but a national platform is made by the delegates chosen 
by Democrats to attend national conventions and embody Demo- 
cratic truths and principles in the platform. That is the only 
standard by which Democrats are to be governed. 

I may be mistaken. My opinion is this tariff discussion has 
presented to the American people the wrongs and oppression 
of the doctrine of protection of “this generation and time” as 
they never saw it before. The original theory of protection 
to give such aid to our home industries and home interests as 
would enable them to grow and wax strong enough to compete 
with foreign imports, as upheld by Henry Clay, has been en- 
tirely discarded. 

Under the immunities and favors granted by our tariff stat- 
utes, we are building up a dangerous “class” of citizens who 
are getting into their hands the controlling wealth of the coun- 
try.. No man needs to be told that this is a dangerous menace 
to the independent life and spirit of the citizen, and means the 
sure decay of the vital principles of our free institutions. It 
seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that anyone ought to know and 
see that the overshadowing problem of to-day is to find some 
way to properly check and correct the unequal distribution of 
wealth among our people. The chief remedy is a wise, prudent, 
gradual, and conservative reduction of the tariff rates to a reve- 
nue basis and let the policy be that practically every dutiable 
article, except some few of the prime necessaries of life, should 
be made to yield some revenue to aid in defraying the expenses 
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of the Government, which ought to be conducted on an honest and 
economical basis. This would eventually destroy monopolies. 

It is werse than idle for Democrats to contend that we can 
successfully assail the vicious and unjust theory of protection 
for protection’s sake, when by our votes we have, under the co- 
ercion of local or home industries and interests, aided the Re- 
publicans in a political tariff policy that the Democratic party 
has earnestly condemned throughout its honored history. The 
Democratic party must have the confidence of the country to 
win the great political battle to be fought for equality and 
justice for the people in 1912. Unfaltering allegiance to the 
great mission of our party, “ The greatest good to the greatest 
number,” will be the voice of the national Democracy in that 
great struggle. 

The people of this country are tired of the rule of the Repub- 
‘ican party. They would gladly welcome a change, but it must 
be a real change from existing conditions; a change that will 
rectify the cruel discriminations made by the Republican tariff 
under the cover of law, an unjust and unrighteous share of 
the earnings of the people to enrich the special and favored 
interests. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is the real issue. Some despondent men 
tell me that the Democratic party is in a hopeless state of 
disorganization. Some thoughtless people say the country has 
ne confidence in our party. I do not believe it. It needs but 
an emphatic ringing declaration of its time-honored principles 
to gather under its standard, from all sections of the Union, an 
invincible and conquering band of followers. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Kryxeap] for ten minutes. 

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I am grateful 
to my colleague from Georgia for the opportunity this afternoon 
to say a word or two on one or two of the schedules in our 
pending tariff bill. 

I am not a free trader. I am a protectionist, but an honest 
protectionist. I believe in almost all of that paragraph in the 
Republican platform referring to the tariff question. It says: 

Tn all tariff legislation the true —— of protection is best main- 
tained by the imposition of such duty as will equal the difference be- 
tween the cost of production at home and abroad. 

I believe thus far that 95 per cent of the Members on this side 
ef the Chamber can subscribe to that doctrine; but when they 
go further and add “together with a reasonable profit to Ameri- 
ean industry,” we cam not follow that. A reasonable profit to 
American industry has in some imstances, as in the woolen 
schedule, amounted to six times the differential, and in the steel 
schedule from two to five times the amount of the differential. 

¥ would define an honest protectionist as one who, believing 
im a tariff for revenue, believes that the tariff can be best col- 
lected with this principle in mind, to have the tariff on a given 
article equal as far as possible the difference in wages paid 
here and abroad. The Democratic idea being, first, to protect 
American labor, and, second, to afford an honest protection to 
American capital invested in manufacturing. 

I have talked with every prominent manufacturer in my dis- 
trict, and at least 75 per cent of them are Republicans, but 
every man of them was honest enough to admit that if the dif- 
ferential was secured—if the duty imposed equaled the cost of 
production here and abroad—they would be satisfied; well 
satisfied. The dishonest corporations and the trusts fostered 
by the dishonest element in the Republican party are crying 
for the reasonable profit which netted a Carnegie $700;000,000 
in twenty years and placed $500,000,000 in the hands of a Rocke- 
feller and gave the beef barons hundreds of millions of blood 
money in less than fifteen years. 

We Democrats believe in a tariff that will protect—honé@stly 
protect—American labor, and will vote accordingly. But when, 
under the guise of protecting labor, the Republican party en- 
ables the trusts and dishonest corporations, through that inmo- 
cent-looking “ reasonable-profit ” elause, to extract millions of 
dollars monthly from the pay envelope of the American work- 
man, I protest. 

I believe in a tariff for revenue, based upon the first part of 
that paragraph I have read. I believe this to be honest doe- 
trine, and, in my judgment, it is the Democratic doctrine. How- 
ever, when a combination or trust exists, I believe that the 
people’s interests can be best served by having monopolized 
articles placed on the free list; and with this in mind [I shall 
this afternoon direct your attention to the matter of beef and 
other meat products, that we all realize are controlled abso- 
lutely by the meanest and most contemptible trust that is in 
existence, commonly known as the “beef trust.” [Applause.] 

Now, to be sure, the framers of the combination were wise 
men. ‘They knew that they had to offer the farmer the sem- 
blance of a profit before they would ever be able to obtain legis- 
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lation of a character that they desired; and it is true that since 
the formation of the meat trust the farmers and cattle raisers 
have received an increase of prices, in some instances an increase 
amounting to 15. per cent, but the cost of the meat to the con- 
sumer has been increased from 100 to 150 per cent. 

Every dollar of this increase has gone into the of men 
like Armour, Cudahy, Morris, and Swift. and not a dollar of it 
has reached the pockets of the r . [Applause.] 

This, Mr. Chairman, is well proved from the fact that Brad- 
street’s and Dun’s reports show that there have been more fail- 
ures among retail meat dealers of the United States than in 
any other class of business in our land. 

Now, close:y allied to this is the matter of hides. Eighty-five 


per cent of the hides are new controlled by this selfsame beef 
trust. They only realized a profit of $31,000,000 last year out of 
their control of the hide industry, but they now own 35 per cent 
of our tanneries, and less than two months ago the Armour con- 
cern of Chicago issued $30,000,000 worth of new bonds, with 
which, I am reliably informed, they propose to extend their tan- 
neries. 


Now, they followed the same course in the hide industry that 
they did in the beef industry; they have given the farmers 15 
per cent more for the hides, but they have added 96 per cent to 
the price paid by the tanneries to them for the same hides. 

In a few words, this is the method pursued by the beef trust 
to gain an absolute control in the meat and hide situation: 
Their agents—working independently, mind you; this one rep- 
resenting Armour, this one Swift, another Morris, and so forth— 
go into the western country, and the Armour representative 
says to the cattle raisers, ‘‘ We'll pay you 44 cents for your beef 
on the hoof.” The raiser figures that he should get 5} cents or 
6 cents in order to pay his expenses and derive an honest profit. 
He refuses Armour’s price, and a week later Swift’s agent calls 
and he offers 43 cents, and the cattle raiser refuses his offer, 
expecting when the Morris representative comes that he will get 
his price—never thinking that the price had been fixed on all in 
Chicago weeks ahead. He will take the 43 cents a pound offered 
by the trust or let his cattle starve on the ates 

But how are the consumers more directly a ? Well, the 
eattle are shipped to Chicago and there killed and dressed, and 
sent on, for instance, to the New York market. There you find 
Armour, Swift, Morris, and Cudahy in the bitterest kind of com- 
petition, apparently. The retail butcher goes into Armour’s and 
asks the price of dressed beef. 
ing; 114 cents,” says the Armour salesman. 
high?” asks the anxious retailer. “Well,” says the Armour 
salesman, with a shrug of his left shoulder, and talks to another 
prospective buyer. 


ing that they must get at least 11} cents a pound for their beef, 
but they can get more without breaking their agreement. 

Now, they have got us going and coming; and they will con- 
tinue to have us as long as an enlightened electorate will con- 
tinue to send an Atpricu to dominate a subservient Senate and 
a Dawzety to rule a less willing House. 

Now, I realize that this tariff bill is a Republican funeral, and 
I do not want to butt into it any too closely. 

There is a young man named Raymond—they call him “ Bugs” 
Raymond—who is pitching, and pitching pretty well, for the 
National League team representing a town that lies opposite to 
the city I have the honor to represent. Mr. 
to Brooklyn last Wednesday night. He likes to go 
and he saw crape on the door of one of the houses there 
went in. After he had viewed the corpse, one of the brothers 
to him, “Did you know Jim pretty well?” “ Bugs” 
answer him. A moment or two later another brother 
and said: “Too bad about Jim, wasn’t it?” 

oldest lad 


3 
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[Laughter. ] 
Now, I believe that you gentlemen 


with your feelings a short time 
Now, I am not a prophet, but I am going to 
propheey from your own Chief Executive. 

Unless the Republican party lives up to its promises and 


oS @ ee. Sa * that it will be 
position of a m ity opposition. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.} 
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I do not think that the bitterest partisan on that side of the 
House will conscientiously and truthfully say that in his judg- 
ment the Republican party has kept faith with the people who 
#0 foolishly elected them to this Congress. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] You know Mr. Taft, shortly after his elec- 
tion, in a happy mood one day, sent a letter of thanks to the 
Republican organization in New York, when he should have 
sent it to the Democratic voters. In this letter he made use of 
the phrase: “Forsan et haec olim meminisse juvabit.” The 
phrase caused some consternation in the Democratic camp in 
Hudson County, and there was considerable doubt as to its 
meaning. To settle it, some Democrats called on the county 
leader, Bob Davis, who explained that his Virgil was none too 
fresh in his mind, but as elosely as he could translate the 
phrase, it meant “ There’s only a few of us left.” This did not 
satisfy some of the inquirers, and they went to see a former 
Member of Congress, at present honorably representing the Bow- 
ery district in the New York senate, and asked Senator Sulli- 
van his idea of the meaning. Tim replied: “ You'll have to 
say that over again.” When it was repeated, he said: “I 
don’t know that you are pronouncing this dago’s name right, 
but I’ll take my oath he didn’t vote in my district last fall.” 

Whatever Mr. Taft means, in this instance I think we will 
all agree he does not look forward to any future happiness from 
the tariff bill as it has been framed in the Senate. No less than 
four presidential possibilities repudiated the bill. Ten honest 
Republican Senators, representing seven of the greatest States 
in the Union, with a combined electoral vote of 74 and a popu- 
lation one-quarter that of all the United States, voted against 
its passage. 

Every Republican newspaper in the United States, for the first 
time in the history of the American Republic, is in open revolt 
against their party’s doctrine as asserted in this so-called 
“Aldrich bill.” The gentleman representing Rhode Island in the 
United States Senate desires to drive these ten honest men, 
Democrats at heart, from his party. We say to them that the 
doors of the party of Bryan, Woodrow Wilson, and “ Honest 
Billy ” Hughes are wide open to them. 

I have more in common with a La FoitLertTe, a CUMMINS, and 
a Breveriper, with a Murpock, a GARDNER, and a Fow er, than 
I have with some of the gentlemen representing on this floor the 
sovereign States of Louisiana and Florida; and I believe that 
the advent into our party of men of this stamp will prove an 
inspiration to us all. I love the Democracy as taught By Jeffer- 
son, Jackson, and Lineoln—the Lincoln who was square enough 
to state that every political principle advocated by him was 
drawn from the writings of the founder of the Democratic party. 
God speed the day when the honest men who are standing for 
principles within the lines of the Republican party will realize 
the hopelessness of their task and will join with honest men in 
our party who believe in the same high principles of justice to 
all and favor to none in making a strong, militant, and tri- 
umphant Democratic party, which will legislate in these halls 
in the interests of all the people instead of a favored class, and 
will be guided and aided in their work by a stanch defender and 
upholder of Democratic principles sitting in the executive chair 
at the other end of the Avenue. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey has expired. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman be permitted to continue his 
remarks for five minutes, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But, Mr. Chairman, I have not the time 
to grant to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order for the committee to 
extend the time. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Then, I ask unanimous consent 
one the gentleman be permitted to extend his remarks in the 

ECORD. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent that his colleague may be permitted to ex- 
tend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GODWIN. Mr. Chairman, my purpose in speaking at 
this time is to say a few words on the subject of good roads, a 
topic of much moment to the people generally, and especially of 
my State and district. I am now, always have been, and always 
expect to be in favor of good road building. There is no subject 
at the present time of more importance to all the people than 
the proposition to construct good country roads by governmental 
aid along economic and constitutional lines. 

The plain people of the land are familiar with the truths 
of history. They know the past. They realize that often the 
difference between good roads and bad roads is the difference 


between making money and losing money, between profit and 
loss. Good roads have a money value far beyond our ordinary 
conception. Bad roads constitute our greatest drawback to 
internal development and material progress. ood roads mean 
prosperous farmers; bad roads mean poor farmers, abandoned 
farms, sparsely settled country districts, and congested popu- 
lated cities, where the puvor are destined to become poorer. 
Good roads mean more cultivated farms, better farms, and 
cheaper food products for the toilers in the towns; bad roads 
mean poor transportation, lack of communication, high prices 
for the necessaries of life, the loss of untold millions of wealth, 
and idle workmen seeking employment. Good roads will help 
those who cultivate the soil and feed the multitude, and what- 
ever aids the producers of our country will increase our wealth 
and our greatness and benefit all of the people. We can not 
destroy our farms without final decay. They are to-day the 
heart of our national life and the chief source of our material 
greatness. Tear down every edifice in our cities and labor will 
rebuild them; but abandon the farms and our cities will dis- 
appear forever. Pull down the cities and leave the farms, and 
the cities will spring up again as if by magic; but tear down the 
farms and leave the cities and the grass will grow in the streets 
of every town and city in this country. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I take an abiding 
interest in this all-absorbing question for better highways by 
some plan of governmental assistance. I know it can be done 
honestly, economically, and constitutionally. I am not com- 
mitted to any pet scheme. I have no vanity in the matter. I 
care not who gets the glory so long as the people get the re- 
sults. I know it can be done constitutionally. On the consti- 
tutional right of Congress to appropriate money to construct 
good roads, I desire to say that the power vested in Congress 
to enact such legislation has been clearly established by re- 
peated decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
defining the scope of that paragraph in the Constitution reading 
as follows: 


Sec. 8, par. 3. The Congress shall have power to regulate commerce 
ae foreign nations, and among the several States, and with Indian 
r 


I am for the cause and in the fight to stay. Good roads mean 
progress and prosperity, a benefit to the people who live in 
the cities, an advantage to the people who live in the country, 
and will help every section of our vast domain. Good roads, 
like good streets, make habitation along them most desirable; 
they enhance the value of the farms, facilitate transportation, 
and add untold wealth to the producers and consumers of the 
country; they are the milestones marking the advance of 
civilization; they economize time, give labor a lift, and ‘make 
millions in money; they save wear and tear and worry and 
waste; they beautify the country, bring it in touch with the 
city; they aid the social and the religious and the educational 
and the industrial progress of the people; they make better 
homes and happier hearth sides; they are the avenues of trade, 
the highways of commerce, the mail routes of information, and 
the agencies of speedy communication; they mean the eco- 
nomical transportation of the marketable products, the masxi- 
mum burden at the minimum cost; they are the ligaments that 
bind the country together in thrift and industry and intelli- 
gence and patriotism; they promote social intercourse, prevent 
intellectual stagnation, and increase the happiness and the 
prosperity of our producing masses; they contribute to the 
glory of the country, give employment to our idle workmen, dis- 
tribute the necessaries of life—the products of the fields and 
the factories—encourage energy and husbandry, inculeate love 
for our scenic wonders, and make mankind better and greater 
and grander and broader. 

Good roads are the arteries of the industrial life of a great 
and powerful people. Good roads make a good country. In a 
government such as ours all sorts and conditions of men and 
women are more or less absolutely dependent upon the best and 
speediest means of communication and transportation. If you 
say that good roads will only help the farmers, I deny it. It 
is true the farmers will be helped, but others as well will receive 
great benefits. The farmers who produce the necessaries of 
life are less dependent than the millions and millions of people 
who live in our cities. The very lives of these people depend on 
the farmers—the producers of the necessaries of life. The 
most superficial investigation of this subject will clearly prove 
that good roads are more important to the consumers than they 
are to the producers of the country. 

But the burdens of life fall thickest and hardest on the 
farmer, and he gets less for the taxes he pays than any other 
class of people in the land. The least the Government can do 
for him is to help him get decent highways. 
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If the farmers of this country would make known their wishes 
to the Members of this House, there would be no doubt about 
the construction of a system of good roads throughout the 
country. I do not mean a road here and a road there, but good 
roads from east to west, and from north to south; roads con- 
structed by funds from the National Treasury. ‘The farmers 
everywhere should arouse themselves upon this important ques- 
tion. They should come together in public places for public 
discussion to create a strong public sentiment in behalf of 
good roads. It is generally beneficial for the farmers of a 
community to meet at the close of the year’s labors to renew 
friendship and confer upon matters which most vitally affect 
them. They should take up the good-roads proposition. 

We often receive petitions, telegrams, letters, and memorials 
from those who are interested in legislation affecting their busi- 
ness, and great sums of money are raised and expended to sup- 
port lobbyists who are kept here for the special interests, but the 
farmer is too poor to send some one to Washington; he has no 
time to come himself, he is chained to his plow in the furrow 
and tied to his hoe in the field. The farmers of the country do 
not generally meet to discuss and make known their wishes 
upon public questions pending before Congress which are of 
much importance to them, but they should; they have this right, 
and they should assert it. . They are the backbone and stay of 
the country ; they produce the wealth and feed the world. While 
it is known that this is true, yet less is done for their benefit 
in a public way than is done for other people. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask why is this? The people who follow 
other vocations in life generally educate themselves to their own 
pursuits, organize and study their interests. The manufacturer 
spends much of his time in considering how to produce the 
manufactured article with the least possible cost. He pur- 
chases his material in the market te the best advantage, manu- 
facturing it as cheaply as possible, and has something te say as to 
what the man who buys shall pay for it. If the man from whom 
he purchases the raw material fixes the price of it, the manu- 
facturer has something to say about the fixing of the price of the 
article after it has been manufactured. To do this, the manu- 
facturers study their business. Men of all professions and call- 
ings meet annually and consider public questions with a view 
to their own interest. They try to find out what will benefit 
them most. The lawyers, the doctors, and the teachers hold 
their conventions and associations; the merchants, bankers, and 
manufacturers hold their annual meetings; but the farmers in 
many sections of this country do not meet to consider the public 
questions in which they should be interested. 

The farmers should become active and make known their 
wishes to their Representatives; they should have as much to 
do With legislation affecting the country, and especially the 
rural districts, as the man who lives in the town has to do 
with the construction of paved streets and graded schools. The 
farmer works hard all the year; he works through the cold of 
the winter; he rises with the sun, and works through the heat 
of the summer; he cultivates and harvests a large crop, but 
when it is ready for market he finds to his great disappointment 
that his Representatives have failed to provide good reads 
ever which to carry it to market. As I said, the farmer should 
train himself to ask and procure benefits for his immediate sec- 
tien. He is already educated in many particulars. There is a 
sacred duty resting upon every man who cultivates the soil. 
He should make an effort to build up his community. He 
should see that the price of his farm products are not controlled 
by other people. He raises the products and he should fix the 
price of them. When this is accomplished and good country 
roads are constructed, together with the drainage of swamp 
lands, home life in the country will become the ideal life. Farm- 
ing will become the most attractive and inviting occupation of 
man, and the present march of young men and women to the 
town will cease. Conditions will be reversed. The great tidal 
wave from the country to the city will change, and you will see 
them beginning to move from the towns and cities back to the 
country, where they belong. Drainage and good roads will 
bring this to pass, will cause us to see it at an early date. 
Highway improvement is the twin sister of drainage, equally 
beautiful and helpful. 

The drainage of our swamp lands will not only minister to 
the health of the people, but it will add vastly to agricultural 
possibilities and realities, and result in large storehouses for 
home living and trade and commercial development. 

I am with the farmers in this fight for good reads. I am 
with the rural districts of our land in their struggle for better 
transportation facilities, and in Congress or out of 
shall do all in my pow en the consummation they de- 
sire—the ability to go 
hausting the time and 
beast. 
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The fathers of the Republic wisely recognized the importance 
of this question. Washington and Jefferson advocated good 
roads, and projected the construction of a great highway from 
the capital to the Mississippi Valley. ‘The far-seeing states- 
men of the early days of our national existence and 
passed measures to better the means of transportation. They 
knew that of all human agencies the one which had done most 
for civilization has been the building of good roads—the abridg- 


and binding together all sorts and conditions of people in the 
brotherhood of man. : 


The farsighted wisdom of Julius Cesar built from the im- 
perial exchequer the magnificent roads that led in all directions 
to eternal Rome. The great Napoleon, OCesar-like, built the 
roads of France that center in Paris from the general funds of 
the Government; and these French roads have done more than 
any other single agency to encourage the thrift and increase the 
industry and insure the contentment of the people of France. 
Czxsar and Napoleon were the great road builders of ancient and 
modern times, and their foresight and their judgment demon- 
strated the beneficent results that follow, like the night the day, 
the building of great governmental 


instant, 
This article was inserted by Maj. BE. J. Hale, the able editor of 
the paper, 2 man who is alive and wide-awake to every public 
interest of the country, 


PREACHING THE GOSPEL OF GOOD ROADS. 
which has taken hold of the coun’ 
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possible advancement of the 
man who is working 


a) for 
for the betterment of mankind. 
He is working for the advancement of education and 
1 that makes for the 










the of the 

munity is too poor to build 

money for such a a ee is wisely spent, 

ment that immedia is — to the community by the enhancement 

in value of property, and enhancement continues on perpetually. 
Let the good work go on. 


Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to depart from the 
custom which seems to prevail in this House this afternoon and 
to diseuss the bill now under consideration. ‘The first clause in 
this bill comes as a great surprise to many of us, and I propose 
to confine my remarks to a discussion of this first item. It pro- 
vides for the traveling expenses of the President of the United 
States for the present fiscal year the sum of $25,000. It has not 
been long since this matter was discussed before in this House, 
and lest we forget I desire to refer to the debate on this ques- 
tion on the 24th day of February last, just prior to the final 
adjournment of the Sixtieth Congress. 

On that day the sundry civil bill was again under consider- 
ation; it had come back from the Senate loaded with amend- 
ments. One amendment provided that the salary of the President 
of the United States should be increased from $50,000 per year 
to $100,000 per year, the sum of $100,000 to include all traveling 
expenses. The House defeated that proposition. Immediately 
the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Watson, not now a Member 
of this House, rose in his place and moved to recede and concur 
with an amendment striking out the words “ one hundred thou- 
sand dollars” and inserting the words “ seventy-five thousand 
dollars,” that $75,000 to include the usual allowance of $25,000 
per year for traveling expenses. On this side of the House a 
Democratic Member, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpDER- 
woop], inquired of the gentleman from Indiana whether if the 
item was passed at $75,000 per year it would include all travel- 
ing expenses for the ensuing year. The gentleman from In- 
diana replied that that was his understanding of the matter. 
Then my colleague from Illinois [Mr. Mann] rose in his place 
and insisted that the amendment suggested would not accom- 
plish that result, and proposed that there be added to the clause 
these words: 


Said amount to cover all transportation expenses not otherwise pro- 
vided for by law. 


Those words were accepted as an amendment by the gentle- 
man from Indiana, the amendment carried, and every man in 
this House understood that the salary of the President of the 
United States was fixed at $75,000 per year, and that for the 
next fiscal year, at least, there would be no demand for the 
$25.000 for traveling expenses. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.}] The representatives of the President on the floor of this 
House made that statement, and it is bad faith now to come 
back here to this House and insist on this additional allowance. 
The salary was fixed at $75,000 per year with the understand- 
ing that there would be no demand for $25,000 traveling ex- 
penses per year during the term of the present Chief Executive. 
We understood that we were simply combining the former 
salary of $50,000 per annum and the traveling expenses of 
$25,000 per annum. The President was inaugurated on the 4th 
day of last March, and the snows which fell on that day in 
Washington had not melted from the streets before the news- 
paper correspondents who were admitted to the White House 
were announcing through their several newspapers and press 
agencies that the President of the United States could not ac- 
cept an invitation to visit the Alaska-Yukon Exposition and the 
Pacific coast, could not afford to do it unless he was allowed in 
addition to that sum of $75,000 per year the sum of $25,000 
for traveling expenses. 

What I object to, Mr. Chairman, is the bad faith of the whole 
matter, and the method adopted here of pushing up the Presi- 
dent’s salary. First, by combining his traveling expenses and 
his salary we make the salary $75,000 per year. Now they 
come into this House and ask on his behalf that he be allowed 
$25,000 more for traveling expenses during this year in order 
that he may swing around the circle and make a trip which the 
newspapers say will be at least two months long. About the 
time of the conclusion of the present President’s term of office, 
if another Republican is nominated and elected to the Presi- 
dency, they will be coming into this House insisting that this 
present item they are asking for, if it carries to-day, be added 
to his salary again, and that his salary be then fixed at $100,000 
a year; and immediately after his inauguration they will want 
him to visit the Pacific coast or some other place, and he will 
be insisting that he can not do it unless the traveling allowance 
of $25,000 per year is again added to the emoluments of the 
office. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


And so in this way, exercising this kind of bad faith at a time 
when there is a deficit in the Treasury of $90,000,000, they 
propose, by adopting these methods, to increase the salary and 
the emoluments of this office until it really reaches the sum 
of $100,000 a year. 

WHAT FT COSTS FOR TRAVELING EXPENSES. 

The matter of transporting the present Chief Executive of the 
United States from one place to the other has already become 
a serious burden upon the people. Before he had taken the oath 
of office after his election, while he was still in the eyes of the 
law a private citizen, one of our cruisers was remodeled at 
great expense for his convenience and he was sent on an easy 
and luxurious trip through tropical seas to the far off Isthmus 
of Panama. This large expense was incurred absolutely with- 
eut warrant of law. No man knows how much this trip cost 
the taxpayers of the country. 

Early in the last session of Congress we made the usual provi- 
sion of $35,000 per year for horses and vehicles for the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and later, on the 2d day of Febru- 
ary of this year, the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions came into this House with a proposition to give to the 
President of the United States $12.000 for automobiles, to be 
used by him between the 4th day of March of this year and the 
1st day of July of this year, when the $35,000 would become 
available. I understand that of the traveling allowance given 
the former President of the United States at the termination of 
his term on the 4th of Mareh there was left some twelve or 
fifteen thousand dollars. There is not much left now. That bal- 
ance was available for the present Chief Executive, and I 
understand he exhausted it all before the ist day of this 
month. 

In the closing days of the last session we therefore increased 
the salary of the President of the United States $25,000 upon 
the theory that he wanted to travel and to gratify the wander- 
lust developed by years of journeying in United States vessels 
to our colonial possessions. If this additional $25,000 for 
traveling expenses is allowed, and it will be, almost every 
Member on the Republican side of this Chamber will vote for 
it, the burden upon the taxpayers for transporting the Presi- 
dent from place to place during the first year of his adminis- 
tration will be about as follows: 

























































































































































































































































RENEE at Se IR Se TS ee a $35, 000 
areca inietedlccelearaee ek tieatenenipatneinneescionnmntisemmrenpaers 12, 000 

Already added to his salary the travel allowances of former 
ene Scpeceeteieettieneniinaeetiioeieteto-<ipetieteaatteteatien-ao-aenconepeetpanidhscenecresne-eiemeanegiep ctaneeneageates 25, 000 

Balance unexpended conclusion Rooseveit administration, travel 
aia anette sane latin Uakiaiti then asgbere ali lh arin 15, 000 
Travel expenses included in the bill under consideration______ 25, 000 
STUIITUICIticiciclcigdss dads asl baneeseneechihagdnioetien iiiesdietpseedihien tnsttieaninsincempeihiiingeenen 112, 000 


And the above is not all. As Commander in Chief of the Army 
the President is entitled to as many “mounts” as he wants, 
and President Roosevelt under this provision of the law made 
frequent requisitions for horses on the War Department. The 
United States maintains always for the use of the President 
two of our smaller war vessels, the Sy/ph and the Mayflower, 
known as the “ President’s yachts.” These two beautiful little 
ships are probably tied up at the present moment at the wharf 
here in Washington subject to the orders of the President and 
his family. I am not aware that they are used for any other 

rpose. I do not know what it costs to maintain them and 
to keep them in commission, but $100,000 a year for each one 
of them would be an exceedingly moderate estimate. We will 
therefore be paying for transporting the President of the United 
States on land and on water during the present fiscal year 
over $312,000, if the present measure passes, and it will cost at 
least that much every year hereafter during the present admin- 
istration. It therefore seems to me, in view of this enormous 
total and in view of the deficit in the Treasury, that this addi- - 
tional expense is unnecessary and should not be incurred at the 
present time. 

THE BAD FAITH OF THIS MATTER. 

Now, in order to show the bad faith of this whole matter, I 
want to read from the ConeresstoNaL Recorp of the 27th day of 
February of this year: 


The Spraxer. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Amendment 60, page 37, line 14, strike out “ fifty’ and insert “‘ ome 
hundred ;"’ 61, line 14, after “ dollars,” insert “ this sum to include all 
transportation expenses now otherwise provided for by law, and after 
the 3d of March, 1909, the compensation of the President of the United 
States shall be $100,000 per annum.” 


* « a 8 


The above amendment was defeated. 


Mr. Watson. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur with an 
amendment striking out “one hundred” and inserting “ seventy-five,” 
and on that I demand the previous question. 


* ® a * * « ae 
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Mr. Unprrwoop. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana a question in reference to his proposition, so I may under- 
stand it. I want to understand whether, if the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana is adopted, it fixes the salary of the President 
at $75,000 and does away entirely with traveling expenses. 

_Mr. Watson. That is my understanding of the effect of this propo- 
sition. 

Mr. MANN. Well, that would not be the effect of the proposition. 

Mr. Watson. I am not answering according to the understanding of 
the gentleman from Illinois, but from the understanding of “ the gentle- 
man from Indiana,’ who was answering the question. 

= » cod » * * * 


Mr. MANN. Was it the intention, as the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania understands, to limiz the compensation and traveling expenses 
of the President hereafter to $75,000? 

Mr. Bineuam. I was not acquainted with the detail of the proposition 
- ™ gentleman’s amendment. It is for him to state, and he can 
state it. 

Mr. Mann. The only amendment the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Watson] offers is to reduce the amount from $100,000 to $75,000. 

Mr. GILLETT. I will state to the gentleman that that was the under- 
standing in the conference. 

Mr. Mann. Then I call the attention of the gentleman to the fact 
that, so far as the transportation expenses are concerned, this amend- 
ment only relates to the ensuing fiscal year, and leaves the law pro- 
viding for $25,000 a year for traveling expenses after the first of the 
next fiscal year still a law, and, with the President’s salary at $75,000, 
makes a total of $100,000. And I ask the gentlemen whether they will 
be willing to accept an amendment providing, at the end of the amend- 
ment, ‘‘ This amount shall cover all pi ey expenses now other- 
wise provided for by law,” so that $75, will hereafter cover both 
the salary and traveling expenses? 

Mr. GILuert. I think that onght to be done, I will say, Mr. Speaker. 
I think it ought to be done in order to carry out the purpose of the 
gentleman from Indiana [{Mr. Watson]. I will say personally, w 
re too I am in favor of allowing this $25,000 in addition to the 
75,000. 

Mr. Mann. I understand; but I am only getting at the purpose of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. e offered no amend- 
ment except to change the amount in the Senate amendment from 
$100,000 to $75,000. Now the chairman of the commiitee brings in 
the Senate amendment. 

* * + * ” * ~ 

Mr. Watson. My advice to the gentleman would be that the amend- 
ment be accepted. 

* co * - * 7 - 

Mr. Mann. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana by inserting, at the end of the Senate amend- 
ment, this language: 

“Which amendment shall cover all transportation expenses now 
otherwise provided for by law.” 
* * * - = . ” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Amendment No. 61, page 37, line 14, after ‘dollars,’ insert: ‘ This 
sum to include all transportation expenses now otherwise provided for 
by law, and after the 3d of March, 1909, the compensation of the 
President of the United States shall be $75,000 per annum.’ ” 

Mr. MANN. Now, I call the attention of the Speaker, who evidently 
had not caught the point I made, that the limitation upon the trans- 
portation expenses only applies to the next fiscal year, while the change 
of the law fixing the salary of the President says nothing about trans- 

rtation expenses. Therefore I wish to offer an amendment making 
ir perteetty clear that hereafter the President gets $75,000 a year for 
salary, including his transportation expenses. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman that if he 
will put the word “ hereafter” in the amendment, after the word “ to,” 
in line 14, making it read, “this sum to hereafter include——” 

Mr. MANN. Yes; but that is only an appropriation for the next fiscal 
rear, “‘ for compensation of the President of the United States, $75,000.” 
‘hat is an appropriation for the ensuing year. ‘There is no change of 
law about that. It says: “This sum to include all transportation 

expenses.” 
he SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s amendment? 

Mr. MANN. Following the end of the other amendment, “ which 
amount shall cover all transportation expenses now otherwise provided 
for by law.” 

The SPEAKER. To come in on line 3. 

Mr. MANN. So that it will read that “after the 3d of March, 1909, 
the compensation of the President of the United States shall be $75,000 
per annum, which amount shall cover all transportation expenses now 
otherwise provided for by law.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman modifies the amendment with an amend- 
ment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Insert at the end of the Senate amendment 61: 

““* Which amount shall cover all transportation expenses now other- 
wise provided for 3 | law.’ ”’ 

The Spsaker. With the consent of the House, the gentieman from 
Indiana modifies his amendment as read by the Clerk. 


4: x * * ee a * 


After the above discussion and after the above understanding 
and agreement indicated in the debate was reached in this 
House, the amendment carried and the President’s salary was 
increased $25,000 per year. Nothing could have been better un- 
derstood than the fact that this House intended to completely 
abolish the travel allowance of $25,000 a year heretofore made 
and to add that amount to the President's salary. He could 
travel if he wanted to travel, or he could stay at his official 
home and attend to his duties and $25,000 would be added to 
his private income. Appropriations originate in this House; and 
in the present deficiency bill which we are considering all the 
promises and the pledges of less than five months ago made on 
this floor are to be broken. I know this item will go through; 
it is part of the Republican policy to make it go through, and 
nearly every one of you will vote for it. I understand that the 
President, overlooking the debate in this House and the prom- 
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ises and pledges by which, in four years, $100,000 is to be added 
to his salary, is now asking for this appropriation in order that 
he can visit the Alaskan-Yukon Exposition and various other 
portions of the country without taking for that purpose any of 
the additional $25,000 we added to his salary. 

PRESIDENTIAL TOURS CONDEMNED. 


Mr. Chairman, presidential tours add nothing to the dignity 
of the presidential office. Invitations to the President to visit 
different portions of the country are not of recent origin. The 
country has recently witnessed a number of presidential tours, 
but we have never seen anything like the journey the President 
proposes to undertake this fall if this appropriation is granted. 
I want to read now what Thomas Jefferson one hundred years 
ago had to say about presidential tours. He had been invited 
to visit certain New England towns, and in declining the invita- 
tion in a letter to Governor Sullivan, written in 1807, Thomas 
Jefferson said: 

I confess that I am not reconciled to the idea of a Chief M trate 
parading himself through the several States as an object public 
gaze and in greet of an applause which, to be valuable, should be purely 
voluntary. had rather acquire silent good will by a faithful discharge 
of my duties than owe expressions of it to my putting myself in the way 

‘ortsmouth < ar 


of receiving them. Were I to make such a tour to 

land, I must do it to Savannah; perhaps to Orleans and 

I have never yet seen the time when the public business would have per- 
mitted me to be so long in a situation in which I could carry it on, so 
I have no reason to expect that such a time will come while I remain 
in office. A journey to Boston or Portsmouth, after I shall be a private 
citizen would much better harmonize with my feelings as well as duties 
and, founded in curiosity, would give no claims to an extension of it. 
I should see my friends, too, more at our mutual ease and be left more 


exclusively to their society. 

Mr. DICKSON of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, under the 
elastic rule of procedure in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, I beg to submit some general observa- 
tions on the broad subject of appropriations suggested by the 
pending measure. The great principles of the science of govern- 
ment may in the last analysis be subjected to the ultimate test 
of plus and minus—income and outgo. The adjustment to a 
basis of practical working, in harmonious relationship, of these 
seemingly antagonistic elements constitutes the object of the - 
struggle in all ages by man in his endeavor to evolve government 
in no sense offensive. 

This has been the subject of argument, furnishing the ma- 
terial for the commentator on the science of political economy 
and that seemingly endless strife between the taxpayer and the 
taxgatherer. An equitable and just distribution of the bene- 
fits and burdens of government is the basis of argument in 
behalf and support of the idea of popular government and 
must ever remain its defense. The opposing idea may not be 
successfully defended, save by the destruction of the principle 
itself, and upon the ruins thus wrought monarchy or autocracy 
only can be reared. The problem of taxation is as old as time, 
and the adjustment of expenditure to revenue constitutes the 
great question of difference to-day in political America and is of 
as great importance and as vital to the existence and maintenance 
of the state as is the question applicable to the domestic or 
business life of the citizen, himself the unit of government. At 
no period in our economic history have, with greater emphasis, 
these principles, as represented by the parties of the majority 
and minority, found more pronounced expression or received 
greater attention at the hands of the American people than has 
been evidenced by the present contest. 

The contention of the Democratic party is, and has ever been 
throughout its history, which is commensurate with the life 
of the Nation itself, that taxes levied and collected from the 
people to an extent greater in amount than that required for 
an economic but adequate administration of government is trib- 
ute levied beyond the pale of right, and is unsanctioned by 
law cr justice. Granting this premise, the next contention, 
founded in right no less profound, is that the levying of this 
toll shall, in equitable proportion, be laid righteously on 
every shoulder. No man may rise and say this course has 
characterized the conduct of the dominant party in the ad- 
ministration of this Government during the period of its 
power, extending, with the exception of two (nonconsecutive) 
terms, from 1861 to this good hour. The favored children of 
the family of States are and have been of easy recognition by 
reason of their fatness, the result of favoritism, lavished with 
prodigal hand, 

The early so-called “American system of protection,” grow- 
ing out of alleged necessity occasioned by the war of 1812, 
if ever founded in truth, has no longer excuse for continu- 
ance when those industries, claiming the protection of the 
Government then, attest now their accomplished power, a re- 
sult of our protective policy, at times, in places, and over those 
whom infants or weaklings would not be supposed to exert 
influence so potential. The simplicity of our Government as 
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originally designed has almost, if not entirely, disappeared 
from our practices, as is evidenced almost daily in our legisla- 
tive procedure. The conduct of Mr. Jefferson well illustrated 
throughout his life those ideas of Democracy from the hour 
when first he entered the political arena through all the varied 
grades of official service to and including his incumbency of 
the executive chair. In strong contrast with the extravagance 
suggested by the item in this bill proposing an appropriation 
of $25,000 to defray the traveling expenses of the President 
is the conduct of our third President and the reasons set forth 
in a letter of his, read by the gentleman from Illinois, declin- 
ing an invitation to visit New England. Those cares imposed 
on him then, even in the days of our national infancy, were so 
exacting as to preclude the advisability, if not the possibility, 
of his compliance. 

The question is but natural and self-suggestive, even to the 
casual observer, if in that period when our population scarcely 
reached the number of 5,000,000 people and when the burden of 
matters of state were proportionately as small, if it were then, 
for the reasons stated, inadvisable to leave his place of duty, how 
much more to-day is it advisable that he to whom is committed 
the responsibilities of the Presidency should avoid the dis- 
tracting effects of these pilgrimages. When some two years 
ago this very question was under discussion and the increase 
from $50,000 to $75,000 in the President’s salary was effected, 
it was upon the very condition, expressed and implied, that it 
was to accomplish the added expenditures occasioned by the 
added drafts on the Executive's time and purse. This seems, 
Mr. Chairman, to come in ill-timed season, when deficits in our 
Treasury admonish economy in every department, to the extent 
even of occasioning a suggested curtailment by the Secretary of 
the Navy of $20,000,000 in the naval. estimates. This but 
serves to illustrate by one department's utterance the strin- 
gency obtaining in all others. The proposed tax upon in- 
comes, as long ago as thirteen years advocated by the Demo- 
cratic party, has at last been, seemingly, heeded by the major- 
ity; but that seeming heeding of the will of the people is but 
an ignis fatuus and a deception held out. That wealth should 
even hesitate to bear its just and righteous share in the ex- 
pense of government is an appeal by it for release from obliga- 
tion as binding as are the duties of citizenship in any sense. 
When it is remembered that this wealth, sought to be held to 
compliance with its obligations, not to be avoided, is the incre- 
ment resultant upon a system of protective taxation in gov- 


ernment which has made possible its very existence, the ingrati- | 
tude of reluctance is as inexcusably unnatural as is the hand | 


that rends the breast that nourishes it. 

This fostering system has begotten a spirit of indifference in 
our Government to its well-known duty in the matter of im- 
provement of its inexhaustible resources as appalling as it is in- 
excusable. No other great nation in this great age of progress 
would so long have neglected its great internal water highways 
of transportation and the incidental drainage system resulting 
by reason of their improvement. The millions of acres of 
lands contiguous to the more than 16,000 miles of navigable 
waterways of our interior yet comparatively unimproved, of 
incomparable fertility, invite the eye and ear not of a prodigal, 
but of a provident Government, which needs not powers super- 
natural to see and hear the voice of admonition urging recog- 
nition. The basic pillar stone of our future wealth is depend- 
ent on the agricultural development of our country and the 
continuance of a wise and well-directed policy of improvement 
of our great arterial system of waterways to meet the increas- 
ing needs of transportation. 

No man errs far who follows in nature’s paths, and we will 
but follow there when these great highways of nature shall have 
been brought in strict competition with the artificial means of 
transportation, thus establishing an equilibrium in freight rates 
of transportation, lessening, at least, the cost to him who bears 
the burden of all taxation, the ultimate consumer. These ap- 
propriations will be met with pleasure by those who pay, and 
to them will the fleets of carriers which will ply these sinuous 
routes of trade and traffic be by multiplied millions more valu- 
able than 10,000 fictitious sails upon seas gilded by the myth of 
subsidy. These be abnormal times, Mr. Chairman, indeed, when 
with one voice economy and retrenchment is called and in the 
next breath we hear demand for appropriation of funds for 
rental of vault room to store the unused funds of the Nation. 
The times must indeed be sadly out of joint when we are told 
upon the floor of this Chamber that we are to-day paying 
2 per cent interest on $22,000,000 in the amount expended for 
space and storage rental by the Government, when by a wise 
and economical course the expenditure of this sum would pro- 
vide the structures necessary therefor, dispersed throughout the 
country in convenient location for the purposes desired. 





We of the minority avoid no expenditure, deny no appropria- 
tion, within the capacity of our resources, to safeguard the in- 
terests of the people and to protect every just and righteous 
governmental demand, and, to paraphrase to suit the demands 
of the hour the immortal! words of Pinckney, as adaptable to 
the spirit of Democracy, we stand pledged to “ millions for de- 
fense, but not one cent for tribute.” 

In connection with these expressions of views regarding our 
national obligations toward its great but yet undeveloped re- 
sources, I beg to append some remarks submitted by myself {> 
the Secretary of the Navy on the occasion of the coming to cur 
inland waters of the battle ship Mississippi on April 15 of this 
year. 

The following gentlemen called by appointment at the Navy 
Department on April 14, but the Secretary having been called 
away on executive business, the following date was designated 
in lieu of the first: Senators Foster and McEwery, of Lou- 
isiana; CHAMBERLAIN, of Oregon; Representatives Macon, of 
Arkansas; RANspett, WICKLIFFE, and Esroprnat, of Louisiana ; 
Gorpon, GARRETT, and Byrrns, of Tennessee; Spicnt, Sisson, 
Cottier, CANDLER, and Dickson, of Mississippi. 

At the suggestion of my associates and colleagues I said: 

Mr. Secretary, in obedience to an appointment now some two days 
old, I beg to address to you a few words on a subject the character 
and nature of which I doubt not rumor, hundred-mouthed as she is, 
has already communicated to you. 

Some six years or more ago, thereabout, this Government, in obedi- 


ence to a policy long practiced, authorized the building of the mighty 
vessel which to-day bears the name of my native Commonwealth, the 


State of Mississippi. That name has long been linked with the great- 
ness and majesty of the Nation and the destiny of the people who popu- 
late the shores on either side of the great river, this mighty affluent 
of the ocean and with whose surging tide flowing oceanward will min- 


le ever. 

. Upon its tawny bosom may float the commerce of a continent hemi- 
spheric even in its comprehensiveness, and wpon its surface may float 
the navies of earth, safe riding the tiny waves that mark its course. 

When first I approached this subject little did I dream of the reach 
and scope of its significance; but, sir, the imagination is astounded at 
the meaning of the coming of this mighty leviathan to test the capac- 
ity of this veritable arm of the ocean to accommodate the freightage of 
this Nation. When the continents of the Western Hemisphere shall 
have been severed; when the oceans shall have been wedded by the 
accomplishment of that project—possibly the greatest ever attempted 
by the hand of man—-now in progress at the Isthmus of Panama; when 
the Gulf of Mexico shall have been transformed into the Mediterranean 
of the west to exact of you the trade of the Orient with the Occident, 
then and only then will the full meaning of the coming of this ship 
to our shores and the efforts of our manhood and w~nanhood to accom- 
plish their hope be appreciated. 

When done the national. commercial, and social importance of the 
visit of this battle ship, the Mississippi, to the city of Natchez will 
have dawned upon the horizon of the future. We ask that you send 
us this vessel, our ship; let its powerful keel and graceful prow, upon 
which is traced in characters golden the name she bears, be christened 
in waters which lap the shores of historic lands, the land of Missis- 
sippi. Let those who man her meet and know them—these generous 
ones who people our shores and who at country’s call or demand of 
duty could and would man her from topmost truck to keel block, and 
a the admonition, from bridge or elsewhere, would ne'er be 
n 


“ DON'T GIVE UP THE SHIP.” 


It is im obedience in its physical conception to the very laws of 
nature itself, in that in the improvement of that great longitudinal 
highway conformity with the designs of Deity will have been adhered 
to. In those gigantic projects which astound the conceptions of man 
in their preponderating grandeur and utility in the field of man’s need 
this will be an initial letter in the comnecting links of the great sys- 
tem, which, completed and coming in competition with the artificial 
means of transportation, will constitute ome of the great economic 
battlefields and go far toward the settlement of that vexing and per- 
a — of transportation. 

We but imitate our progenitors as the relics of history six thousand 
years past attest, when we open nature's great conduits for the trans- 

rtation of the evidences of man’s energy, genius, and enterprise. 
fe are told that the Phoenicians were the first great navigators of 
the ocean. Forth they went upon the trackless deep, with only the chart 
of the heavens above them to guide their small, trim caravels of com- 
merce, and brought back to Rome, Venice, and Tyre those goods of other 
climes, those products of other lands, grown beneath strange suns and 
strange stars, a wealth of that which makes a nation and her cities 
truly commercially great. I will not live to see it, nor will many of 
you, but the time is not far distant when, as the fruit of this great 
object lesson by which we are taught, the mighty arm of the ocean 
which passes our doors will float upon its tawny bosom the wealth 
of a great continent, almost hemispheric, its tide paying ever its cease- 
less tribute to the insatiate sea. 

I present to you, sir, these humble words with a pride never before 
equaled in the presence of these the people’s representatives, with 
the hope that our quest is not in vain by reason of anything unhappy 
or extraneous. For these I have spoken; for those not here I append 
their letters indorsing our course. 

No theory can teach where demonstration leads the light of intel- 
ect. This, sir, is no local pa it is in its physical conception 
obedient to the very laws of nature itself. I, with other gentlemen, 
think that in this project lies a meaning deeper, broader, and wider 
than localism in its most liberal construction. We believe it is a pro- 
ject as broad and comprehensive in its meaning as are the interests 
which obtain from the giant Rockies on the west to the Appalachian 
chain upon the east, embracing within its scope consequences in 
demonstrating the potency of physical achievement more forcefully 
than the rhetoric and wide waste of eloquence which bestrew the fields 
of parliamentary contest, pro and con, upon this question. There is 


not one in all this assembly who knowingly would imperil this creat 
other 


ship. But, sir, experience—that greatest of teachers in al) 
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fields—-may be appealed to in this instance. Permit me to say, upon 
investigation I find that only four times in the past thirty-seven 
years has the stage of the river been such as to forbid the coming of 
this — to our ree with safety, and water to spare, even as late as 
June. With a rising river and a gauge reading 46 feet to-day, the 
slightest apprehension of danger should not be entertained. 

Submitting these humble remarks and papers here presented for your 
consideration and the exercise of your superior judgment, I now yield 
to others present, whose interests are identical with my own and 
whose long connection with these very matters render them most 
eminently worthy to be heard, I thank you for your indulgence. 


Thus, Mr. Chairman, through the open portals upon the high- 
ways of earth went these early navigators upon their quest. 
No embargo thwarted trade, no tribute exacted at entrance 
barred the portals against the ingress of friendly traders, and 
empire thus founded flourished and waxed giant strong upon 
a principle that recognizes no possibility of growth or great- 
ness, where paralysis is invited and encouraged by practices 
which exclude all free communion and national interchange. 

But our season for now is ended; fruitless at present will 
be all effort to divert or convince. The powers that be have 
only delayed a while, till those for whom they are supposed 
to serve shall speak. Nor will that time be long, nor will tones 
be uncertain, and fragments of promises, made and broken, 
will be gathered up by those to whom they were made and, be- 
fore the gaze of faithless ones, be held to mock them at another 
day. Till then we will bide our time—till the season when 
wrong shall be righted and the people heard—till then, with 
patient forbearance wait, with faith unfaltering and girded 
loins, remembering the day of retribution will dawn. 

Although ’tis weary watching wave by wave, 
Yet the tide moves onward. 

We climb like corals, grave by grave, 
That pave a pathway sunward. 

We are driven back for our next fray 
A newer strength to borrow, 


And where the vanguard camps to-day 
The rear shall rest to-morrow. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox]. Not seeing him, I yield 
fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Murry]. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, it is usual in presenting a bill 
to this House to give, and the Members are entitled to, an ex- 
planation of it. So far, Mr. Chairman, we have had no explana- 
tion of this bill by the expected chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and if I judge aright, there are some things in 
it which are inexplainable. This session of Congress, Mr. Chair- 
man, was called for the express purpose of revising the tariff. 
The President sent in his message and told us the best thing we 
could do would be to pass a tariff bill and go home; but it 
seems as though, Mr. Chairman, the further we go into this 
session of Congress, that we are not only going to revise the 
tariff, but we are also going to increase the expenditures and to 
increase salaries as well, and I warn the Republican party now 
that it will be a dangerous thing for us to go before the people 
in the next campaign and attempt to defend our position here 
at a special session of Congress in making these expenditures. 

They ought to wait until the regular session and be con- 
sidered by committees which have jurisdiction to consider them, 
and then let us pass upon them in a proper and, I might say, 
a decent way. The first thing I shall oppose in this bill, Mr. 
Chairman, and I regret very much to do it, will be the traveling 
expenses of the President of the United States. While a Mem- 
ber of the Fifty-ninth Congress—the salary of the President at 
that time was $50,000—I voted for $25,000 for traveling ex- 
penses for him. I came up as a candidate for reelection and 
I traveled all over my district, the 11 counties, from one end to 
the other, and nine out of every ten of my constituents whom I 
met condemned me for that vote. It was the only vote I cast 
in that Congress which my opponent could criticise, and I was 
punished, Mr. Chairman, by being defeated by 480 majority in 
that campaign. The Sixtieth Congress came on and the salary 
was increased to $75,000 upon the ground, as I understood it, 
as I read from the Recorp, that he was now receiving $75,000 
and he ought not to be required to make an accounting of the 
$25,000 ; so they said, “ we will make it $75,000.” 

And so, Mr. Chairman, we increased his salary 50 per cent, 
and we came back to the Sixty-first Congress and we are now 
called upon to increase his salary 33} per cent more. I shall 
oppose it, for the reason, Mr. Chairman, that I can not go back 
to my people and defend it as I did defend it in the election of 
1906. 

The next item in this bill which T shall oppose, Mr. Chairman, 
will be the $13,500 increase to build an additional room to the 
President’s office. I shall oppose this for the reason that in it 
is included $3,000 which is to be paid to an architect, and 
$3,000 to a superintendent, making $6,000, The architects which 
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the Government has are not competent enough, it seems, to draw 
the plans and specifications for a room or two to be added to 
that office, Mr. Chairman. 

The next I shall oppose in this bill, Mr. Chairman, will be the 
claim to pay this fellow Ramadanovitch, or whatever it may 
be called, for property taken during the war of the rebellion, 


-of the amount of $6,396. Mr. Chairman, I have found that 


constituents, American citizens, when they come in here 
certain appropriation bills, are required to go to the Court 
Claims under a resolution passed through this Congress. I 4o 
not believe that this gentleman, whoever he may be, notwith- 
standing the message of the President of the United States, 
has any more rights in this country or ought to receive any 
more favoritism at the hands of the Congress of the United 
States than an American citizen. So I shall oppose that, Mr. 
Chairman, unless it goes out upon a point of order, which I 
think it will. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Can I say to the gentleman that I made 
a mistake in regard to his time? The time on this side was 
intended for Democrats. I thought the gentleman was a 
Democrat. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say that I do not think the gentle- 
man from Georgia has made a mistake. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest that the gentleman ask leave 


to print. 

Mr. MURPHY. May I ask what the remark was that the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TawNrey] made? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do not know what he said. 

Mr. MURPHY. If I understood correctly, the gentleman 
from Minnesota said that the gentleman from Georgia did not 
make any mistake when he said he thought that I was a Demo- 
crat. . 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is what he said. 

Mr. MURPHY. Let me say to the gentleman from Minnesota 
that he has not yet been commissioned to pass upon my Repub- 
licanism, nor on the votes that I shall cast while a Member of 
this or any other Congress. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I shall oppose in this bill an appropriation of 
$25,000 for a deficiency in the office of the Attorney-General of the 
United States. I believe this ought to be investigated and passed 
upon by a committee duly authorized to do so, and at a regular ses- 
sion of Congress. I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that there 
would have been any deficiency or that we would have been 
called upon to pay the deficiency if we had not paid Mr. Francis 
J. Heney some $70,000 out of the Treasury of the United States, 
a portion of which I do not think he ever earned. If the state- 
ment is true, Mr. Chairman, he was paid after he had resigned 
from a certain case—I believe it was the United States v. Binger 
Hermann—some $5,000 or $10,000 more than he was entitled to; 
and if my information is correct, Mr. Chairman, he has been 
paid some $47,500 out of the Treasury of the United States since 
he has been in the employ of the State of California, and, as I 
have been informed, against the constitution of the State of 
California. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to say at that point that Mr. Heney 
has not been paid any money out of the appropriation for 1909, 
and that this deficiency is not on account of any payments pre- 
viously made to Mr. Heney. 

Mr. MURPHY. I understand that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman permit me to suggest 
that while Mr. Heney was employed as assistant district attor- 
ney, and received a salary for it during that time, he resigned 
his special attorneyship with the United States Government, 
and after his term was up he resumed or was reappointed a 
special solicitor for the Government, and in all had received 
$70,000 from the Government of the United States. 

Mr. MURPHY. I understand that, Mr. Chairman; and if 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] had been listen- 
ing to my remarks instead of criticising my Republicanism, he 


| would have heard me say that if Mr. Heney had not been paid 


this amount, to which he was not entitled, we would not be 
called upon to pass a deficiency bill at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I think I have about completed the bill, with 
one exception. I am going to oppose the $1,000 provided in the 
bill for a little bridge down here at the Government Printing 
Office. It seems as though we must expedite the work there in 
some way, yet we find it is proposed not to have the Govern- 
ment work done at the Government Printing Office here, but 
we must continue sending it outside and have it done by some- 
body or anybody. And I will tell you. Mr. Chairman, another 
thing. We would have that $1,000 probably to build that bridge 
if we did not have so many carriages standing in front of the 
Government Printing Office to haul clerks there day in and day 
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out. I understand from a very reliable source that there are 
five carriages there at the Government Printing Office to haul 
clerks and chiefs of bureaus around at the expense of the 
Government; and yet, Mr. Chairman, we find that the Secre- 
tary of the Department of Commerce and Labor has to ride 
around upon a street car. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, we ought to cut down some of the ex- 
penses. President Taft, in his speech at Yale, warned the 
Republican party, as has been pointed out here to-day, that 
unless we pass a tariff bill which will meet with the approval 
of the people there will be strange faces in Congress and of a 
different political faith from mine. [Applause.] Let me say 
something else: I say to the Republican party, unless we 
economize, unless we go before the people and show that we 
have cut down expenses, not cut them in one department and 
added them to another, there will be some strange faces here 
upon that ground, Mr. Chairman. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] History records that when the tariff is revised 
the majority is transformed into a minority. This special ses- 
sion was called in order that the tariff bill might be in work- 
ing condition before the next election in order to avoid the 
calamity of having a Democratic House. It has been stated 
authoritatively, Mr. Chairman, that the deficiency in the first 
year of the working of this new tariff bill will be $69,000,000, 
and for the second year under the tariff bill the deficiency will 
be $45,000,000 in the Treasury of the United States. If that be 
true, Mr. Chairman, I say we ought to decrease our expendi- 
tures here and not pass the character of appropriations that 
we are asked to pass in the pending bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to yield 
five minutes to a gentleman who does not seem to be present, and 
unless some one else wants it, I will yield the five minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has about 
fifteen or seventeen minutes remaining. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Fifteen minutes of that, with the per- 
mission of the chairman of the committee, was yielded to the 
gentieman from Arkansas and fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from New York. I have nothing to do with that thirty min- 
utes. The five minutes that I have remaining I yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. MACON. As I understand it, if the gentleman yields 
five minutes, I will still have my fifteen minutes? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will take care of the gentleman. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to read the real reason 
for this appropriation. On the 12th day of July of this year a 
statement went out from the White House, apparently an au- 
thorized statement, to all newspaper reporters as to what the 
President proposes to do on this approaching tour. I have here 
a clipping from the Washington Post of July 12, nearly a column 
of it, describing the train he expects to use on the two months’ 
tour he proposes to make, giving the names of the porters and 
the names of the cooks. It is to be a sort of perambulating 
executive office. The statement closed with this paragraph, 
which went out generally all over the country: 


THE PROPOSED TOUR TO BH MADE FOR PURPOSE OF BOOSTING LEAGUE OF 
REPUBLICAN CLUBS. 


While on his swing around the circle next fall the President will find 
opportanity to boost the cause of the League of Republican Clubs. 

th this idea in mind he has invited John Hays Hammond, president 
of the league, to accompany him. It is the present plan to have Mr. 
Hammond make ee whenever the occasion permits, and it may be 
taken for grant that he will undertake to stimulate interest in the 
club movement. The President is interested in the league, and would 
7 see it restored to its former prestige and usefulness in political 

rs. 

[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Now, that is the reason for all of it. That is the reason why 
these gentlemen now so strenuously disavow the charge of bad 
faith and insist that this appropriation shall be made. 


WHAT A PRESIDENTIAL TOUR IS LIKE. 


The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Scorr] insists that a presi- 
dential tour is a dignified sort of thing, something that the 
‘people demand. Why, did the gentleman ever see a presiden- 
tial tour? I know of no men who are strenuously demanding 
it out through the country at the present time except the men 
;who expect to sell badges, rubber balloons, and peanuts. 
-[Laughter.] We have sent now to the Alaska-Yukon Exposi- 
tion every interesting thing we have in the museum here—— 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes; but I have not much time. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman has no doubt seen newspaper 
_reports every morning, of gentleman from the other side of the 
Chamber as well as this waiting upon the President to ask him 
to visit their towns, 





I admit it is 
It brings 


Mr. RAINEY. I can not yield any more time. 
a most desirable attraction to have in a man’s town. 
a bigger crowd than Van Amberg’s circus ever did in the days 


of its glory. [Laughter.] We have sent to the Alaska-Yukon 
Exposition every interesting thing we have in the museum, and 
nearly every other interesting thing in Washington except 
the President, and now they ask us to send him there as an 
additional attraction and to help swell the receipts at the gates. 
Did you ever see a presidential train arrive in a town of con- 
siderable importance? 

A local reception committee meets the train with carriages. 
The President is placed in one of them and is escorted to the 
place where John Hays Hammond or somebody else is going 
to make a speech. Lines of state militia hold back the crowd. 
Two puffing and perspiring secret-service men, disguised in silk 
hats and dress coats buttoned up tight, run along through the 
sand and dust on each side of the President’s carriage, attracting 
more attention and applause from the crowd than the President 
himself. The crowd cheers, eats peanuts, and drinks red lemon- 
ade, unless the law in force in that vicinity permits something 
stronger. When it is all over they realize that they have had 
a show in that town. If this presidential special train swing 
around the circle is made, the demand for peanuts will be un- 
precedented in this country. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

PRESIDENT SHOULD NOT BE AN ATTRACTION FOR STATE FAIRS, ETC. 

Of course Members of Congress are trying to get the Presi- 
dent to visit towns and cities in their districts. Towns and 
cities in various parts of the country are requesting presidential 
visits. Local merchants think it would bring crowds to the 
town and help them sell goods. I can assure you that when 
the pending tariff law goes into effect merchants will require 
more than presidential tours to assist them much in the sale of 
goods. I understand that some Members of Congress are con- 
veying to the President invitations to attend state fairs this 
fall in their respective States. It seems to me, however, that 
state fairs ought to be able to get along depending this year, as 
usual, upon such special attractions as the “ diving elks,” “the 
guideless wonder,” and other attractions of like character. I 
am just old-fashioned enough to be in favor of the Jeffersonian 
idea about these things. I am opposed to cheapening the presi- 
dential office. I am opposed to the effort to make of the Chief 
Executive of the greatest Nation in the world an attraction for 
state fairs. [Applause.] 


EMOLU MENTS AND COMPENSATION OF KINGS NOT A PRECEDENT. 


The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Scorr] discussed at con- 
siderable length the emoluments and compensation paid to kings 
and queens and emperors and heirs apparent and queen 
mothers and princes and high muck-a-mucks of various de- 
grees. We ought not to attempt to fix the compensation and 
emoluments of the President of the United States with ref- 
erence to the civil list of Great Britain. The items read by 
the gentleman from Kansas embrace annuities, civil-list pen- 
sions, incomes from the revenues of crown lands, incomes from 
royal crown treasures. We are not interested in this country 
in knowing how much it costs to maintain royal families in 
Europe and we do not propose on this side of the House to 
permit these expenditures to be cited as precedents by which 
the action of this House is to be controlled. This is a Republic 
and we insist that the simplicity and dignity of republican in- 
stitutions ought to be preserved. The gentleman from Kansas 
called attention to the fact that the salary of the President of 
the French Republic is 600,000 francs, with a further allowance 
of 600,000 francs for his expenses, making in all a total of 
$231,600 per annum. Inasmuch as France is a Republic, I am 
inclined to think that in fixing the emoluments of the President 
of the United States it is our duty to consider what the Republic 
of France pays for this purpose and what other republics pay. 
The salary and the allowance for expenses made to the Presi- 
dent of the Republic of France seems to me to be modest and 
reasonable. The President of France is brought into close con- 
tact with the kings and emperors of Europe. In order to keep 
up the dignity of his position it ought to cost more there than 
here; it, however, does not cost as much in France as in the 
United States. 

PRESIDENT OF UNITED STATES REALLY ONE OF THE HIGHEST PAID EXECU- 
TIVES IN THE WORLD. 

In view of the fact that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Scott] has called attention to the compensation and emoluments 
of the President of France and to the compensation and emolu- 
ments of kings and emperors, I want to call attention to the fact 
that the President of the United States is really one of the high- 
est-paid executives in the world. His salary of $75,000 per 
year is not the only allowance made in his favor. Every year 
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Congress makes the following appropriations for the President 

of the United States: 

Compensation 

Ordinary care White House 

| apenas care White House 

rue 

Greenhouses 

Stables 

Lighting 

Guards, about. 

Secret Service, about 

c continge re I satpesipsannmbairepvesiisninenibbaiaaamsaiiedsieiaaaieneniateieatians 
Clerks and employees 

pl 


Te ercesert-abetnnsi-napaapessteninien seen eatapnnan nines iosemmaanaaanee 285, 900 


If we add to the above amount the item of $25,000 for travel- 
ing expenses, which we are now considering and which you pro- 
pose to force through this House, we will be paying as com- 
pensation and emoluments and for expenses connected with the 
presidential office the enormous sum of $310,900. I have not 
given nearly all the items. In addition to the above items, dur- 
ing the Roosevelt administration a barber was carried on the 
rolis as an employee in either the Navy Department or the 
Treasury Department at $1,600 a year, and his only duties 
were to shave the President of the United States. I have not 
heard that this practice has been discontinued. In addition 
to the items I have indicated, secretaries and clerks are con- 
tinually detailed from the departments to assist the President 
in the White House. Even the invitations sent out for recep- 
tions are addressed by clerks detailed, as I understand it, from 
other departments. Under the various items I have mentioned, 
every possible expense connected with the President’s office is 
met and the President need not touch his salary of $75,000. 

The demand has been before made upon this floor for infor- 
mation as to any item connected with the President’s expenses 
which he is required to pay out of his salary of $75,000, and 
reply has always been made that the expenses of living have in- 
creased and that he must pay for the food consumed by his 
family out of his salary. Servants, cooks, butlers, waiters, 
coachmen, stablemen, secretaries, all are paid for out of the 
appropriations I have mentioned, and if the appropriations I 
have mentioned are not sufficient for that purpose, White House 
employees are simply detailed from other departments. We are 
carrying in this very bill an item of $13,000 to complete the 
proposed extension of the President’s offices out over the tennis 
court. We appropriated for this purpose $49,000 last year. I 
simply mention this to show that under the items “ Ordinary 
eare of the White House” and “ Extraordinary care of the 
White House ” expenses of this character are not met. I men- 
tioned a moment ago the fact that the Mayflower and the Sylph 
are kept in commission in order that they may be used as pri- 
vate yachts by the President and his family at an expense of at 
least $100,000 a year each. 

These vessels are officered by graduates of our Naval Academy 
and their only duty seems to figure here in presidential re- 
ceptions and to wear gorgeous uniforms in public places. The 
compensation allowed the President and the various other 
allowances given to him every year on account of expenses ex- 
eeed per annum the sum of $500,000. This is really a moder- 
ate estimate. A more careful examination than I have given 
to this matter would disclose, in my judgment, the fact that we 
appropriate every year for the compensation of the President 
and for expenses connected with the office and in providing for 
the pleasure and entertainment of the President and his family 
and guests at least $600,000, nearly three times as much as the 
Republic of France appropriates for the President of France on 
account of salary and expenses. I therefore contend, in view 
of the fact that the revenues of this Government do not now 
meet its expenses, that we ought to commence to economize 
by defeating this item in this bill. I know of no better place 
to commence. 


NEVER THROUGH PAYING TRAVELING EXPENSES. 


We never get through paying traveling expenses of the Presi- 
dents-elect, Presidents, and ex-Presidents. I have already called 
attention to the fact that while the present Chief Executive 
was a private citizen, by some sort of executive order, made by 
President Roosevelt, we remodeled for his convenience one 
of the finest of our war vessels at great expense, and at the 
public expense this vessel conveyed him and his party on a 
pleasant journey to the Isthmus of Panama. We are now 
ealled upon, in spite of the agreements of the last session, to 
appropriate $25,000 for another presidential tour. We are 
also at the present time paying the expenses of the hunting 
trip now being enjoyed in Africa by an ex-President of the 
United States. There has been an attempt to deny that the 
taxpayers of the United States are footing the bills connected 


with the ex-President’s hunting trip now im progress in Africa. 

The facts, however, disclosed by the correspondence made pub- 

lic are as follows: Just before the expiration of his term of 

office, ex-President Roosevelt advised the officials of the Smith- 

peers Institution that he proposed to go on a hunting trip to 
rica. 

He also advised them that this would be an excellent oppor- 
tunity for the museum to acquire specimens of animal and 
bird life, perhaps of great value. He proposed, he said, to pay 
his own personal expenses and would be glad to turn over to 
the institution those skins of animals killed by him on his 
trip for which he had no personal use. He therefore invited 
the Smithsonian Institution to send along with him employees, 
and so forth, to take care of these matters, insisting, how- 
ever, that he proposed himself to kill all the game that was 
killed. The personal expenses of President Roosevelt con- 
nected with his present trip embrace his railroad fare to New 
York City, his steamship fare to Mombasa, and his railroad fare 
to the hunting grounds where he now is, amounting perhaps 
in all to a few hundred dollars. A careful examination, after 
this hunt is over, of the expenditures made by the Smithsonian 
in this connection, if it is ever possible to examine them, will 
probably disclose that the camp equipment, employees, cooks, 
beaters, and so forth, are all paid for by the Smithsonian. 
Anyone who has had the slightest experience with trips of this 
character knows, therefore, that the Smithsonian is really 
footing the bills. 

The invitation, coming from ex-President Roosevelt prior to 
the expiration of his term of office to his appointees in the 
Smithsonian Institution, really was a command and could not 
be disobeyed. The Smithsonian officials insist that they are 
not using government funds for this purpose, but are using the 
income derived from the endowment of the institution by Smith- 
son and perhaps others. The Smithsonian is a government in- 
stitution; the President appoints the officials, and the funds 
arising from the endowment of the institution are sufficient 
only to pay a small part of the expenses of conducting the same. 
There was appropriated out of the National Treasury for the 
purpose of carrying on the Smithsonian Institution during the 
present fiscal year the sum of $635,000. We appropriate 
usually, I think, more than that. It follows as a matter of 


course that the larger the sum taken from the income of the 


vested funds of the institution for the purpose of paying the 
expenses of a hunting trip, the larger the sum taxpayers of 
the country will be called upon to pay for supporting the insti- 
tution. Taking money out of the vested funds of the institution 
for this purpose, therefore, amounts to the same thing as taking 
it out of the Public Treasury. 

I have called attention to some of the reasons why this appro- 
priation ought not to be made. This item will be carried, how- 
ever, by a party vote. 

WHAT THE PROPOSED TOUR IS EXPECTED TO ACCOMPLISH, 

You expect the noise and the clamor attending the unusual 
spectacle of a presidential tour covering the entire country to 
drown out the complaints of the. ultimate consumer, of the 
small merchant, of the farmer, the artisan, the laborer, who are 
compelled to bear the burden of the increased tariff taxes you 
propose to lay upon the country. You expect in this extended 
presidential tour to reorganize the League of Republican Clubs. 
In other words, you are asking the taxpayers of the United 
States to contribute this year and every year hereafter the 
sum of $25,000 to the national Republican campaign fund. I 
lift my voice in protest against this expenditure of public funds, 
[Applause.] 

Mr. MACON. Before beginning, Mr. Chairman, I ask leave 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp, 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, leave is granted. There 
is no objection. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I have enjoyed the remarks of 
the gentleman from Illinois, as well as those of the gentleman 
from Missouri, in entering their protest against the provision 
appropriating $25,000 for paying the traveling expenses of the 
President of the United States. ‘But I will say to them now 
that there is no danger of this appropriation being made at this 
time in this House unless points of order or their efficacy give 
out before we reach that provision im the bill. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, for nearly all of the first century of this Gov- 
ernment our Presidents never received salaries in excess of 
$25,000. During President Grant's first term the salary was 
increased, and he first drew a salary of $50,000. After that no 
other President drew a larger emolument than $50,000 until 
during the second administration of the animal-destroying, speci- 
men-gathering President. The emoluments of the office were 
then increased $25,000, contrary to the Constitution, for travel- 

















ing expenses of the President, which was virtually an increase 
of his salary by $25,000. 

During the last Congress, as stated by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Rarney], the proposition was submitted to this 
body that we increase the-salary of the President to $100,000. 
That question was fought out in the House, and it was finally 
determined by increasing the salary from $50,000 to $75,000, and 
striking out the appropriation of $25,000 that had been carried 
to pay the traveling expenses of the President for the last two 
fiscal years prior to the passage of the bill increasing his salary 
to $75,000. Everybody thought that was a settlement of the 
matter. Certainly it was not thought that the very next Con- 
gress would offer to increase the salary of the President again 
by the amount of $25,000, virtually bringing it up to $100,000. 
I must insist that it is improper legislation, and I shall have to 
oppose it to the extent of making a point of order against it if 
no one else sees fit to do so, 

I know it has been argued that the people of the United States 
want to see their President, and that he ought not to be required 
to answer their call at his own expense, when they request him 
to come among them. But that same kind of argument can be 
used by each Congressman in this House. No matter how 
humble we are, we all have calls from our constituents, time 
after time and day after day, to come among them, to deliver 
speeches upon almost every conceivable subject, and we must 
go at our own expense. 

If it is right that the President of the United States should 
have extra compensation to pay his traveling expenses when he 
goes among his constituents at their call, is it not right that 
Congressmen should also have extra compensation to defray 
their expenses when they are called upon by their constituents 
to go among them? I say if one is right the other is right. I 
do not think, however, that the Congressmen ought to have the 
extra compensation, and I should oppose a proposition of that 
sort with all my might, just as I oppose this proposition, because 
I do not thing it is a correct principle, because I do not believe 
it is the kind of legislation that the American people are demand- 
ing at this time, when their Treasury is almost empty, when 
they have a deficit of more than $89,000,000 staring them in the 
face as an actuality because of the many governmental excesses 
of the past fiscal year. 

Mr. Chairman, another proposition in this bill that I shall 
oppose was mentioned by the gentleman from Missouri. That 
is to give this foreigner mentioned in it an advantage over our 
own citizens in the matter of securing his pay for a war claim. 
We have to introduce our war-claim bills in the House and they 
are sent to the Committee on War Claims, and perchance we 
may some time hear from them, but in a majority of cases never. 
Hence those claims are never paid, while here in an appropria- 
tion bill, an improper place for claims of this kind. we find an 
item carrying more than $6,000 to pay a foreigner for something 
that perhaps he may have lost during the war. I am opposed 
to giving any other people on earth an advantage over the 
American people. 

Another proposition I find in this bill that I seriously oppose 
is the proposed appropriation of $30,000 for an exhibit at the 
show that is to be held in Brussels from the 1st of April to the 
ist of October, 1910. Sir, it seems that the people of Belgium 
have gone into the show business for business purposes. They 
had an exposition in Antwerp in 1884, one at Brussels in 1888, 
another at Antwerp in 1894, another at Brussels in 1897, one at 
Liege in 1905, and now they are going to have another in Brus- 
sels in 1910, just five years later. At the hearings had before 
the gentlemen who assembled themselves as a posthumous ap- 

propriation committee to investigate this matter, I find that a 
gentleman by the name of Gore, who is called a “ professor ”— 
and I know of no reason why he should be called a “ professor,” 
unless it is that he is a professor of expositions, because he seems 
to be a general exposition organizer—said that they make money 
out of these expositions over in Belgium, and for that reason 
they have them frequently. In order that the House may be 
advised as to the frequency of the Belgian expositions, their 
purposes, and kind, I am going to print the entire hearings be- 
fore the committee relative to the appropriation asked of us 
for this particular exposition that is to be held in Brussels in 
1910. Read them for yourselves: 


STATEMENT OF PROF. J. H. GORE, OF THE GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVER- 


Mr. TAWNEY. Professor Gore, we have here, from the State Depart- 
ment, near the bottom of page 2 of the bill, an estimate to enable the 


United States to accept the invitation extended by the Government Mr. Livineston. In that way you were attached to the Government? 
of Belgium, and to participate fittingly in the exposition to be held Professor Gore. But the Government did not make any exhibit of its 
at Brussels in 1910, $200,000. I understand that you have served | activities. 

as commissioner-general under authority of the United States at Mr. Tawney. You, being familiar with the exposition of 1897, how 


previous expositions held in Belgium. Is that true? 
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Professor Gore. Yes, sir; at Antwerp in 1894, at Brussels in 1897, 
and at Liege in 1905. At Antwerp we had no appropriation. At 
Brussels we had an appropriation of $5,000. At Liege, $5,000. 

Mr. Kerrer. Those were on separate years? 

Professor Gorn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tawney. The Brussels Exposition was in 1897. Was there an 
ap peqetenen for the exposition at Liege in 1905? 

essor Gore. Yes, sir; $5,000. 

Mr. Tawney. Are you familiar with the extent and character of 
the proposed exposition at Brussels in 1910? 

Professor Gore. Yes, sir; I have studied the programme carefully. 
I visited the grounds last summer when there. t will be an exposi- 
tion, I think, about the size of the Atlanta Exposition of 1895. 

Mr. Tawney. Will it cover about the same area? 

Professor Gore. The ground will cover an area of about 180 acres. 

Mr. Tawney. To what extent are foreign nations to participate? 

Professor Gorn. I think nearly all foreign nations are participating. 

Mr. Tawney. What is the character of the participation? 

Professor Gore. Germany, especially machinery—that is, all the 
machinery that will be used in the Kongo will be bought by Belgian 
gentlemen, and all of the makers of machinery are exceedingly anxious 
to place their machinery before the Belgian people. Consequently Ger- 
many and England are making large exhibits of machinery. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Please explain what participation has already been pro- 
vided for by American exhibitors. 

Professor Gore. About the middle of March, when it was seen that 
no Sepropesntion would be made by the last Congress, the executive 
committee of the Brussels Exposition wrote to me, because of my in- 
terest in Belgium and my familiarity with American exhibitors, to or- 

ize a United States section. I volunteered my service, or accepted 
the proposition, and have given them my services continuously since 
that time. I asked them to reserve for us absolutely 1,500 square 
meters, about 16,000 square feet, in Industrial Hall, and 1,000 square 
meters, about 11,000 square feet, in Machinery Hall, and to give me, 
in the interest of our exhibitors, an option until the Ist of December 
upon 1,000 more square meters in the two sections. 

Mr. Tawney. The Ist of December, 1909? 

Professor Gore. Yes, sir; because I was uncertain as to how many 
manufacturers might be induced to exhibit, and especially as_ there 
was a charge for space of 30 francs per square meter, and whoever 
had charge of the matter would be obliged to give aisles and sell the 
rest of the space in the hope of coming out even. They assigned the 
space requested absolutely, but refused to give any option until the 
Ist of December, saying that there was such a demand for the space, 
and the amount that they had was so little, that it would be impos- 
sible to give it. However, I proceeded to write personal letters to 1,100 
manufacturers of the United States, giving a detailed account of the 
scope and character of the exposition. All of these manufacturers, 
knowing the interest that I have had in expositions, because I believe 
in extending foreign trade, and have been commissioner-general five 
times with that in view, listened patiently, and read the letters I ad- 
dressed to them. Out of the 1,1 to whom I wrote these personal 
letters, I have had replies, I presume, from about 200 of the total 
number. I have all of the correspondence in my room and could have 
brought it with me. But I will say that the replies are of this 
character: The great proportion of these manufacturers say that they 
are so busy with their domestic trade that it is impossible for them 
to handle a foreign trade in case they should create it. That is the 
answer of the majority. There are a few, perhaps 60 or 70 people, 
manufacturers, who are engaged in the foreign trade, and who say 
that their entire foreign business is in the hands of agents, and as 
participating in an exposition is in the nature of advertising, therefore 
the agents abroad must take care of that. So the agents abroad are 
expected to exhibit if the agents deem it wise to do so. 

here are two very large agencies abroad for handling American 
machinery, Fenwick Brothers, of Paris, and Schutte & Co., with 
headquarters in Brussels. They engaged peectealty the entire sec- 
tion that we have for machinery, about 1,000 square meters, in which 
they will install the exhibits and the machinery of the different people 
whom they represent abroad. There will be no exhibitor of machinery 
who will go to Brussels on his own responsibility, because his foreign 
business is in the hands of those agents, so that no appropriation 
we can make would be of any assistance to them. In the case of the 
manufacturer, there are not more than a dozen manufacturers who 
will exhibit. The Starr Piano Company is considering it. The 
Schieren Company, makers of leather, will exhibit, they having already 
taken space. A number of men who manufacture small articles that 
can be offered for sale will exhibit, because the Belgians are fond of 
buying little things. So that that will make up the bulk of the exhibit 
under the pont auspices. 

Personally, I do not believe a dozen manufacturers could be induced 
to go to the Brussels Exposition under any circumstances, however 
favorable we might make them. 

Mr. Tawney. What was the character of the exhibit, if any, in the 
last Brussels Exposition in 1897? 

Professor Gorr. We had a very excellent exhibit of machinery. 

Mr. Keirer. What class of machinery? 

Professor Gore. What we call “machine tools.” Pratt & Whitney 
had a fine exhibit. Brown & Sharpe had a good exhibit, the Cincinnati 
Shaper Company, the Morse Twist Drill Company, all makers of that 
general class, and several others. 

19} TAWNEY. Was there any distinctively government exhibit in 

Professor Gore. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. Tawney. Has there been any government exhibit at any of these 
similar expositions at which you have represented the Government as 
commissioner-general ? 

Professor Gore. No, sir. 

Mr. Tawney. In what respect did the Government, as a Government, 
participate in those expositions? 

Professor Gore. Not at all. One or two bureaus sent over some of 
their publications for the science section at the Brussels Exposition. 
The Bureau of Labor sent a complete set of its reports, and the Na- ~ 
tional Museum and the Fish Commission sent over reports for this 
science section, as it is called. 

Mr. Livingston. You were commissioner-general ? 

Professor Gore. Yes, sir. 
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does the one for 1910 compare in size with the one at Brussels in 1897? 
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Professor Gorn. The grounds are larger, and t are located farther 
from the center of the city. In 1897 they aac in the heart 
of the city, but that part has recently been improved so much that they 
can not hold the exposition there, so they have me outside of the 
city and have large grounds there. What the buildings: will be in size, 
in oquapastnt with 1897, I will say that I do not think they will be 
any larger. 

Mr. SmitH. What governments have buildings in contemplation? 

Professor Gorn. So far as I know, Holland is the only one. I as- 
sume that Canada will have a building, because Canada has been taking 
a very active part in all European expositions since 1895. Canada has 
had a standing commission going from one country to another, usuali 
putting up a separate building in whieh to show the agricuitural, 
mineral, and the various resources of Canada, to attract immigration. 
= there are other countries contemplating buildings, I do not know of 

em. 


Mr. Smrru. Is there any difficulty in getting sites for buildings, or 
would there be with that area? 

Professor Gorp. I think not. I think we would have no difficulty in 
securing a site. I do not think it feasible to have a separate building 
for this reason: The Belgian is, above all, a clever buyer. Before mak- 
ing a purchase the Belgian wishes to see, if pessible, all types of ma- 
chinery or article that he contemplates buying. He likes to see them 
in operation side by side. He would rather go into machinery hall, 
where all the countries are exhibiting, so that he can examine the 
English and the German machinery, say, and compare with the Ameri- 
can machinery. Our exhibitors would rather have their machinery ex- 
hibited in the general machinery hall than to have a separate building. 

Mr. Smirr. did not mean to suggest having an American building 
of such magnitude as that, but should the Government wish to make a 
mcdest governmental exhibit. 

Professor Gore. That would be possible. 

Mr. Surru. And then should wish to also have a headquarters build- 
ing. There would be no trouble in getting a site for that, would there? 
Professor Gorn. I assume that we would have no difficulty at all. 

Mr. SmirH. It has been the practice, has it, for the Government to 
erect buildings in which to give the manufacturers space? 

Professor Gore. Not our Government, but others. They tried hard 
at St. Louis to prevent the installation in the government buildings of 
exhibits competing for awards. But it seems that that rule may fall 
down frequently. 

Mr. Kerrer. You spoke of the large correspondence that you have 
had with manufacturers. Did you find any disposition on the part of 
a of agricultural or farm machinery to make an exhibit 

ere? - 

Professor Gore. No, sir. We can not induce a single maker of 
aes machinery to go abroad, nor can we induce a single maker 
of automobiles to do so. The agricultural people have an agreement 
that one will not exhibit unless all. The International Harvester 
Company are the best friends I have in the world. Mr. McCormick 
and I are friends. They put up a factory at Lille, in France, just 
ever the border, and I asked them to make an exhibit of their products, 
because they are going to be near neighbors of the Belgians, but they 
declined. I have written the Syracuse Plow Company, the Deere Plow 
Company, the Buckeye 3 “> in the trust—Colonel Blount; and 
all these people whom know rsonally 

Mr. Ketrer. The Walter A. Wood Company? 

Professor Gore. No; nor the Adriance Platt Company, nor the 
Plymouth Cordage people. They all say no. If we relied upon the 
Beigian builders to put up a building, we could not have one erected 
for the exposition, ause they have to stop four times a day for 
tuneh. It took us over two years, at Antwerp, to put up a building, 
and it was put up by a private corporation. 

Mr. Tawney. Brussels. had an exposition in I888. You attended 

1884. 


that exposition, did you not? 

Professor Gorp. Yes, sir; and ore at Antw in 

Mr. Tawney. As to that exposition, we authorized the acceptance 
ef the invitation of the Belgians, and authorized the appropriation 
of $80,000, or so much thereof as might be necessary to effect that 

urpose, to be oe in the discretion of the Secretary of State 
‘or the purpese ef such representation at the exposition. What was 
the nature of the representation? 

Professor Gore. I can net recollect that. I simply visited it before 
I was interested in expositions. 

Mr. Tawney. At how many foreign pa have you represented 
the Government as commissioner-general 

Professor Gore. Four. 

Mr. Tawney. Have we made distinctively a government exhibit of the 
functions of our country? 

Professor Gore. No, sir; at none of them. I was juror in chief at 
the Paris Exposition tn 1960, and member of the superior jury, and was 
finally selected by President Loubet to be the foreign representative on 
the court of appeals—even there we did not have an exhibit showing 
the functions of our Government. 

a Tawney. This is the fourth exposition Belgium has had since 
1887? 

Professor Gorr. Yes, sir. The Belgians make money out of their 
expositions, and that is the reason they have them so frequently. They 
have never cleared less than 12 per cent upon their investments. They 
are money-making enterprises. hey raise the capital and put it under 
the patronage of the Government, and make whatever they can out of 
it, and, as I on they have never cleared less than 12 es eent on their 
investment. The profits are frequently divided with charitable institu- 
tions. 

Mr. Tawney. Is this ex tion at Brussels in 1910 one that is 
authorized by the Belgian Government? 

Professor Gore. Under their patronage. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What do you mean by that? 

Professor Gorn. The vernment, you might say, gives it official 
recognition. 

Mr. Tawney. Do they appropriate any money? 

Professor Gore. a ——— some money for a strictly Belgian 
exhibit, which is. in a building by itself. 

Mr. Kerrer. tut it is a private corporation, in a sense, that runs it? 

Professor Gore. Yes, sir. The only fumetion of a foreign exposition 
4s to extend trade, and for that reason I heave never taken any interest 
in the Government showing its activities. 

Mr. Tawney. Have you a diagram of the grounds with you? 

Professor Gorn. No; I have not. 

The Belgians’ —— rosperity comes from handling goods. There 
are more goods ship through Belgium per ta than any other 
country in the world. That is the chief source their income. The 


more they import from the United States in transit the 
are; consequently they are more interested in drawing th 

a than anything in this country. 
foe hat are our exports to Belgium for local consump- 


D 

Professor Gorn. Chiefly foodstuffs and small machinery. They use 
a large amount of machine tools. ~ . 

Mr. Tawney. Our chief export is flour, is it not? 

crete som pans and gt for beer. 

. Tawney. But principally w and machinery. 

Professor Gors. ae 
will say that considerable cotton goes to Belgium 
for consumption. 

Professor Gor». When I tried to interest the largest manufacturer of 
agricultural machinery to take part in one of the foreign expositions on 
the ground that it would assist him in finding markets, he replied that 
he did not believe that there was a man, woman, or child who tieeded a 
harvester who did not have one brought to his front door and set down 
at his gate and asked to buy it. 

Mr. Smrrm. Farming is on a comparatively small scale in Belgium ; 
that is, under the individual farmer, and our machinery would hardly 
I referred to Roumania, which is the largest 


be adapted to that. use? 

Professor GORB. a. aetes te. 
wheat- coun mn sou 

Mr. Tawney. Do I understand that b 

resentative of the American manufacturers, all the space in the 
buildin now provided for the Belgian Exposition Company that is 
available for American exhibits? 

Professor Gore. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Tawney. And that you tried to obtain an option on additional 
space, and that request was denied? 

Professor Gore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tawwey. So that the only way we could participate beyond the 
Se that fs now provided for by the manufacturers themselves 
would to secure space within the grounds of the exposition and erect 


Mr. Burteson. | 


ou have already e 


our own building? 


Professor Gorp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tawney. Have you any idea what a pavilion erected over there, 
such as the Belgian Government had at St. is, would cost? 

Professor Gorn. I think that bailing would cost at least $100,000. 
It was a very fine building that the Belgians had at St. Louis, and it 
took about two years to build it. 

Mr. Tawney. The Belgian producer, as well as the Belgian Govern- 
ment, exhibited in that building? 

Professor Gorg. Ch the Government. There were some Bel- 
gian exhibits, but the rules at St. Louis refused. to admit 
— exhibits that were entered in mn within the rnment 
building. In other words, every article that was put in govern- 
ment building was placed out of competition by that act. 

Mr. Tawney. What was the nature or the character of the Belgian 
exhibit made by the Belgian Government at St. Louis? 

Professor Gorm. It was im a large measure educational; and also 
exhibits of the pro docks at Antwerp. There were also a 
large number of statistical charts showing various international 
organizations that were created, or were born, so to speak, im Belgium, 
~~ = otnestinnsl oy py the principal =. 

r. TAWNBEY. at was the particular reason for making an exten- 
sive educational ss ~ aa 

Professor e Liberal party Belgium 
aceused the Government of having poor education 
that the schools had deteriorated very much under the 
ernment, and so the Government 
that, as they thought, false 
educational exhibit over here, pu 
and Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Van Overbrugh. 
best scientists, and I assisted him all I could in obtaining 
number of jurors for the educational exhibits, because they ft 
by securing a large number of high awards for their educational 
exhibits it would be the best answer that could be made to the criti- 
cism by the Liberal party against the Belgian administration of the 
Government. 

Mr. Kerrer. You have spoken of the reservation that has 


been made. I understood you to say that ies with whom you have 
been in correspondence have taken up all of the space 
al for machinery, so that there would be ly no chance of 


enlarging that if we wanted to. 

Professor Gorn. No, sir. I personally would be happy if we could fill 
it, because/there are always some withdrawals and rearrangements. I 
would be glad in my private capacity, in what you might say as con- 
tractor, to have every foot of the space taken. 

Mr. Srrn. You engaged distinctly manufactu 

. Are there no buildings for any exhibits outs of those lines? 

Professor Gorp. Only one, for transportation, and that is com- 
pletely filled and can not be extended. 

Mr. SmirH. It is exclusively an exhibition of Industrial arts? 

Professor Yes, sir. is only one building im fact, with a 


and machinery 


lateral wing for machinery. 
Mr. Smiru. And then the Belgian government building, so that the 


only building in which space can be 
one building with its wing? 
Professor Gore. Yes. The main bu 
wing part Its called “ Machinery Hall.” 
utre. 


— ut up a handsome front, and run the 
Mr. Just 7" om fa ge ye there being onl ? 
.. SMITH. a y only one 

: ag ag oe. Yes, sir; but not so large as the Agriceitaral Build- 
ng a Lou 
2 i That was the largest exposition building ever built, was 

not? 

Professor Gore. Yes; covering 15 acres. I should assume that this 
building at Brussels would cover about 4 acres. 


Unrrep Strares Secrion, 

INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, Baqsegpy 1910, 

Washington, D. ©., July 5, 1909. 

My Dear Mr. Tawney: I would respectfully suggest that in case 

decide to recommend an appropriation for the Brussels 
the provision be included “ to enable the Department 
its commission, to make an exhibit of the activities of the Government 
of the United States.” This would limit the cmpqneares, avoid the 
invidious aiding of certain manufacturers who w send their exhibits 
anyway, and avoid all eo tee that might arise owing to the con- 
tracts that the officials: of exposition have made with me. 


ed for any exhibit is this 
is. Industrial Hall, and a 


Ss are very clever. 
back, like a train 
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If I should be so fortunate as to mber of the commission, 
would = no — 
carry out my part o 
the discharge of its 

Such a governmen 


rescr u e 
fui cova a ity somes so Se 
Oe eee ae the private manufacturers, 
eer A oe Mr Chairman, 
Your obedient servant, J. H. Gors. 

Sir, I am opposed to taking the money out of the pockets of 
the American people and sending it across the sea in order to 
furnish a show to the Belgian people at the expense of the toil- 
ing masses of this country. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
they do not appreciate that kind of legislation. Why, sir, only 
a few weeks ago a Member of this House, one whom I would 
delight to accommodate at all times, came to me with a bill 
that he introduced, appropriating something like $300,000 for 
this Brussels exposition, and asking me not to oppose it. I told 
him I could not give my consent to its passage. Later he came 
to me and said that perhaps he had asked for too much, and I 
find that he had asked for too much, because they only ask 
now for $30,000 in this bill, which is a saving of $270,000 on 
the amount they were asking for this show in the first instance. 

Sir, the majority of people in this country never saw a show 
of this character. They are chiefly gotten up for money-making, 
entertainment, and advertising purposes. If the idle rich who 
want to be entertained and the exposition money-makers, who 
want to make money off of them, and the manufacturers and 
traders, who want their wares advertised, want to get up this 
exposition, let them do it with their own means, but do not 
suffer the American people to be filched of their hard-earned 
tax money for the purpose of furnishing entertainment for the 
rich, who can attend the show, or opportunity to the advertiser 
and money-maker. 
handed injustice of that kind. 

Mr. Chairman, I was raised in the atmosphere of the poor 
man and I can not get away from him. I have seen toil from 
the earliest hour of my life up to this time, and I can not 
forget it. I do not care what position I occupy, or where or 
how pleasantly I may be situated for the moment, I con- 
stantly and clearly recognize that the toiling man is the support 
of the world, that he is furnishing the money for the mainte- 
nance of the Government; and I know that we should not burden 
him more than he is already burdened by taxing him for show 
money to satisfy the pleasure of the rich or the craft of the 
tradesman and advertiser. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, there are many other provisions in this bill 
that I object to, and I have them marked for slaughter, but time 
will not permit me to refer to them now: As long as this kind 
of legislation is brought into the House I shall do my best to 
This bill that is before the House now does not 
even bear the name of an introducer; it is not dignified by the 
name of a single Member of this Congress. Ordinarily those of 
us who introduce bills have our names written on them. We 
are not ashamed to own them, and we put our names on them 
so that the world may know that we presented them, so that 
the world may know that we stand for everything in them; 
but this bill is not honored by having the name of a Member 
upon it. Is it possible that it is a bastard? It has not been 
referred to a committee of any kind, nor reported by one to the 
House, and yet we are asked to take it as it is and squander 
more than a million dollars of the people’s money on matters 
that do not need the attention of Congress at this time, or 
should not have it at any time. 

Sir, we will have to strike down legislation of this kind if we 
ever expect to arrive at an honest basis for the discharge of our 
duties as representatives of the people. I for one have con- 
scientiously tried to preserve the integrity of the Treasury of 
our Nation since I have been a Member of this body. It is true 
I have asked for a few appropriations for this purpose or that 
since I have been here, but, Mr. Chairman, I believe upon in- 
vestigation you will find that each and every one of them has 
been warranted by law and founded upon merit; but when you 
come to ask for the appropriation of more than a million dollars 
in a bill presented at a time when there ought to be no 
in session to appropriate anything, in my judgment, it is time 
to call a halt and say that we are going too far, just as the gen- 
tleman who introduced his exposition bill said that they were 
going too far by asking for too much money for the exposition. 
Let us call a halt, Mr. Chairman, before we bankrupt the Goy- 
ernment by enacting this species of legislation. When we shall 
have done that, in my judgment, we will have done our duty as 
representatives of those who sent us here from the several 
districts of our States, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one other proposition and I am through. 
I am told that we will be asked to pass a resolution giving each 
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Representative and Delegate an extra month’s clerk hire allow- 
ance. In fact, I have a resolution here that reads as follows: 
House resolution 92. 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House to each Member and Delegate $125 as additional clerk hire allow- 
ance on account of the extra services rendered by their clerks during the 
present extraordinary session. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think I can give my support to such 
a measure. In fact, I know I can not unless an amendment 
that I will offer is accepted by the father of the proposition 
that will so change the resolution that it will read as follows: 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House to each Member and Delegate who has actually and regularly 

ed a clerk in their employ in the city of Washington at a salary 
of $125 per month since the qoaventng. of the first session of the Sixty- 
first C other than members of their immediate families that they 
are to support under the laws of the State or Territory that 
they represent, $1 as additional clerk-hire allowance to be paid to 
thelr clerks on account of the extra services rendered by their clerks 
duing the present extraordinary session. 

If it is so amended, I will not oppose it as strenuously as I 
would if left in its original form, for I can see equity in a propo- 
sition to give the young gentlemen who serve us so faithfully 
as our secretaries an additional month’s pay to compensate 
them for the extra expenses that they have been put to during 
the extra session of Congress, but I can not see any equity in 
giving it to Members of the House who are already well paid 
for all they do. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to speak in reference 
to the tariff bill that will soon be before this branch of the Con- 
gress for final decision. We have been deliberating for four 
months in reference to the provisions of the tariff, and in a few 
days the time will come when our final action is to be taken. 
Mr. Chairman, I believe that that action should be a revision of 
the tariff downward. [Applause.}] I believe that is required 
alike by the necessities of business, by the demands of the peo- < 
ple, by the platform of the Republican party, and by the prom- 
ises of a Republican President. The bill that passed the House, 
the “ Payne bill,” as it was called, was in my judgment a fair 
bill, a fair response to the demands of the people for tariff re- 
vision. None of us were entirely satisfied with it. Many items 
that were reduced might well have been reduced more. Some 
items that were increased might, as it seems to me, have been 
well altogether omitted, but for all that the bill on the whole 
was a fair response to the demands made by the American 
business man and the consumer. 

Especially, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, was the bill en- 
titled to our approval, because it recognized the principle that 
more and more must be of importance in the development of 
American manufactures the desirability of furnishing to the 
manufacturer raw material at the lowest possible price. It is 
impossible that the growing manufactures of the United States 
should find a sufficient market for their wares in this country, 
whether its population be 80,000,000 or 90,000,000 or 150,- 
000,000. If we are to be, as we should be, the great manu- 
facturing country of the world, then it is absolutely required 
that we find a market for our goods, not only in the markets 
of this land, but in the markets of every land; and if we are to 
compete in foreign markets with manufacturers of Germany and 
manufacturers of England, then, so far as is possible, we must 
compete with them on equal terms, and equal terms necessarily 
means the purchase of raw material at equal prices. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; but I have very little time. 

Mr. HARDY. Can the gentleman give any reason why the 
American manufacturer can possibly compete with the for- 
eigner in the foreign market and can not compete with him in 
the home market without protection? 

Mr. PERKINS. Perhaps not. That depends on many cir- 
cumstances. Legislation of this sort will help him to compete 
with the foreign manufacturer in the foreign markets and all 
markets, and that is why I believe in it. 

If we do not have a sufficient market for our manufactures 
‘in foreign lands, seasons of overproduction, of commercial de- 
pression, of panic, and failure are as certain to come as the sun 
to rise. The importance of free raw materials is well recog- 
nized in the Payne bill. It gave us free coal, free iron ore, free 
hides, and reduced, though unfortunately it did not entirely 
abolish, the duty on lumber. 

There is additional wisdom in such a policy. The supply of 
our natural resources, great as it is, is necessarily limited. 
Our supply of timber has already been greatly diminished. Our 
supply of coal and iron is steadily diminishing. It is certainly 
the part of wisdom to obtain these resources, so far as we can 
on favorable terms, from foreign lands. A ton of coal or iron 
ore that is not mined this year remains a part of our national 
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wealth, which will be used in some future year, when in all 
human probability its value will be still further enhanced. So 
it seems to me the Payne bill was, on the whole, a good bill, 
and I think it received the commendation of the public. The 
bill then passed to the Senate, and then for the first time we 
heard it suggested that a revision of the tariff might mean a 
revision upward. 

‘Mr. Chairman when anyone talks about there being any de- 
mand for a revision of the tariff upward, that is contrary to the 
knowledge of every man within the hearing of my voice. There 
has been a demand for a revision downward so strong that at 
last this Congress, that was by no means eager for the job, un- 
dertook it, not because we wanted to but because we felt that 
we must, in response to the demands of our constituents. 

The Dingley tariff as it stands has an average rate of duty of 
43 per cent. It is, I believe, the highest tariff to be found in 
any commercial nation in this world. On many articles the 
duties imposed are prohibitive, and importations have been lit- 
tle or nothing for many years. To say that there could be a 
well-founded demand for a revision of that tariff upward, 
when it is on an average of almost 45 per cent—the highest in 
the world—seems to me an absurdity. More than that, if such 
a demand could be well founded, then it seems to me that 
would amount to a concession of the failure of the system of 
protection for which we stand. What is the fundamental prin- 
ciple; what is the motto that we have heard, and heard, I doubt 
not, justly, from thousands of the advocates of a protective 
tariff? It is this: It enables a people, laboring under disadvan- 
tages in the manufacture of certain articles in comparison with 
other nations, to protect themselves from competition until the 
manufacture can be established among themselves on a firm 
basis. When, by reason of lack of capital, or lack of competent 
workmen, we must ask temporary protection against other 
nations, then the tariff is protective, in order, to some extent, 
to keep out the established manufactures of Europe, that the 
manufactures of this country may have an opportunity to 
become established. 

Have we not heard time after time that the result must be, 
and certainly, Mr. Chairman, the result should be, that when 
the infant industry was given .a chance, when it was protected 
against foreign competition for a while, so that it might estab- 
lish itself, the industry which, left unprotected, might never 
become an industry at all, would finally be able, as the result of 
years of protection, to make the goods on which it received the 
benefits of protection just as cheaply as they had been made in 
foreign lands; and so the result would be that the infant in- 
dustry would become an established industry and that the goods 
would be sold to the consumer at home as cheaply as they had 
been sold before from abroad? If this is not so, if the infant 
industry never becomes an established industry, if for all time 
it will cost us a dollar and a half to make an article which we 
ean buy for a dollar, then manifestly the chief argument for a 
protective duty fails, and our capital should be turned in some 
other direction. If an industry which has been protected for 
many years by a duty of 45 per cent at the end of that time is 
compelled to ask for still further increase, there is something 
wrong with the business, or the manufacturer is demanding a 
larger profit than he has a right to ask. It is to be feared that 
the Jatter is often the case; that the increases which were made 
in the tariff bill as it passed the Senate were not necessary in 
order that dividends on capital should be continued, but were 
due to an active desire that dividends might be unconscionably 
increased. 

So, Mr. Chairman, if the result of ten years.of the Dingley 
tariff, at 43 per cent protection, had been that more protection 
was still needed, then surely that would be a sad and lamentable 
confession that the theory has not worked as it should. It 
seems to me that the result of any properly conducted system 
of protection should be that at the end of a period of years the 
industries having enjoyed the benefit of it should need less, 
instead of more, protection, and if they still require more in- 
stead of less, in the minds of some of us it raises a doubt as 
to the wisdom of the policy that has been pursued. 

Mr. GAINES. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; if the gentleman will be quick. 

Mr. GAINES. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he bases 
his advocacy of the adoption of protection solely on the idea 
of protection to infant industries? 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, not wholly; that is one of the things, 
that is one thing to be considered. 

Mr. GAINES. Then, when the industry ceases to be what 
might properly be held an infant industry would he withdraw 
his protection? 

Mr. PERKINS. No; but when i see them protected at 45 
per cent against foreign competitors for a period of ten years, 
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and then ask 60 per cent, I should want to cross-examine the 
witnesses. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BATES. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. BATES. In the gentleman’s computation, what differ- 
ence does it make whether that industry is an infant industry 
or a giant industry, when one takes into consideration the wage 
scale paid in this country and where the wages are much less 
than in this country? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, Mr. Chairman; surely it makes a differ- 
ence; but I must decline to answer further questions, because 
I have only a few minutes. I merely want to suggest this thing 
to my friend from Pennsylvania: Our halls have been thronged 
for the last three months by men who have been before the 
various committees. They have asked an increase of the duties 
they received, as they say, that they may be able to pay to 
their workingmen the same wages they receive or higher wages. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I am of so distrustful a disposition that I 
do not feel convinced of the extraordinary degree of self- 
sacrifice or the exuberant altruism manifested by representa- 
tives of manufacturers, who have for three months thronged 
the lobbies of Congress that they might increase, not the divi- 
dends of the employers, but the wages of the employed. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] My observation has been that 
the representatives of great manufacturers pay employees what 
they are compelled to pay in the competition in the market. If 
any insist upon taking out of the coffers of the corporations 
money they are not obliged to and paying it to their em- 
ployees, I have not been so fortunate as to make their acquaint- 
ance. 

Let me call attention te another thing. We protect many 
industries against the pauper wages of Germany. Well, now, 
Germany is a great protection country. It has high-protective 
duties. If the employers of Germany had used the profits accru- 
ing from protection to increase wages in Germany, there would 
be no pauper employees there. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] I am inclined to think, Mr. Chairman, that in Germany 
the profit that may result from these duties does not always 
reach the employee. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It is 
barely possible that the same thing may be true of the American 
manufacturers. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say something more in the few mo- 
ments I have left in reference to the changes made by the 
Senate. As I said before, I think the Payne bill, on the whole, 
gave fair satisfaction to the country. The bill as it passed the 
Senate, so far as my observation goes, has met with universal 
condemnation. If there is any voice of approval, except from 
those who feel they have in some way received some benefit, it 
has not yet reached the public ear. And yet, Mr. Chairman, let 
me say one word of explanation. When I was considering this 
matter it struck me I could say that the Senate changes had 
been received with universal condemnation. 

It was therefore, Mr. Chairman, with pleasure, as leading 
me to modify that statement, that I read in the morning paper 
that the president of the United States Steel Company had 
expressed his entire satisfaction with the bil! as it came from 
the Senate. I read yesterday that Mr. Weyerhaeuser, who, I 
believe, is the largest owner of timber lands in all the world 
and one of the richest men in the world, had, if I read his 
views correctly, also expressed a certain degree of satisfaction 
with the Senate bill. I do not know why he should not. I 
doubt not, when I think of the change that has been made in 
the duty on hides, that the president of the Armour Company, 
at Chicago, feels, whether or not he expresses it, an equal de- 
gree of satisfaction with the changes made in the Senate. 

Mr. KEIFER. He says he is opposed to it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is he, indeed? I would like to talk with 
him in private about it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Representative of his district here is 
opposed to it. 

Mr. PERKINS. He says he is opposed to it, though he has 
packing houses in his district. 

The Senate has entirely overthrown the beneficial measures 
of the Payne bill, which sought to lower the rates on-raw mate- 
rial. The duty on hides is restored, to the manifest benefit of 
the great slaughtering companies and to the manifest detriment 
of every manufacturer of boots and shoes and leather goods. 
It struck out the reciprocity provision that could have given 
us free coal. This certainly can not help the man who has to 
buy coal, that his house may be warmed and his kettle may 
boil. The duty on lumber has been increased. 

The timber of the land is owned by few and is used by all. 
Such a change can not be in the interest of the great mass of 
American consumers. The duty on iron ore has been increased, 
a change which will be beneficial neither to consumer nor to 
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most manufacturers. The prices of certain classes of cloths 
have already been advanced, in answer to the promise which 
manufacturers must find in the amended schedules of the Sen- 


ate. A higher price for the clothes he wears will add neither 
to the comfort nor to the contentment of the American working- 
man and the American consumer. There has been a demand 
for a speedy settlement of the tariff question in the interest of 
business, In response to this demand three months have been 
occupied in talking about the changes made im the bill, and it 
is to be feared that if they should now be adopted they would 
not insure a cessation of the demand for tariff change. It is 
important that:a bill should be passed as speedily as may be, 
but it is still mere important that one should be passed that 
will satisfy the reasonable requests of the country. 

I wish to make brief comment on a few other changes made 
by the Senate amendments. The changes that have been made 
are doubtless in response to statements that they were required 
because present conditions were not sufficiently favorable. The 
cynical mind ean not always place the fullest confidence in such 
statements. The duty on automobiles, for instance, was 45 per 
cent, and it was stated by many manufacturers that this was 
not sufficient and that they must have further protection. The 
value of the automobiles manufactured in this country bas grown 
within a few years from a very few millions until, I think, the 
‘output now is as much as a hundred millions a year. The 
amount of capital invested in this industry has been constantly 
increasing. I have a high regard for the sagacity of the Ameri- 
ean busmess man. It would be a sad reflection om his intelli- 
gence if he continued for years to invest an increasing capital 
in a losing business; hence I am not convinced that the increase 
in the duty on automobiles to 50 per cent was necessary to save 
a languishing industry. 

The same may be said in reference to the changes made in 
the cotton and woolen schedules. It is stoutly asserted that 
these changes are not increases. I trust that this may be found 
so, but I am sorry to say that I do not feel entirely confident. 
The manufacturers in whose interests these changes have been 
made, and by whom in many cases the form of the change has 
been dictated, have not been spending their time in Washington 
merely for amusement. 

The poet tells us of fiends “that keep the word of promise 
to our ear, and break it to our hope.” I trust the American 
people may not find, in reference to the changes made in the 
tariff schedules, that the word of promise has been broken to 
their hope. 

I have recefved a protest from the clothing manufacturers in 
my own district against the woolen schedule as it passed the 
Senate. The output of the various concerns protesting is 
$22,000,000, and the clothing they make is sold all over the land. 
They say that the changes made by the Senate in the woolen 
schedule, as compared with the Payne bill, will cause a large 
increase in the cost of clothing. Certainly there is no reason 
to doubt their word. They know their business, and they know 
whether changes such as are proposed will increase the cost of 
clothing. If it is said that these changes are intended to restore 
the Dingley rates, the answer is plain: The Payne bill made 
some improvement in the Dingley rates. The eclothiers of the 
eountry, whose sales amount to six hundred millions, insist that 
the changes made by the Senate will increase the price of the 
elothes they sell by a large percentage. Let us reduce their esti- 
mates. Let us say that the changes made by the Senate bill will 
increase the cost of the clothing made in Rochester by only 5 
per cent. On an output of over twenty millions there would be 
an increase of over $1,000,000 in the cost of goods; certainly as 
much as $1,000,000 will be added to the selling price, and that 
will be paid by consumers all over the land. The clothing manu- 
factured im one city alone will cost those who buy it a million 
dollars more than it otherwise would. This million dollars 
will go to the manufacturers of woolen goods as a result of 
the changes made in the Senate schedules. We can be certain 
that not one dollar of this million will go to the employees of 
those concerns, and that every dollar will go to increasing profits 
that are already exceedingly large. If that is the case with the 
output of one city, what will be the increase when we consider 
the entire volume of clothing that each year is purchased by the 
eonsumers of the land? 

The woolen schedule is doubtless one of the worst in the tariff, 
and the amendments made by the Senate have checked the pos- 
sibility of some slight improvement in its pernicious provisions. 
The duties om wool and woolen goods are now in such shape that 
some of the woolen manufacturers are protected out of exist- 
ence, while the manufacturers of worsted goods prosper beyond 
the dreams of avarice. An exceedingly high duty on wool has 
not resulted in such an increase of the sheep of the country 
that the domestic supply furnishes the needs of the manufae- 





turers. Indeed, notwithstanding an exorbitant protection, there 
are sheep im proportion to the population than there were 
twenty years ago. Increase in the cost of woolen goods has re- 
sulted in a deterioration of the clothes which we have to wear. 
We get a poorer article for a higher price; there is more shoddy 
put im the goods; there is less warmth; there is less durability. 
A large proportion of the manufacturers themselves protest 
against this schedule. The consumer apparently has few friends, 
but the voice of protest from the manufacturer ought to be 
listened to, even in the Senate. 

Those who deal in cotton cloths declare that the duties, which 
were already high, have been revised upward by the action of 
the Senate on an average of 27 per cent. This statement has 
also been denied, but it is impossible to read the analysis that 
is furnished by the dealers without being convineed of its 
truth. 

In certain classes of laces and embroideries, and especially 
those of the chenper grade, the schedules have been so changed 
in the Senate that the duties upon them will range from 70 to 
150 per cent. Such a rate of duty on any article In common 
use in our country seems to me a monstrous one. I have no 
time for further discussion of these items, though such a diseus- 
sion would certainly possess interest. 

I wish to say this one word im closing: The Payne bill was 
passed by the House of Representatives of the United States 
of America. We exercised the power given us by the Consti- 
tution, that a revenue bill should originate in the House of 
Representatives, elected directly by the people. There is no 
consfftutional country in the world, there is no parliamentary 
country in the world, where a bill affecting the tariff, a bill 
raising revenue by tariff, is not disposed of, is not finally 
settled, in accordance with the judgment of those who are 
chosen directly by the electors of the land. 

Mr. Chairman, I do hope that at this time the House of 
Representatives will not surrender the right which the Constitu- 
tion gives us; that we will not neglect the interests of the 
people by whom we have been chosen; that we will not yield our 
judgment to the judgment of any other man or any other body. 
If, Mr. Chairman, we at this time stand firm and imsist on the 
adoption in substance of the bill which passed the House of 
Representatives, we shall have done much to restore the power 
of this House, which has been so often doubted, and we shall 
have secured the interests of the people, which have been so 
often neglected. [Applause.{ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate having ex- 
pired, the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

EXECUTIVE. 

For traveling expenses of the President of the United States, to 
continue available during the fiscal year 1910, and to be expended in 
his discretion and accounted for on his certificate solely, $25,000. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
the paragraph just read. There is no existing law justifying 
it, in my judgment, and it ought not to be carried in a regular 
appropriation bill. ° 

Mr. TAWNEY. I did not hear what the point of order was 
based upon. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The point was made that it was not au- 
thorized by existing law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I wish simply to call to the attention of the 
Chair the act approved June 23, 1906, which authorizes the pay- 
ment of the traveling expenses of the President of the United 
States. The act was passed in the first session of the Fifty- 
ninth Congress under a suspension of the rules and by the aid 
of Democratic votes. It required a two-thirds vote to pass the 
bill, and the vote was 176 to 66. The act reads: 

That hereafter there may be expended for and on account of the 
traveling expenses of the President of the United States such sums as 

gress may from time to time appropriate, not exceeding $25,000 per 
annum, such sums when appropriated to be expended in the discretion 
of the President and accounted for on his certificate solely. There is 
sppetesieiol tur Ue panpanen camiariiod Wp this ant’ a toe Seca tenn 
1907 tne oa of $25,400. ¥ S act, for e© DScai year 

The traveling expenses of the President were therefore clearly 
authorized by this act, and this is an appropriation for the pur- 
pose of meeting those expenditures, if amy, that may be incurred 
under the authority of this act. 

Mr. MACON. May I ask the gentleman, before he takes his 
seat, if that appropriation was not simply a provision carried 
in a regular appropriation bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was not. It was a separate act, presented 
by myself, and passed under suspension of the rules. It was 
not a part of any appropriation bill. 

Mr. MACON. What does the gentleman read from? That 
which he is reading from looks like an appropriation bill from 
here. 





TA WNEY. 
MACON, 


Mr. 

Mr. 
small act. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is a reprint of the law in the bill from 
which the bill now under consideration was prepared. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It can be found in the Thirty-fourth United 
States Statutes at Large, page 454. 

Mr. MACON. It is part of the existing law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is the existing law. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, as far as I am concerned, I 
have never yet undertaken to overturn the rules of the House, 
and this appropriation seems to be based upon an existing law. 
If it is, I had lost sight of the fact when I made the point of 
order. Of course I would not ask anyene to violate the rules 
of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
act of Congress. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say for the information of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas that the gentleman will probably re- 
member that on June 20, 1906, he voted against the passage 
of that act. 

Mr. MACON. I am sure I did that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And some 18 of his colleagues. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention, in 
support of the point of order, to the very peculiar verbiage of 
this statute. It is not a law creating any charge upon the 
Treasury or declaring that in future the traveling expenses of 
the President shall be paid. As I read the act, the only con- 
crete legislation in it is the appropriation of $25,000. The first 
section of it is purely a recital of the powers of Congress, and a 
correct recital of those powers, and of the powers of the execu- 
tive department of the Government after Congress has acted. 
Let us read and analyze it. 

That hereafter there may be expended for and on account of the 
traveling expenses of the President of the United States such sums as 
Congress may from time to time appropriate. 

That was always the law. That would be the law if this act 
had never been passed. Does it require a positive enactment to 
say that the executive department of the Government may 
expend money which from time to time Congress shall appro- 
priate for specific purposes? I take it that no gentleman will 
dispute the proposition that without this act, if Congress appro- 
priates the $25,000 or any other sum for the traveling expenses 
of the President or for any other purpose, the officers of the 
Government will be authorized to expend it for that purpose 
without this act or any other act save the appropriation itself. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to 
say that this law is invoked to obviate that provision of the 
rules that there shall be no appropriation on a general appro- 
priation bill not authorized by existing law. 

Mr. BOWERS. I am coming to that. If this section of the 
act, it seems to me, is nothing in the world but an idle utterance 
of what the law is, and what every man within the sound of 
my voice knows is the law, then it could have no effect. It cer- 
tainly can not be used as a basis to provide for legislating on 
an appropriation bill;.there is no law here creating any charge 
or any law requiring that hereafter the traveling expenses of 
the President to a given sum, or any sum, shall be paid. It is 
a statement that Congress may legislate, and Congress may leg- 
islate without the permission of any preceding session. The 
Sixty-first Congress may legislate or not, as it sees fit, regard- 
less of the action of any previous session. As I said before, 
the only concrete legislation in the act is the appropriation of 

25,000. 
, Mr. TAWNEY. I understood the gentleman from Arkansas 
to withdraw his point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BOWERS. I renew it, then. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, we are all familiar with the 
rule of this House which prevents the insertion in an appro- 
priation bill of any item providing for the expenditure of money 
without previous authority of law. The rule is that— 

No appropriation shall be reported in any appropriation bill or be in 


order as an amendment thereto for any expenditures not previously 
authorized by law. 


Until this act of 1906 was passed anyone might have made 
the point of order which was made against this appropriation, 
that there was no authority of law for this expenditure, and it 
would have been the duty of the Chair to sustain it. Now, this 
act of 1906 clearly authorizes that expenditure. It was passed 
for that very purpose. It is not customary for the House of 
Representatives and the Senate solemnly to deliberate upon and 
pass and for the President to approve a bill for a mere idle 
purpose, as the gentleman from Mississippi suggests. This act 
of 1906 was passed for the express purpose of conferring upon 
the President the authority necessary for the payment of such 


I read the act. 
It looks like a mighty large bill for such a 


It is not a rule of the House; it is an 
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traveling expenses as Congress may from time to time appro- 
priate for, not exceeding $25,000 in any one year, 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. LONGWORTH Was there ever an appropriation up to 
the passage of this act to pay the traveling expenses of the 
President? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not think there ever was; and I am 
certain that if a proposition of that kind had ever been offered 
it would have been subject to the point of order before the act 
of 1906 was passed. But that act affords the necessary preced- 
ent authority of law. It brings this proposed appropriation 
clearly within the rule, and requires the overruling of the point 
of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
permit me, I will say that the origin of this act was this: In 
the sundry civil bill at the first session of the Fifty-ninth Con- 
gress a provision was reported. appropriating $25,000 for the 
traveling expenses of the President. On a point of order being 
made by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Williams] the 
Chair sustained the point and the provision went out of the 
bill. Thereupon the then occupant of the Chair prepared this 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
reported to the House, and passed under suspension of the rules 
as an independent proposition. That is the history of it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Minnesota a question. What is there in that rigmarole 
of words that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Bowers] 
read which makes it obligatory upon Congress to make this 
appropriation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Nothing more than in any other “ rigmarole 
of words,” quoting from the gentleman from Missouri, in any 
law authorizing an appropriation to be made. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If you wanted the appropriatien 
made, why did not you say that Congress “ shall ” appropriate? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I was not responsible—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You said you introduced the bill. 

Mr. TAWNBY. Congress has to pass upon the question 
whether the appropriations shall or shall not be made. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If you had said in this act that 
Congress “shall” appropriate, then there would not have been 
any question about it; but when you say that Congress “ may,” 
you “may” do a thousand things. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Can one Congress bind another as to the 
matter of appropriating money for any specific object? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If you pass a general statute. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; you can not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The next Congress is bound by 
that act until it is repealed. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That may be, but we do not need to appro- 
priate the money if we do not see fit to do so. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is the reason that you did 
not use the same language in that that you do in ordinary 
statutes? 

Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CrarK] 
is right) to this extent, that the act of 1906 does not compel 
this appropriation. It authorizes the expenditure of such 
money as Congress may from time to time appropriate. It re- 
quires an appropriating act each year, which may be given or 
withheld by Congress. It is on all fours with the act of Con- 
gress providing that the heads of the several departments of 
the Federal Government may from time to time employ such 
number of clerks of the various classes as Congress may from 
time to time appropriate for, a provision which you will find 
has been ruled upon over and over again and held to authorize 
an annually increasing number of clerks for each one of those 
departments. This act of 1906 was passed for the plain pur- 
pose of authorizing an expenditure for the traveling expenses 
of the President, thus forming the basis for annual appropria- 
tions. The only necessity for it was that we have a rule which 
prohibits the insertion of such an item in a general appropria- 
tion bill without previous authority of law for the expenditure, 
The act clearly furnishes that authority; it brings this appro- 
priation distinctly within the rule, The question before you, 
Mr. Chairman, and which you are to decide, is not whether this 
is a wise expenditure, not whether we should appropriate this 
money, but whether we have under the rule the authority to 
appropriate it if the majority shall determine so to do. The 
point of order is that it is in violation of the rule to which I 
have referred requiring previous authority of law for the ex- 
penditure before the item can be in order in a general a 
priation bill. The act of 1906 contains very explicit authority, 
for the expenditure, and therefore the appropriation for travel- 
ing expenses is clearly not subject to the point of order. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the argument made by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Bowers] is that Congress did 
something that was wholly unnecessary when it passed the 
law to which he refers. Of course if Congress makes an ap- 
propriation, whether it is already authorized by law or not, 


that becomes the law. It does not require previous law to give 
it effect. But Congress passed a law providing that this money 
should be available when appropriated by Congress. That fol- 
lowed a precedent that has gone all through the acts of Con- 
gress creating the different departments of the Governmert. 
The last department of the Government created was the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, and the law providing for that 
contained this provision : 

That there shall be in said department an _ assistant secretary of 


commerce and labor, to be appointed by the President, to receive a 
salary of $5,000 a year— ‘ 


And so forth— 


There shall also be one chief clerk and a disbursing clerk and such 
other clerical assistants as may from time to time authorized by 
Congress. 

That does not confer upon or take away the power of Con- 
gress to authorize assistants, because if Congress at any time 
should by law appropriate for additional assistants in the 
departments, the assistants would be then authorized by law. 
But this is authority to Congress upon which to base an ap- 
propriation bill and expressly put in the statute for the pur- 
pose of authorizing the Committee on Appropriations, under 
the rules of the House, to include an item covering the addi- 
tional assistants in that department, just as this law was ex- 
pressly passed for the purpose of making it in order upon an 
appropriation bill to provide an appropriation for the traveling 
expenses of the President. 

The argument of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Bowers] is that Congress is engaged in doing something of no 
value, of no use, of no effect, and while that argument is fre- 
quently made from that side of the Chamber, we can not accede 
to it on this side of the House. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Is not the practical effect of the act 
merely to authorize the majority of the House, if it sees fit, to 
appropriate $25.000 for the traveling expenses of the President, 
whereas if the act was not in existence it would take unanimous 
consent to do so? 

Mr. MANN. No; I think there are ways that the majority of 
the House has to transact any business it wishes to; but it 
authorizes the reporting of the item in an appropriation bill 
from an appropriation committee, and authorizes under the 
rules and the decision of the Speaker of keeping in this bill not 
reported from the committee an item like that, because there is 
authority of law for the expenditure, and therefore authority 
for the appropriation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the gentleman will allow an 
interruption, I would like to ask him what he read out of that 
book for; what was the purpose of his reading the excerpt? 

Mr. MANN. I will endeavor to explain it to the gentleman 
from Missouri, if I may. The argument is that the law in rela- 
tion to traveling expenses confers no additional authority upon 
Congress; that we can make the appropriation, if we choose, 
anyhow for traveling expenses, which is true, and that therefore 
the law adds nothing to the authority of Congress. But I say, 
and I quote this precedent, that it has been the practice of Con- 
gress for years to provide that there may be such and such 
expenditures of Government when authorized by Congress. 
Now, of course, these expenditures can be made any time when 
authorized by Congress, regardless of any previous law on the 
subject. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I did not have any trouble in un- 
derstanding what the gentleman said, but he read out of this 
book and then put the book down and never referred to it at 
all afterwards for the purpose of bolstering up his opinion, and 
the governing word in the extract that he read was “ shall.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘The word “ may.” 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The word “shall.” 

Mr. MANN. After all, the words “shall” and “may” make 
no difference whatever?. “ Such clerical assistance as Congress 
shall hereafter provide” is a little better language, I will ad- 
mit, than “may heresfter provide for,” but they both mean the 
same thing, as far as legislation is concerned. Either one con- 
fers the authority to do the act, and that is all that this point 
of order involves. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat surprised to 
find that anyone on the other side of the Chamber holds the view 
that the majority of the House needs specific legislative au- 
thority to legislate. In view of the method that has obtained 
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from time to time when the emergency arises, I thought that the 
Committee on Rules was all sufficient for that purpose without 
any legislative enactment. Now, the gravamen of the argument 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Otmstep] is this: The statute under 
consideration does not vary the law as it existed before its 
passage, but it varies the rules of the House. That seems to 
me to be rather a remarkable proposition. It is admitted that 
not one iota has been added to the substantive law of the land 
by the enactment of the first clause of this act, but it is con- 
tended that while the law has not been changed, the rules have 
been changed by the act. 

Mr. OLMSTED. No; the act complies with the rule. 

Mr. BOWERS. The act was made to comply with the rule? 

Mr. OLMSTED. So the appropriation is in conformity with 
the rule. 

Mr. BOWERS. I was under the impression that the rules 
were made to conform to the law. Mr. Chairman, it seems to 
me that a perfectly safe way to determine the validity of this 
point of order is this: Prior to the enactment of this statute it 
is conceded that this provision would be subject to a point of 
order in an appropriation bill, and that is where it now is, in an 
appropriation bill. Now, what change has been made in the 
law? Where has the law been altered by this act? 

By mere declaration, a general recital of the powers of Con- 
gress? Manifestly not. Twist it and turn it, and call it by 
whatever term you please, the first part of this act is nothing 
in the world but a recital of the well-known powers of Congress. 
It makes no law. Now I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to call the gentleman’s attention to 
this language and to ask him if it is not a fact that prior to the 
enactment of this law there was no authority to pay the travel- 
ing expenses of the President? 

Mr. BOWERS. No; but Congress had a right 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, I will ask the gentleman to answer the 
question. 

Mr. BOWERS. Certainly not; but Congress always had a 
right to pay the traveling expenses or anything else that it 
desired, in the proper way, to pay. 

Mr. TAWNEY. . Yes; we had a right to appropriate for the 
payment of the traveling expenses of the President. 

Mr. BOWERS. And this is a mere recital of that right, and 
nothing more. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But there was no law that authorized the 
expenditure, and therefore under the rules of the House there 
was no way whereby the appropriation could be made to meet 
the payment of these expenditures. The first line of this law 
is that “ hereafter there may be expended for and on account of 
the traveling expenses of the President of the United States ” 

Mr. BOWERS. “Such sums as Congress may appropriate.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is not that authority, then, for the appro- 
priation ? 

Mr. BOWERS. 








No; not on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, if that is not authority, I do not know 
what is. [Cries of “Rule!” “Rule!”] 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to a 
document that seems to have been overlooked in this discus- 
sion, so far as it has progressed, and in order that gentlemen 
on the other side who are crying now for a ruling may know 
what I am reading from, I desire to state to them that I am 
reading from the Constitution of the United States. I am just 
old-fashioned enough to believe that the Constitution of the 
United States, even at the present time and in this era of Re- 
publican supremacy and ascendancy, ought to receive some at- 
tention. It reads: 

The President shall, at stated times, receive for his services a com- 
pensation, which shall neither be increased nor diminished during the 
period for which he shall have been elected, and he shall not receive 
within that period any other emolument from the United States, or any 
of them. 

I take it, Mr. Chairman, that this question ought to hinge, 
in view of this section of the Constitution, upon what is meant by 
the term “emolument.” It is the broadest kind of a term. It 
covers all kinds of perquisites, all sorts of fees, all advantage that 
may come to the President of the United States by virtue of his 
office. The mileage of Members of the House has been held to be 
an emolument repeatedly, and the extra session mileage in the 
Fifty-eighth Congress was only defeated upon the theory that 
there was no interval between the first and the second sessions 
of the Fifty-eighth Congress. There is a long unbroken line of 
decisions holding that mileage is an emolument, is a part of the 
compensation of a Member of Congress. 

I understand that it is proposed to appropriate $25,000 in 
order to enable the President during the next fiscal year to 
travel. For what purpose? Does any exigency of government 
This is his official 


demand that he shall leave this capital? 
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home. ‘We provide for him here a residence and offices in 
which to do business. There is no exigency of government call- 
ing him to different States. If he takes advantage of this pro- 
vision, if it passes, we simply provide for pleasure trips for the 
President of the United States. There is no part of his duty 
that he can not discharge here in this city. It is not necessary 
to go to the Pacifie coast or anywhere else to discharge any 
of his duties. Now I want to read from another book 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of 
order that the gentleman from Illinois is not discussing the 
point of order. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I am discussing the point of 
order in connection with the Constitution of the United States. 
Now, I want to read from another authority—from Webster’s 
Dictionary—in order to find out what is embraced within the 
term “ emolument.” 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I again rise to a point of 
order that the gentleman from Illinois is not discussing the 
point of order. The point of order involved is simply whether 
this appropriation is authorized by existing law, and that law 
is in the statute book as quoted by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. OLMSTED.] 

Mr. RAINEY. If the law is unconstitutional, there is no ex- 
isting law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is hearing this argument for 
the purpose of reaching a conclusion as to the warrant for the 
House making this appropriation. The gentleman from Llinois 
[Mr. RAInrey] appears to be arguing upon the policy of the ap- 
propriation and of its being a valid one under the Constitution 
of the United States. The argument does not seem to relate to 
the point of order upon which the Chair is compelled to rule, 
and the Chair will request the gentleman to confine himself 
strictly to the point of order. 

Mr. RAINEY. I think the Chair does not understand my 
position. I do not care to argue it further, but the position 
I take is that the emoluments of the President of the United 
States can not be inereased during his term of office. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RAINEY. If this is an emolument, then it is something 
that we can not now increase. Yes; I will yield to the gentle- 
man, 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman’s argument, it seems to me, 
might have been very pertinent when the law was passed, 
but this is the law now, at the beginning of a term of ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. RAINEY. I understand this is a present attempt to 
allow $25,000 for traveling expenses after the term of the Presi- 
dent has commenced, and that it is an “emolument” under the 
definition given in Webster’s Dictionary; and if it is an “ emolu- 
ment” and if we give this now to the President after his term 
ef office commences, then we are increasing the emoluments of 
the office. 

Webster’s Dictionary gives the following definition of “ emolu- 
ment °— 


The profit arising from office; employment or labor; gain, compensa- 
tion ; advantage ; perquisites; fees or salary. 


I respectfully submit that if during the period for which the 
President has been elected we give him $25,000 for any one year, 
or for each year, as the intention evidently is, of the four years of 
his term, we are giving him another emolument. It is, however, 
insisted that in 1906 Congress passed an act which provided 
that— 

Hereafter there may be expended for and on account of the traveling 
expenses of the President of the United States such sums as Congress 
may from time to time appropriate, not exceeding $25,000 per annum, 
the sums when appropriated to be expended in the discretion of the 
President and accounted for on his certificate solely— 

This is the act referred to by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN]. 

This act does not affect in any way the position I take. If 
we now pass an act adding this emolument to the President’s 
compensation, we are violating the expressed provisions of the 
Constitution of the United States; and the act of 1906, which I 
have read, was simply an attempt to authorize Congress to do 
something the Constitution prohibits. The fact that Congress 
passed an ‘act in 1906 authorizing it in effect to violate the 
Constitution of the United States does not give it the right to 


do so. We can not in that way amend the Constitution. I} 


respectfully contend that the point of order ought to be sus- 


tained. There is no existing law authorizing this attempt to; 


increase the emoluments now of the President, and unless the 
Constitution is amended in this particular there never can be 
any existing law in the future authorizing such an appropria- 
tion as this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The simple 
question is raised whether or not the House is authorized to 
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appropriate for the traveling expenses of the President on a 
general appropriation bill. The act of June 23, 1906, must be 
presumed to have had a meaning and a purpose, and its title 
is “An act to provide for the traveling expenses of the President 
of the United States.” The language which follows shows that 
it was not intended to make provision for a single year at all. 
It expressly refers to “ such sum as Congress may from time to 
time appropriate, not exceeding $25,000 per annum,” and then 
makes provision for an accounting; and while this language is 
not, perhaps, as apt as might be desired, yet its intent and pur- 
pose, it seems to the Chair, can not be mistaken, which seems 
to provide that, within a limit of $25,000 per annum, the travel- 
ing expenses ofthe President of the United States should be 
such sum as was appropriated. The Chair, accordingly, over- 
rules the point of order. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, I mevye to strike out the 
clause just read, to wit, lines 9, 10, and 11 on the first page and 
lines 1 and 2 on the second page. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pages 1 and 2: Strike out lines 9, 10 and 11 on page 1 and lines 1 
and 2 on page 2. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, the statute which it is claimed 
is authority for carrying this appropriation on this bill can 
not certainly be construed as being im any sense mandatory. 
It is not even persuasive. The most that can be claimed for 
it, Mr. Chairman, is that it authorizes legislation in this way 
and on an appropriation bill instead of by a separate act. 
In considering the question as to whether the Congress at this 
time ought to make this appropriation, it will be imteresting 
and perhaps instructive to review the circumstances attendant 
upon the passage of the increase of the President's salary. At 
the time the proposition was made to increase the salary of the 
President from $50,000 to $100,000 it was bitterly opposed on 
this side of the House and was defeated. It was shown in the 
debate at that time that in addition to the $50,000 salary 
$25,000 had been assigned for his traveling expenses, and 
something over $360,000 was appropriated annually for the 
maintenance of the establishment at the White House. After 
the proposition to increase the salary to $100,000 had been 
defeated, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Watson] moved to 
strike out $100,000 and insert $75,000, and that motion pre- 
vailed. In order that the committee may thoroughly under- 
stand the way in which the matter came up, we should remem- 
ber that the provisions as to the President’s salary and travel- 
ing expenses came to the House in several different amendments. 
Amendment numbered 60 provided for an increase in the Presi- 
dent’s salary; amendment numbered 61 purported to make this 
increase in lieu of, or to absorb the item of traveling expenses. 
After the increase to $75,000 had been adopted, the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UnbDrerwoop] interrogated Mr. Watson on 
the subject, and the following colloquy ensued: 

Mr. UnpErwoop. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana a question in reference to his pr tion, so | may under- 
stand it. I want to understand whether, if the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana is adopted, it fixes the salary ef the President at 


$75,000 and does ane entirely with traveling expenses. 
ms Watson. That is my understanding of the effect of this propo- 
sition. 

Mr. MANN. Well, that would not be the effect of the proposition. 

Mr. Watson. I am not answering according to the understanding of 
the gentleman from Illinois, but from the understanding of “ the gentle- 
man from Indiana,” who was answering the question. 

The Sreaker. Without objection, the Clerk will again report the 
amendment as it is p the gentleman in the motion that he 
has made. [After a pause.] Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ Page 37, line 14, after the word ‘ dollars,’ insert : 

“* This sum to include al tion onpaneme now otherwise pro- 
vided for by law, and after the of March, 1909, the compensation of 
the President of the United States shall be $75,000 per annum.’ ” 

Mr. MANN. Now, will the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brne- 
HAM] = for a question? 

Mr. BincHam. Certain 


ly. 
Mr. Mann. Was it the intention, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
understands, to limit the en and traveling expenses of the 
President hereafter to $75 


Mr. BinenaM. I was not acquainted with the detail of the proposition 


* Sy Swe amendment. It is for him to state, and he can 
state it. 

Mr. MANN. The only amendment the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Watson offers is to uce the amount from $100,600 to ; 

Mr. GinteTtT. I will state to the gentleman that that was the under- 
standing in the conference. 

Mr. Mann. Then I call the attention of the gentleman to the fact 
that, so far as the transportation expenses are concerned, this amend- 
ment only relates to the ensuing fiscal year, and leaves the law pro- 

for $25,000 a year for travelin SS the first of the 
next pee still a law, and, with the t’s obey st $75,000 
makes a total of $100,000.’ And I ask the gentlemen whether they will 
be ——- accept an amendment providing, at the end of the amend 
ment, “t amount shall cover all ee ee now other- 
wise provided for by law,” so that $75, will cover both the 
salary and teaveling expenses ? 

Mr. Giuuerr. I think that ought to be done, I will say, Mr. Speaker. 
I think it ought to be done in order to carry out the purpose of the 
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I will say personally, how- 
ever, that I am in favor of allowing this $25,000 in addition to the 


gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Watson]. 


75.000 
" getting at the purpose of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ind . e offered no amend- 
ment except to change the amount in the Senate amendment from 
$100,000 to $75,000. Now the chairman of the committee brings in 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The House has voted down the Senate amendment. 

Mr. MANN. The House has not Yoted on the Senate amendment. 

Mr. Watson. My advice to the gentleman would be that the amend- 
ment be accepted. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to me to offer an amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. Watson]? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The House is in control now, in view of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Watson]. 


Mr. Watson. The gentleman simply yielded to me to make the 
tion. 
ee BrIncHaM. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Manx] 


Mr. MANN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana by inserting at the end of the Senate amend- 
ment this language: 

“Which amount shall cover all transportation expenses now other- 


i rovided for by law. 
W'the & tt tion, the Clerk will again read the 


The SPEAKER. Without ob), 
amendment numbered 60, as has been passed upon by the House, and 


in connection with amendment numbered 60, amendment numbered 61 
as it is proposed to be amended by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Watson. ] After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Amendment numbered 60. Page 37, line 14, strike out ‘fifty’ and 
insert ‘one hundred.’ ‘ : 

“Amendment numbered 61. Page 37, line 14, after ‘dollars’ insert: 

“* This sum to include all transportation ee now otherwise pro- 
vided for by law, and after the of March, 1909, the compensation of 
the President of the United States shall be $75,000 per annum.’ ”’ 

Mr. MANN. Now, I call the attention of the Speaker, who evidently 
had not caught the point I made, that the limitation upon the trans- 
portation expenses only applies to the next fiscal year, while the change 
of the law fixing the salary of the President says nothing about trans- 

rtation expenses. Therefore I wish to offer an amendment making 
fe perfectly clear that hereafter the President gets $75,000 a year for 
salary, including his transportation expenses. 


The gentleman from Illinois was correct in his interpretation 
of the language, as will be seen from the debate just read, 
because the limitation as to the traveling expenses, as amend- 
ment 61 was then framed, applied only to the traveling ex- 
penses for the then current fiscal year; and in order that the 
point might be made perfectly clear and all ambiguity removed, 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], with his usual care 
and accuracy, proposed the amendment, which was accepted 
by the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Watson, and adopted by 
the House, making this $75,000 include all traveling expenses in 
the future as well as for the then current year. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BOWERS. With pleasure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Bowers] has expired. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for ten minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I want to ask the gentleman if it is 
not a fact that after this motion to concur in the Senate amend- 
ments, that an amendment which explicitly provided that the 
salary as fixed should include or cover traveling expenses——- 

F Mr. BOWERS. You ask if that part of it was not receded 
rom? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
from 

Mr. BOWERS. I am coming to that. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And does not the fact that the House 
proposed to provide that the $75,000 should be in full of travel- 
ing expenses, and the Senate was still insisting upon $100,000 
a year salary, and that in conference they compromised by fix- 
ing the salary at $75,000, conclusively show that it was the 
jegal intent, at least, that the expenses should be paid in 
addition? 

Mr. BOWERS. I do not think so, because of the facts under 
which the conference report was agreed to and which sur- 
rounded it at the time. The conference report was adopted. I 
am coming to that, and I am going to state the whole history of 
the case, and state it fairly, but I want to state it chronologic- 
ally in order that it may be perfectly clear to the committee. 
Now, there was a good deal of discussion on that day. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana, Mr. Watson, rather resented the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Illinois that he did not under- 
stand the purport of the amendment, insisting that it did in- 
clude traveling expenses, and replied that he was speaking from 
a ae and not from that of the gentleman from 

nois. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Is it not a fact that when the House voted 
to recede and adopt the amount at $75,000, that the amendment 


That part of it was not receded 








by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] had not been agreed 
to? That was a subsequent amendment. 

Mr. BOWERS. No; it had not been agreed to, and for the 
reason cited a moment ago, that this amendment came in in two 
different pieces, numbered 60 and 61. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If you will examine it—— 

Mr. BOWERS. I have examined it. No. 60 deals merely with 
the amount; No. 61 dealt with the limitation, or rather with 
the proposition to absorb the traveling expenses into this lump 
sum, and of course they had to be voted upon separately; and 
if the gentleman will read the debate on that 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman has read the debate only 
recently. 

Mr. BOWERS (continuing). He will find that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Watson] stated, after they had voted on and 
adopted the $75,000 proposition, that he had made that proposi- 
tion because he intended to bring up immediately afterwards 
the second amendment, including the traveling expenses in and 
as a part of that increase. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The House by a yea-and-nay vote had car- 
ried the proposition of the President’s salary at $75,000. 

Mr. BOWERS. Yes; because they knew what was to follow. 
They had every amendment before them, and they knew that 
No. 61 was to follow No. 60, and was a part of the plan and 
really to be considered with and as a part of the increase of 
salary. On March 1 this proposition came back to the House 
again, with a suggestion that it recede from its position, but it 
declined to do so; and on the 3d of March, the day before ad- 
journment, it was in again, when it was adopted under the whip 
and spur of the necessity to finish the bill before adjournment, 
and upon pledges that the traveling expenses would be dropped 
from the sundry civil bill. Let us see what those pledges were. 

Here they are. Mr. Crark of Missouri, after a recital of the 
facts as I have detailed them to the committee, said: 

Mr. CuarRK of Missouri. Then the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN], not satisfied with that, added to that amendment as a kind of 
vermiform appendix, in the shape of an amendment which made it so 
clear that a wayfaring man, though a fool, could not misunderstand the 

roposttion, that the House was willing to give $75,000 to the Presi- 

ent, and not one cent more. That is the only way that they got that 
$75,000 proposition through this House. Well, now, I agree with the 
entleman from Georgia, that no difference what we do about this, the 
*resident will draw from this fund for traveling expenses to the ist 
ay of July. 

r. Livineston. That is right. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That much I think is certain. But back of 
this there is an item in the sundry civil bill that restores this $25,000 
of traveling expenses. 

Mr. Livineston. If the gentleman will pardon me, Mr. HALz stated 
on the floor of the Senate yesterday that that would be taken out of the 
sundry civil bill, and his statement has been confirmed to-day. 

Mr. CuarRK of Missouri. If they take it out, then there is no kick 
about this. 

Mr. Macon. None at all. 

Mr. LiIvineston. And we are authorized by the Senate conferees to 
make that statement on the floor of the House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, I serve notice on the floor of the 
House, so that all men mer Door it, that if they bring that sundry civil 
bill in here with that $25, for traveling expenses in it I will have a 


roll call on every amendment that there is, in order to defeat that bill 
in the House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will you state that the Senate did take 
it ont? 

Mr. BOWERS. The Senate did take it out, in pursuance of 
that agreement, and it was wholly left out of the sundry civil 
bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, there is no question that 
the conference report went through for two reasons only: 
First, under the spur of the fact that we were near to adjourn- 
ment and the bill had to be agreed to in some shape; and, sec- 
ond, because of the declarations made on the floor here, the 
promises made, the statements made, not challenged or dis- 
puted by anyone, by which this body was given to believe that 
$75,000 was all that would be asked for the Executive, includ- 
ing traveling expenses. Even then I voted against it, for I 
was opposed to the whole plan of increase from beginning to 
end. But, outside of this question of breach of faith, what 
reason is there for this appropriation? The statute as to travel- 
ing expenses is not mandatory even in a moral sense, and cer- 
tainly the House is justified now in taking advantage of this 
opportunity and by refusing to appropriate to impress upon this 
legislation what was its manifest will when the last executive 
appropriation bill was passed. 

That will was declared in no uncertain terms, and we should 
now take advantage of this situation and opportunity not only 
to reiterate it, but to keep expenses within proper and reason- 
able bounds. 

I was unavoidably absent at my home when this matter was 
originally considered in the House on February 24, but I was 
present on March 3, and know what the understanding in the 
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House was when the report was finally adopted without a 
roll call. 

Had I been present on February 24 I should have voted 
against every proposition of increase no matter in what guise 
or shape presented, because I believed, and still believe, that 
the salary at that time was adequate, and that there was no 
good reason either for an increase in salary or for the original 
allowance of traveling expenses. The showing made during 
that debate demonstrates to my mind that with the large sums 
appropriated annually for the support of the presidential estab- 
lishment, the White House, there was no reason to increase the 
salary and no good reason then or now for any appropriation 
for traveling expenses. 

It does not admit of doubt that but for the positive assur- 
ances that the item of traveling expenses would be omitted 
from the other appropriation bills, and the statement that the 
House conferees were authorized by the Senate conferees to 
so declare on the floor of the House, the report never would 
have been agreed to. The way the House looked at it was this: 
“As the law now stands an appropriation of $25,000 a year for 
traveling expenses is authorized. This added to the salary of 
fifty thousand, makes a total of seventy-five thousand, and it 
is immaterial whether we give the entire amount in one appro- 
priation or in two.” They believed that it was a mere trans- 
position of the item of $25,000 from traveling expenses to salary, 
and that the total demand upon the Treasury would not be 
increased. For these reasons I move to strike out the section 
that we may prevent a breach of what was understood, and 
squarely understood at the time, and defeat an unreasonable, 
unnecessary, excessive, and unwarranted appropriation. [Loud 
applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I am very heartily in favor of 
the provision of this bill which the amendment of the gentleman 
from Mississippi seeks to strike out. In the first place, I thor- 
oughly approve of presidential tours. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that the gentleman is not addressing himself to the point 
of order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The point of order has been decided. 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘Times and conditions have changed since the 
letter was written by President Jefferson, called to our attention 
by the gentleman from Illinois. I do not concur at all in the 
Jeffersonian idea that the President should hold himself aloof 
from the people and should seclude himself as a superior being. 
But there was a great deal of force at the time the letter was 
written in the observation by Mr. Jefferson that the President 
should not absent himself long from the capital. There were 
no telegraphs and no telephones then, and the mails were slow 
and uncertain, so that if the President should have removed 
even a thousand miles from the capital it might seriously have 
endangered the welfare of the Republic by reason of the fact 
that he could not easily be reached. But no such conditions 
prevail now. No matter where the President of the United 
States may be, he is in almost instantaneous touch with the cap- 
ital, and the public business can not possibly suffer by reason of 
his absence. 

Furthermore, I believe that the people approve of these presi- 
dential tours. The President leaves the capital, not upon his 
own initiative, but at the solicitation of the people. I think 
that no President would willingly subject himself to the fatigue 
and toil of a journey about the country; but he is urged by the 
people who are not able to come to the capital, millions of them 
who would live and die without any opportunity to see the 
President of the United States unless he came among them; and 
when he undertakes a journey at the request of the people and 
for the benefit of the people, he ought not to be compelled to 
bear the expenses of the journey from his own private purse, 
particularly when it is remembered that he is compelled to pay 
not only his personal expenses, but the expenses of a large 
retinue of officials and of newspaper correspondents whom the 
needs_of the public service compel to accompany him. 

Further than this, I believe in most liberal compensation to 
the President of the United States. Certainly it would be a 
sorry day for the Republic if the time should come when no 
man could afford to accept the Presidency unless he had a 
private fortune. We hope that time will not come, and we 
should guard against its coming by making provision, not only 
to meet the expenses of the President while in office, but to 
enable him to lay aside a competency, in order-that after he 
retires from that office he may live in the position of dignity 
which the high place he has occupied makes it imperative upon 
him to maintain. 

Mr. Chairman, I admit at once that the United States is a 
Nation old enough and big enough to disregard precedents and 
to mark out a course of its own. I by no means insist there- 
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fore that the sums paid to the rulers of other nations may be 
cited as a conclusive argument for an increase in the allowance 
which we make to our own President; and yet it has occurred to 
me that it might be interesting to the Membership of this House, 
and possibly interesting to the whole country, to present a state- 
ment showing the allowances made to the chief executives of 
other countries than our own. _I have asked the Chief of the 
Bureau of Statistics in the Department of Commerce and 
Labor to prepare such a statement, which I now desire five 
minutes more to present to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURLESON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time be extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SCOTT. The civil list of the King of Great Britain was 
fixed in 1901 at £470,000. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to ask the gentleman 
right there in the beginning of what he is going to read, are 
the things for which the President of the United States spends 
money at all on all fours with the things for which these various 
monarchs spend their money? In other words, do they not 
pay out of these sums the expenses of a large civil list? 

Mr. SCOTT... Undoubtedly there is an allowance made in 
those countries for the payment of a civil list, which, I think, 
might fairly be compared with the expenses of the White House 
and grounds, the employment of clerks, and things of that sort 
which we provide for in a separate appropriation, and I am 
glad the gentleman has called my attention to this fact, because 
I have no desire whatever to mislead the House in any way. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Was there not a sort of trade 
made between the British Parliament and the King of England 
by which, if the King would surrender certain revenues which 
fie had—crown revenues that had come down from time to 
time—they would make him such and such an appropriation? 

Mr. SCOTT. I am not prepared to answer yes or no to 
that question; but the answer would not be pertinent to the 
statement which I intend to read, because I am giving nothing 
except the appropriation made by Parliament for the use of 
the King. So, I repeat, that the civil list. of the King of Great 
Britain was fixed in 1901 at £470,000, of which £110,000 were 
appropriated to the privy purse of the King and Queen. That 
amount, I take it, must be in the nature of a private salary; 
£125,800 for salaries of the reyal household and retired allow- 
ances, £193,000 for household expenses; £20,000 for works, 
£13,000 for arms and bounty, and £8,000 remains unappro- 
priated. 

The civil-list act of 1901 provides also for annuities during 
the lifetime of the King to the Prince of Wales (£20,000) and 
to the Princess of Wales (£10,000); moreover, for annuities to 
the other children of the King. Civil-list pensions may be 
granted, but are not chargeable to the amount paid for the 
civil list. The King has also paid to him the revenues of the 
Duchy of Lancaster, which in the year 1907 amounted to £93,- 
868, and the payment made to the King for the year was 
£63,000. There are also charged on the consolidated funds 
various sums allowed to members of the royal family amount- 
ing te /£52,000. Moreover, the heir apparent has an income 
from the revenues of the Duchy of Cornwall, which in the year 
1907 aggregated £125,610, the sum paid to the Prince being 
£80,407. In all, £695,000, or $3,475,000. 

The German Emperor receives no allowance from the im- 
perial treasury. His civil list as King of Prussia figures in 
the budget to the amount of $3,741,192. The reigning house is 
also in possession of a vast amount of private property, com- 
prising castles, forests, and great landed estates in various parts 
of the country, the revenue from which mainly serves to de- 
fray the expenditures of the court and the members of the 
royal family. Besides this there is the royal crown treasure, 
consisting of a capital of about a million and a half dollars, 
which has considerably increased since its foundation, and 
yarious family funds for the benefit of the members of the 
royal family. There are no figures to show the revenue from 
these sources. ; 

The Emperor-King of Austria-Hungary has a civil list of 
22,600,000 crowns ($4,588,000), of which one-half is paid to 
him as Emperor of Austria out of the Austrian revenues, and 
the other half out of the Hungarian revenues as King of Hun- 
gary. This total does not include the considerable revenue 
derived by the Emperor and members of the family from their 
personal holdings, mainly of land in various parts of the 
country. 

The civil list of the present ruler of Italy amounts to 
$2,905,000. This amount, of course, includes allowances to the 
Queen-mother and various members of the reigning family. 












The sovereign of the Netherlands has a civil list of 600,000 
guilders ($241,200). There is also a large revenue from do- 
mains, and in addition an allowance of 50,000 guilders ($20,100) 
for the maintenance of the royal palaces. The family of 
Orange is, moreover, in possession of a very large private 
fortune, though exact information on this point is not available. 

The King of Belgium has a civil list of 3,550,000 francs 


($685,000). 


The civil list of the King of Spain in 1886 was fixed at 
7,000,000 pesetas ($1,251,000), exclusive of allowances to mem- 


bers of the royal 


fixed at 450,000 pesetas ($86,850). The annual grant to the 
mother of the King is fixed at 250,000 pesetas ($48,250). More- 
over, 1,550,000 pesetas, or almost $300,000, are assigned to the 
sisters and aunts of the King. 

The present ruler of Portugal, Manuel II, has a civil list of 
865,000 milreis, or about $394,000. The whole grants to the 
royal family amount to 501,000 milreis ($541,000). 

The royal family of Sweden has a civil list of 1,421,000 


krone ($380,000). 


800,000 krone ($80,400). 
The King of Norway has a civil list of 700,000 krone, equal 


to $187,600. 


The civil list of the King of Denmark amounts te 1,000,000 
krone, equal to $268,000. The heir apparent to the crown has 
in addition an allowance of 120,000 krone, equal to $32,160. 

The salary of the President of the French Republic is 600,000 


frances ($115,800), 
($115,800) for his 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 


from Kansas [Mr. 
The civil list of 


£470,000, of which £110,000 were appropriated to the privy purse of 


the King and Queen. 


a private salary ; £125,800 for salaries of the royal household and re- 
tired allowances, £193,000 for household expenses, £20,000 for works, 
£13,000 for arms and bounty, and £8,000 remains maegpeepeintes, 
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lifetime of the Kin 
Princess of Wales 


children of the King. Civil itat nsions may be granted, but are not 
chargeable to the amount paid for the civil list. The King has also 

id to him the revenues of the Duchy of Lancaster, which in the year 
907 amounted to £93,868, and the payment made to the for 
the year was £63,000. There are also charged on the consolidated 
funds various sums allowed to members of the royal family amounting 
to £52,000. Moreover, the heir apparent has an income from the 


revenues of the Duc’ 
£125,610, the sum 
or $3,475,000. 

The German Em 


ury. His civil list as King of Prussia figures in the bu to the 
amount of $3,741,192. The reigning house is also in te of a 
vast amount of private property, comprising castles, forests, and great 
landed estates in various parts of the country, the revenue from which 
mainly serves to defray the expenditures of th 

of the royal family. 
consisting of a capital of about a million and a half dollars, which 


has cons 


y 
funds for the benefit of the members of the royal family. Th 
no figures to show the revenue from those eoutens. - Paes 
The Emperor-King of Austria-Hungary has a civil list of 22,600,000 
crowns ($ sem pod a which one-half is paid to him as Emperor of 


Austria out 
Hungarian revenues 


the considerable revenue derived by the Emperor and members of the 
family from their personal holdings, mainly of land in various parts of 


the co 


untry. 

The civil list of the present ruler of Italy amounts to $2,905,000. 
This amount, of course, includes allowances to the Queen-mother and 
evarious members of the reigning family. 

The sovereign of the N r 
($241,200). ere is also a large revenue from domains, and addi- 
tion an allowance of 50,000 Iders ($20,100) for the maintenance of 
the royal palaces. The family of Orange is, moreover, in possession of 
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The civil list the ae of Spain in 1886 was fixed at 7,000 

tas ($1,251,000), exclusive of allowances to members of the royal 
= he annual grant to the Queen is fixed at 450,000 ee 
.850) onan fe to the mother of the King is dred a 
000 . 


(386 The 
$300,000, are an = 


The present er 
milreis, or about 


amount to 501,000 milreis ($541,000). 


eae = 


The ing of Norway has a civil list of 700,000 krone, equal to 


$187,600 


The civil list of the King of Denmark amounts to 1,000,000 krone, 


ual to $268,000. 


owance of 120,000 krone, equal to $32,160. 
President of the 


The sa 


lary of the t ch Re francs 
($208,008). with a further allowance of 600,000 franes ($115,800) for 
his expenses. 


Mr. Chairman, 


went out of the royalty business on the 4th day of July, 1776. 


[Applause on the 


I have no disposition to return to it. [Applause.] Surely we 
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are not going to begin to copy the habits of monarchies at this 
late day. 

I eres much disposed to give the President of the United 
States all the money that he needs for every proper expendi- 
ture and purpose as any man on this floor, but the mistake that 
the gentleman from Kansas {Mr. Scorr] made in reading that 
list here is that he makes no sort of discrimination between 
what we pay the salary for and what these sums which he 
named are granted for. Of course we know more about Great 
Britain than we know about any other of the foreign nations 
mentioned by him. Great Britain, or, more correctly speaking, 
England, has had five or six different dynasties within the 
bounds of reliable history, and every time that the first of a 
new line of kings came in he not only seized all that his prede- 
cessors had in the way of lands, castles, palaces, grants, and 
everything of that kind, but he also got a good, big lot in addi- 
tion by the simple but effective process of confiscating the 
estates of people who fought him. 

The crown lands of Great Britain kept accumulating, and 
many scandals grew out of the grants of crown lands. Charles 
the Second created all his illegitimate sons dukes—and he had 
no legitimate sons—Monmouth, Richmond, and Grafton, and 
endowed them with crown lands sufficient to support their 
dukedoms. He also made General Monk into the Duke of Albe- 
marle and endowed him with ample crown lands to support his 
dukedom. Of earls, viscounts, and barons he created a large 
number from among his favorites, and enriched them with 
enormous grants of crown lands. When William, Prince of 
Orange, became William the Third, following the evil example, 
he carved from the crown lands magnificent estates for the 
Duke of Portland and several others of his favorites. So it 
went until such a clamor arose among the people for land to 
make homes out of in Great Britain that Parliament made a 
eontract or trade with the reigning house that if it would sur- 
render the crown lands Parliament would in turn make to it 
the grants of money set out by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
ScotrT]. 

He seems to think, erroneously, that a civil list means simply 
the servants about the castle or the palace. That is not true; 
it means secretaries, equerries, the master of the hounds, ladies 
in waiting, gentlemen in waiting, gentlemen of the bed cham- 
ber, grooms for the king’s posset, and all that sort—a vast 
retinue of officials unknown to our system—all of whom are 
paid out of those allowances. So our situation is not at all 
parallel, and it is no use to lug in all those royal and imperial 
potentates. 

Take the Emperor of Germany, cited by the gentleman from 
Kansas. He receives his revenues as King of Prussia. He 
maintains numerous palaces, castles, and game preserves. He 
entertains all visiting potentates. He is a colonel of a regiment 
in the army of every nation in Europe, and he has a uniform for 
every regiment. I have seen it stated in the newspapers that 
when he was going through the small States of Germany, some 
of them not bigger than the county in which I live, he does 
not have time to change from one uniform to another to get 
in shape to meet his regiment in that country. What's the use 
of comparing President Taft’s situation with that of the Em- 
peror of Germany? 

It is absolutely untrue to claim that the President receives 
only $75,000 per annum. True, that is all he draws in salary; 
but it was clearly demonstrated in the House last winter, when 
this same subject was up, that in one way and another his 
emoluments amount to a little over $291,000, not counting the 
interest on the money invested in the White House and the 
White House grounds, which in itself would be quite a “ digni- 
fied sum.” 

The history of the presidential salary is this: Until the 4th 
of March, 1873, when President Grant entered upon his second 
term, the President’s salary was $25,000 a year. In the last 
days of that Congress—I have forgotten the number of it, and 
I am glad that I have—in the last days of that Conrgess which 
expired on the 4th of March, 1873, Congress passed a law 
doubling the President’s salary and raising the salary of Sen- 
ators and Members of Congress to $7,500 and making their raise 
date back two years; they could not get enough votes for it 
unless they did. That was called the “salary grab.” It killed 
from 50 to 100 Members dead as a smelt. So when Congress 
met on the next December they were in a hurry 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that I 
may have ten minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that he may have ten minutes more, Is there 
objection 

There was no objection, 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. When Congress met in December 
next, Members were running races with each other, and they 
introduced a bill to repeal the salaries of the Members of the 
House and Senators, but not to repeal that with relation to 
the salary of the President. 


Mr. MANN. They could not repeal it on account of the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They could have repealed it, to 
take effect four years after, but they never tried to do it. I 
give it to you as my opinion that if that Congress in raising 
the salaries of Senators and Representatives had not made it 
date back, it never would have been changed. We ran along 
with $50,000 from the 4th of March, 1873, until the 23d of June, 
1906, and then we passed this bill giving the President of the 
United States $25,000 traveling expenses. .There is no question 
under heaven but what that law, if it is a law, was unconsti- 
tutional as far as President Roosevelt was concerned, because 
the Constitution provides that you can not do the very thing 
that Congress undertook to do. : 

It would not, however, be unconstitutional as to President 
Taft, the difference being that President Roosevelt’s term had 
begun when the law was passed giving the President $25,000 
per annum for traveling expenses, but President Taft’s had not. 
While it would not be unconstitutional as to President Taft, the 
making of the appropriation is within the discretion of Con- 
gress. There is no compulsion on Congress to make it, and, 
mgr what happened last winter, it is a breach of faith to force 
t now. 

It is absolute nonsense to claim that the $25,000 for traveling 
expenses is not either a compensation or an emolument. To 
prove conclusively that I am correct both as to that and as to 
the unconstitutionality of the act so far as President Roosevelt 
was concerned, and that it is either a compensation or an 
emolument, is to quote the Constitution and the dictionary 
without comment. 

Article II, section 1, of the Constitution runs as follows: 


The President shall, at stated times, receive for his services a com- 
pensation, which shall neither be increased nor diminished during the 
period for which he shall have been elected, and he shall not receive 
within that period any other emolument from the United States, or 


any of them, 

Webster defines compensation and emolument as follows: 

Compensetion.:-- (Commenastion a weighing, a balancing of accounts.) 

1. The act or principle of compensating. 

2. That which constitutes, or is regarded as, an equivalent; that 
which makes good the lack or variation of something else; that which 
compensates for loss or privation; amends; renumeration ; recompense. 

3. (Law.) (a) The extinction of debts of which two persons are 
reciprocally debtors by the credits of which they are reciprocally credit- 
ors; the payment of a debt by a credit of equal amount; a set-off. 

(b) A recompense or reward for some loss or service. 

(c) An equivalent stipulated for in contracts for the sale of real 
estate, in which it is customary to provide that errors in description, 
etc., shall not avoid, but shall be the subject of compensation. 

Emolument.—(L. emolumentum, lit., a working out, fr. emoliri to 
move out, work out; e out+moliri to set-in motion, exert one’s self, 
fr. moles a huge, heavy mass: cf. F. émolument. See Mole a mound.) 

The profit arising from office, employment, or labor; gain; compen- 
sation; advantage; perquisites, fees, or salary. 

The gentleman from Minnesota said that when we passed 
this act of June 23, 1906, there were 176 votes for it and 66 
votes against it, and that a lot of Democrats lined up and voted 
for it. Seventeen did, and 7 of them are out of the House 
now. So much for that. 

The history of this particular transaction is that in the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill a provision 
was made for the salary of $75,000 for the President. The 
greatest objection I have to this present appropriation is that it 
looks to me like an act of bad faith. I do not want to hurt 
anybody’s feelings, but it does seem to me that to undertake 
to give this $25,000 now is to act in bad faith. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] It is well to keep the faith here as well 
as elsewhere—in legislation as well as in religion. So high an 
authority as Tennyson tells us that simple faith is more than 
Norman blood. You say that the Sixtieth Congress can not bind 
the Sixty-first, but I will tell you what I know, and that is 
that a man in the Sixtieth Congress could bind himself as to 
his action in the Sixty-first Congress. Of course he could. 
They first brought it back here as an amendment to the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill from the Sen- 
ate and raised it to $100,000. We had a knockdown and drag- 
out fight on that, and we beat it in the House, and it went 
back to the Senate. 

Then they brought it in here again, the $100,000 proposition, 
and on a roll call we beat that. Then the gentleman from In- 
diana, Mr. Watson, performed his great coup of offering an 
amendment to make it $75,000, and they carried that. He 
stated, just as the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Bowers] 
has said he did—and I indorse every word the gentleman from 
Mississippi said—that that embraced the traveling expenses, 


but the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], the watchdog of 
the Treasury, was not satisfied with that statement of Mr. 
Watson, so he offered an amendment making it in terms em- 
brace these traveling expenses, and in that condition that went 
over to the Senate. There was only one man in this House, 
and I want to give him credit for it, who intimated that this 
Congress would try to pass this $25,000 appropriation, and 
that was the gentleman from Ohio, General Kerrer. I re- 
member he made an interlocutory remark twitting me with the 
fact that they would vote it, or that we would all be here 
voting for it, and I said that I would not. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livines- 
TON] was the Democratic conferee, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, General BineHam, and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GrtteTrr] were the Republican conferees. 
They came back here—by the ‘way, this $25,000 was in the 
sundry civil bill, was it not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is where it would have been 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; it would have been. 

Mr. MANN. It was in the sundry civil bill when it passed 
the House. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it was not. When the sundry civil bill 
was reported to the House, the Senate had amended the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill by increasing 
the salary to $100,000 a year. For that reason it was omitted 
from the sundry civil bill, for the reason that it was under- 
stood that that amount of $100,000 was to include the $25,000 
of traveling expenses. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, never mind about that. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LivinesTon] stated that Senator 
Hate—and he was permitted to make that statement—stated 
that that $25,000 of traveling expenses would be taken out of 
that sundry civil bill, and it was so taken outyand there is not 
a man in the House—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The trouble with the conferees, if I may 
be permitted to interrupt the gentleman, was this: The House 
conferees refused to accept any of these amendments. Finally 
we concluded we would either have to let this bill go dead on 
the 4th of March or we would have to do something about it, and 
we made this proposition, that if they would take that $25,000 
out of the sundry civil appropriation bill and not bring that in 
on us, we would agree to a clean-cut salary of $75,000 a year. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; and there never was a fairer 
agreement made in the House of Representatives, and I repeat 
now what I said then. I had the power at that time to have 
defeated the sundry civil appropriation bill, and would have 
done it by having a roll call on every amendment there was in 
it, and they never could have got it through, and they never 
would have got that bill through this Congress if it had not 
been for what seemed.to be a unanimous agreement in this 
House that this matter of $25,000 of traveling expenses should 
never be raised again. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And in addition to what I just said, the 
gentleman better cover this fact also, that we agreed then and 
there not to touch the question of mileage or transportation, 
that we would leave that, as stated in my remarks here in this 
Recorp, for this House and the Senate to take care of in the 
future, and if you wanted him to have his traveling expenses 
you could give it to him, and if you did not, you need not give it 
to him. We left it in that way. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is true, too. All I ask is that 
you gentlemen who induced the House to do that live up to 
the remarks you made to induce them to do it. I would not 
have so much objection to the traveling expenses to be allowed 
in addition to salary if there could be incorporated into the 
bill the provision that as soon as it is ascertained who is elected 
President he shall be compelled between that time and the 4th 
of March, when he is going to be inaugurated, to travel all 
over the United States and find out what a magnificent coun- 
try this really is. One of the most humorous speeches I ever 
heard in my life was made by a man who had no sense of 
humor. Senator William M. Stewart, of Nevada, one night - 
during the debate on the repeal of the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman law, picked up Grover Cleveland’s autobiography in 
the Congressional Directory and read this one sentence, that 
“he moved West and settled at Buffalo;” and for thirty 
minutes he rung the changes on that. If you will fix it so that 
the President-elect has to do four months’ traveling, I would not 
kick about this half as much as I do now, but it does not apply 
to him. It is not an educational process at all. It is a kind of 
“show” performance. I want to remind you of one historical 
fact. No President of the United States has ever been assas- 
sinated in the White House or on the White House lot—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has’ again 
expired, 





1909. 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The three who were assassinated 

were assassinated when they were away from that point. 

Loud applause.] 

: Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the 
question before this committee is not so much what is paid to 
the heads of foreign governments or what was the debate in 
the last Congress on the salary of the President. There is one 
thing that is absolutely clear, and that is that the last Congress 
fixed the President’s salary at $75,000 and left a law in force 
by which Congress might provide in an appropriation bill for 
his traveling expenses, and the question presented to us by the 
provision in the bill now before us is whether it is desirable 
for this Congress to make the appropriation or not. It seems to 
me that is the whole question. What is paid under a mon- 
archy or how some Members construe the action of the Six- 
tieth Congress is not material. I am one of those who doubted 
very much the propriety of increasing the salary of the Presi- 
dent and did not favor that proposition. It seemed to me, with 
all the allowances made, his salary of $50,000 was ample. I 
had no fears that the occupant of the White House would go 
out of it in want and beggary; but the Congress decided to 
give him $75,000. Now, is it desirable for the President of the 
United States to visit different parts of the country while he is 
President of the United States? I am not in favor of this pro- 
vision because of the President, but I am in favor of $25,000 a 
year traveling expenses because it is due the people of the 
United States that he should have this fund and that he 
should visit the different parts of this great country and meet 
the people near their homes. I regard it as a great educa- 
tional thing, not only for the President, but for the people them- 
Selves, and, as has been said, unless this appropriation is made 
there are thousands, if not millions, of our fellow-citizens who 
would be delighted to see and hear the President of the United 
States who will never have that privilege. 

I want to say to you gentlemen of the committee that, in my 
judgment, if it were left to the people of the United States to 
determine this question there would hardly be a dissenting 
voice among all the people in favor of an appropriation that 
would enable him to go to the different parts of the country 
and meet the people near their own homes. I have letters from 
my own State urging that he come there. There are but few 
States of the great Northwest to-day where there are not com- 
mittees appointed seeking to have him come there. In the 
South the people are just as insistent, and the people are just 
as willing to make this appropriation. You can not expect 
the President to come unless the people of the United States 
are willing to pay the bill. He can not travel as a private in- 
dividual. Before this first act passed the railroads of the 
country tendered him the use of trains and took care of him 
from the time he left the White House until he returned to it, 
but when the Congress of the United States determined that 
the railroads should not extend such courtesy to any public 
; official, every Member of Congress recognized, no matter how 

he voted, that it was the duty of this great Government to care 
for its official head in the matter of transportation in a decent 
and liberal manner. 

Mr. SIMS. Does not the governor of your State travel to 
different counties and towns in your State at his own or some- 
body’s else expense except his State’s? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. And the governor of my State can walk 
to the station, pay for his individual railroad ticket, and his 
sleeping-car ticket, and go without extra expense of special 
trains. The President can not do that. 

Mr. SIMS. Does the rate law prevent any city from _provid- 
ing the means of travel for the President voluntarily? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think not. Does the gentleman from 
Tennessee believe that the people of this great Republic, as a 
whole, have come to that point where they have got to appeal 
to the cities to be visited to put up a fund before the President 
of the United States can go there? Must we pass the hat in 
order to see and hear the President? 

Mr. SIMS. They volunteer, and are glad to do it. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think it would be a humiliation to the 
Government to haye to pass the hat among all the different 
towns and localities of the country before the President could 
leave the White House. 

Mr. SIMS. He is not making these visits on his own initia- 
tive, but always by invitation. F 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. But those he visits are a part of the 
people, and he is President of all the people. Such trips are of 
benefit to all. I only wanted to say that. To my mind the 
only question before this committee is, Should we make this 
appropriation? For one member of the committee I believe it is 
not only a duty, but it is a high public privilege for the Con- 
gress of the United States to let the President go to every part 

















of the country and meet the people in every section of our land. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to 
discuss the legality of this proposition. It was my privilege to 
discuss whether to pay traveling expenses was increasing the 
emoluments of the President when the act of 1906 was passed, 
and in arguing that question then I saw fit to eite authorities 
from learned courts and not to depend upon my own legal opin- 
ion for the vindication of the proposition that it was lawful to 
appropriate money for the traveling expenses of the President 
of the United States. 

I do want to briefly answer this charge of bad faith. The 
legislative bill carried the usual appropriation of $50,000. The 
sundry civil bill as reported carried the appropriation for travel- 
ing expenses, but before the sundry civil bill was considered in 
this Chamber the Senate had amended the legislative bill so as 
to give the President $100,000 in payment for his salary and his 
traveling expenses. 

In view of the pendency of that proposition, we in the House 
struck out from the sundry civil bill the proposed appropriation 
for traveling expenses. When that proposition came up to in- 
crease the salary of the President, [ voted against it at all 
times. I was not in favor of raising the salary of the President, 
but I have always been in favor of paying his traveling ex- 
penses, in order that he might go to all parts of the country and 
be in closer touch with the people. [Applause.] 

Now, let us see whether anybody got deceived on the other 
side of the House on the occasion of the passing of the legisla- 
tive bill through the House on the 3d day of last March. I 
read from the Recorp of that day: 

Mr. Gatves of Tennessee. Will not Congress be compelled next session 
to give him $75,000 and $25,000 traveling expenses? 

Mr. Mann. It will not be compelled legally, but morally I should think 
it would be. ‘ 

Again, later, the same day: 


Mr. Garnges of Tennessee. I know; but to give the President $75,000 
by this bill and then obey the statute law by giving him $25,000 travel- 
ing expenses will make $100,000 per year he can spend. 

Mr. Mann. The sum and substance of the conference report is that 
the salary of the President is increased from $50,000 to $75,000, an 
increase of 50 per cent, and that all the other increases in the salaries 
proposed by the Senate and the new offices proposed by the Senate, 
which were in dispute, go out. 


Again, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livineston] said: 


We found that to be the condition, in regard to traveling-expense 
matter, that it was already appropriated for until the 30th day of 
June, Now, being a committee on the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill, we had no right to go into the question of 
traveling expenses, and have left it entirely on the outside. It is for 
this House to give him the $25,000 traveling expenses or not to do it. 
We have not touched on it in the report, and nothing that we say or 
do touches that question of traveling expenses. 


Again, the same day: 


The conferees have done one thing. They have carried out all 
your instructions, and your amendment, offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN], was after the vote was taken, and your conferees 
felt, rather than to have that bill defeated, we should do that much. 
We can simply say that $75,000 is his salary, no more and no less. 

Mr. Gatnes of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LivInesTon. Yes. 

Mr. Gaines of Tennessee. When we go to appropriate next session of 
Congress for the next fiscal year, will not Congress be compelled to 
appropriate the $25,000 for traveling expenses? 

Mr. Layineston. I never heard of Congress being compelled to do 
anything. 

Mr. Gatnes of Tennessee. Is not that now the law, 
not be the law then? We have not repealed it, have we? 

Mr. Livingston. It is the law, but there is no power to force Con- 
gress to appropriate. 

Mr. GAInes of Tennessee. We have not repealed it, have we? 

Mr. Livingston. We have not repealed it. You will have to repeal 
it to get rid of the law. 

Mr. Garnes of Tennessee. Then the President will get the $75,000 
and the $25,000 traveling expenses? 

Mr. LivrinGston. Unless you repeal it; and that is a matter for the 
House and not for the conferees. 


And on this debate in this Chamber it is charged that some- 
body was trifled with as to what effect this conference report 
was. [Applause on the Republican side.] That was the final 
report. The House then agreed to the conference report. I 
just want one minute more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman’s time 
will be extended one minute. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 


and will it 


man may be allowed to proceed for five minutes more. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Two minutes more will be more than 
abundant. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, what does the gentleman from 
Missouri say? He says that if we had not consented to leave 
out the traveling expenses, he would have beaten the sundry 
civil bill. Not by votes would he have beaten that item, not 
beaten the sundry civil bill with votes against the sundry 


Is there objection? [After a _ pause.] 
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civil bill, but he says that on the night of the 3d of March, 
when Congress was to adjourn at high noon next day, he would 
and could have started a filibuster against that and every other 
amendment; and that is what defeated the proposition making 
this provision for the President; and in the conference on the 
sundry civil bill in the presence of this threat, the night before 
the last day of the session, we yielded, not to the number of 
votes behind the gentleman from Missouri, but to the threat 
of a filibuster on the last night of the session of Congress. 
Congress never has intimated a change of purpose to pay the 
President of the United States his legitimate traveling ex- 
penses, and they ought to be paid. [Loud applause on the Re- 
publican side, and cries of “ Vote!”’} 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa 
is hardly fair in his statement of the complete history of the 
events of the 3d of March. While the conference report on the 
legislative bill was pending in this House, the sundry civil bill 
was in conference, with a Senate amendment appropriating 
$25,000 for the President’s traveling expenses. It was inserted 
in the sundry civil bill by the Senate in order to provide $25,000 
for traveling expenses in the event of the House refusirg to in- 
crease the President’s salary to a larger sum than $50,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will ask the gentleman from New 
York if it is not a fact that the legislative conference report was 
up in the afternoon, and the conference report on the sundry 
civil bill not until late in that night? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Exactly; and upon the adoption of the 
legislative bill, fixing the salary of the President at $75,000, and 
with the general understanding that existed that the money 
for traveling expenses would not be appropriated, the House 
conferees, consisting of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SmirH], 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], and myself, 
readily obtained from the Senate an agreement to drop the ap- 
propriation for the traveling expenses of the President out of 
the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Was not that after the gentleman from 
Missouri had made the threat upon the floor that he would de- 
feat the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There was no threat, so far as I recall, 
made upon the floor, Mr. Chairman. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri stated to-day that he would have accomplished that pur- 
pose; but with the well-known facility of the gentleman and 
his colleagues to adopt the conference report by a single vote, 
his assertion that such a threat could have been carried out is 
just as ridiculous as the reading of the statements of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, Mr. Gaines, whom the gentleman from 
Iowa had ridiculed for ten years in this House, and cites him 
now in support of his argument. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, what I dislike about this entire business is 
the impropriety of this continued haggling over the allowance 


for the President of the United States. This bill purports to | 
be a deficiency appropriation bill. I have in my hand the | 


House documents which contain the estimates for deficiencies 
for the present fiscal year, and I have looked in vain for a 
deficiency estimate for the traveling expenses of the President 
of the United States. Where it originated, who made the re- 
quest, who inspired it, or from what source it has come into 
this bill I am unable to say. I can not believe that the distin- 
guished gentleman who was chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, whom I may assume may be chairman of the 
Connmnittee on Appropriations, in the face of his record for 
economy, would attempt to force upon any department of the 
Government $25,000 which has not been asked from the Con- 
gress. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I read from the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. CrarK] on the floor of the House on 


the 3d day of March, on the consideration of the legislative 
bill: 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, I serve notice on the floor of the House, 
so that all men may hear it, that if they bring that sundry civil bill in 
here with that $25,000 for traveling expenses in it, I will have a roll 
call a every amendment that there is in order to defeat that bill in 
the House. 


I submit that was the threat to which I referred. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman can 
not convince me that that threat worried him in the slightest, 
either at the time it was made or when the item was under 
dispute in the conference committee; because he knows, as the 
gentleman from Missouri knew, and every other Member of the 
House was well aware, that the means were at the disposal of 
the majority to make that threat wholly ineffective. 
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The fact is that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smrru] is 
one of those who insisted upon the expressed will of the House 
being carried out and no appropriation being made for the 
traveling expenses, ; 

Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. BOWERS. I desire to call attention to the fact that 
that statement was made by the gentleman from Missouri after 
it had been twice stated to him on the floor that if the con- 
ference report was adopted the Senate conferees would take the 
traveling-expenses item out of the sundry civil bill, because of 
the increase in salary. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no real dispute about the facts. 
It is simply an attempt on the part of some very skillful gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House to mislead some Members 
who were not present in the last Congress. But, as I was say- 
ing, I have been endeavoring to ascertain whence this sugges- 
tion came. Who asked for the appropriation? Who wants 
it? Why give it to the President if he does not wish it? He 
has made no request for it, and I suggest that when he has 
warned Congress that it must economize, must keep down ex- 
penditures, it is an affront to him to ask him to take money to 
expend that he has not even asked the Congress to give him. 
We should keep him from such an embarrassing situation. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. RAINEY rose. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move that all debate on this paragraph 
and amendments thereto close in five minutes, I should like to 
have that time to address the committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Make it ten minutes, and give the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rarnry] a chance. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The time that has been consumed in the dis- 
cussion of this has all been on the other side, with the excep- 
tion of the statements made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Smirn], the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Scorr], and the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Hut]. 

Mr. RAINEY. The understanding was—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will make it ten minutes, one-half of the 
time to be used by the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. Rarney] 
and one-half by myself. 

The motion of Mr. TAWNEY was agreed to. 


[Mr. RAINEY addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat amazed at 
the efforts of the other side of the House to prevent the appro- 
priation of $25,000 to defray the traveling expenses of the 
President of the United States, because when the bill authoriz- 

| ing the payment of these expenditures was pending before the 
House every argument that was made in favor of the enactment 
of that law, with one exception, was made by distinguished 
Democrats serving then in the Fifty-ninth Congress. The gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. Cockran, the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], and the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, Mr. Sullivan, made the three principal arguments in 
favor of authorizing these expenditures, and their argument 
was that they believed it was for the mterest and benefit of 
the people of the United States that the President of the 
United States should visit the different sections of the country 
}and get as close to the people as possible in order that he 
might know the condition and understand the needs of the 
people for legislation and to more intelligently make his rec- 
ommendations to Congress regarding the welfare of the 
Nation. 

Mr. Chairman, there is to-day no appropriation to defray the 
traveling expenses of the President. There is an authorization, 
but there is no money to pay them. The President of the 
United States can to-day, under the law, travel wherever he 
pleases, pay his expenses, and, if he wished to do so, he could 
then go into the Court of Claims and obtain judgment against 
the Government for the amount of his traveling expenses, and 
yet our Democratic friends say, in face of that law, they would 
not appropriate a dollar for the purpose of meeting these trav- 
eling expenses. Although they protest against this appropria- 
tion, almost every one of them are now calling daily at the 
| White House for the purpose of having their States included in 

the itinerary of the President on his trip through the North- 
west, down the Pacific coast, and back through the South to the 
seat of government. 

Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, I can not; as I have only a minute. 
The gentleman from New York wants to know how this pro- 
vision came here, and says that there has been no estimate 
submitted. There never has been an estimate submitted by 
the President of the United States for an appropriation for 
this purpose. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. There has been an indirect request. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, there has; and in this case there has 
been an indirect request from the President of the United 
States. When the people of the West, the people of the Pa- 
cific coast, and the people of the South were inviting him to 
visit their sections of the country, and knowing the enormous 
expense that that trip would involve, knowing that unless 
his expenses were appropriated for and paid for under this 
authority given by the Fifty-ninth Congress, he would have to 
pay the expenses out of his own pocket, he himself said to me 
that it would be impossible for him to accept these invitations 
of the people in the different sections of the country who de- 
sired him to make this visit. 

Other Members of Congress were told the same thing, and it 
was at their request that this item was inserted in this bill. It 
was because of their desire to have the President of the United 
States visit their people and their section of the country that 
the provision was inserted in this bill that is now pending here 
before this House, and that is why this provision of the bill is 
here. 

I believe that it is the duty of the President of the United 
States to comply, wherever he can consistently, with the request 
of the people to mingle among them, to visit them, and I believe 
that the money appropriated for his traveling expenses is well 
expended. I believe that it would be of great benefit to the 
Government of the United States if we should appropriate 
money enough every year to take both Houses of Congress and 
the President of the United States all over this great country of 
ours. They would then have more knowledge concerning the 
conditions of the country than they now have and be better 
able to legislate intelligently for the people they represent. 
[Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Bowers] to strike out 
the paragraph which was read, from line 9, page 1, to line 2, 
page 2. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RAINEY. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chairman appointed as tellers 
Mr. Bowers and Mr. TAWNEY. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were 107 ayes and 150 noes. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. WANGeR, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 11570, the 
urgent deficiency bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. Grass to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
papers in the case of Henry Yonge, Sixtieth Congress, no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 


ADJOURN MENT, 


Mr. TYAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. A motion to adjourn, as I understand it, ad- 
journs the House until 12 o’clock to-morrow, does it not? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
22 minutes p, m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o'clock m. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 11571) to im- 
prove the navigation of the Connecticut River between Hartford 
and Holyoke, and to develop water power in connection there- 
with—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 11572) to authorize the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation of various bridges across 
and over certain navigable waters, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
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By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 11573) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon in 
the city of Ashland, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SISSON: A bill (H. R. 11574) to tax the manufac- 
ture and sale of deadly weapons and to tax the manufacture 
and sale of all cartridges—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MADISON: A bill (H. R. 11575) providing for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to prepare a code of procedure for 
the courts of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 11576) providing for the 
construction of bridges across Red River, Taos County, N. Mex., 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11577) providing for the construction of a 
bridge at Walmsleys Crossing, Taos County, N. Mex.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 11578) to enable the people 
of Arizona to form a constitution and state government and to 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11580) for the 
erection of a monument over the grave of Brig. Gen. James 
Shields, in St. Mary’s Cemetery, Carrollton, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. KRONMILLER: A bill (H. R. 11581) authorizing 
the acquisition of additional land for, and the improvement of, 
the appraisers’ stores building in the city of Baltimore, Md.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 11582) providing for addi- 
tional members of the commission designated to erect a suitable 
memorial to the memory of Christopher Columbus—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 11583) establishing penal- 
ties for holding or restraining, or attempting to hold or restrain, 
any female in the District of Columbia for indebtedness in- 
curred in houses of prostitution or other places—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11584) establishing penalties for inducing, 
enticing, or procuring females to come into the District of 
Columbia for immoral purposes, or for attempting so to do—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11585) establishing penalties for keeping 
or leasing houses of prostitution in the District of Columbia, 
providing for termination of such leases, and making premises 
liable for judgments obtained hereunder—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11586) establishing penalties for accept- 
ance of support or maintenance from earnings of any woman 
engaged in prostitution in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 11587) for the relief of con- 
federate soldiers and citizens of the Confederate States—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11588) to provide for refunding to lawful 
claimants the proceeds of the cotton tax unlawfully collected— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11589) to allow postal employees in the 
Canal Zone to be eligible for transfer to the postal service in 
the United States—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11590) authorizing the building of a dam 
across the Savannah River at Trotters Shoals—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11591) permitting the building of a dam 
across the Savannah River at Calhoun Falls—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11592) permitting the building of a dam 
across the Tugaloo River at Hattons Ford—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11593) authorizing the building of a dam 
across the Savannah River at Cherokee Shoals—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 11594) providing for the 
punishment for the desecration, mutilation, or improper use of 
the flag of the United States of America—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 11595) providing for delivery 
of mails in towns, etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Pe-~ ‘-Roads. 

wy Mr. HAUGEN: Resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the 
payment of salary and funeral expenses to the widow of John L. 
Kettelsby—to the Committee on Accounts, 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 11596) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert P. Murray—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11597) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. McMullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 11598) for the relief of Thomas 
G. Williams—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11599) for the relief of James C. Duncan— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11600) for the relief of Kelly Johns—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11601) for the relief of M. C. Dickson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11602) for the relief of Thomas G. Wil- 
liams—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11603) for the relief of Mrs. R. N. Pharr 
and Mrs. H. B. Faut—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11604) for the relief of W. M. Gibson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11605) for the relief of John W. Simpson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11606) for the relief of Edwin Calhoun— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11607) for the relief of Mira Crumley—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11608) for the relief of W. F. Parker—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11609) for the relief of Ellen F. Carter— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11610) for the relief of Mary Norris 
Keith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11611) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Chapman, of Pickens County, S. C.—to the Committee on War 

laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11612) for the relief of the estate of James 
H. Ambler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11613) for the relief of the heirs of Mary 
Wilson, deceased—to the Committee on. War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11614) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
T. Fretwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11615) granting a pension to D. Jasper | alias Cook—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Sentell—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11616) 
granting an increase of pension to George W, Thomas—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11617) for the relief of Patrick Deneen— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 11618) granting an increase of 
pension to Helena M. Quinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11619) granting an increase of pension 
to John O’Connell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 11620) granting an increase 
of pension to William Bowman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11621) granting an increase of pension 
to Jennie P. Gage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11622) granting an increase of pension to 
A. Kilen Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11623) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Edens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11624) granting an increase of pension to 
John Dunahoo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNARD: A bill (H, R. 11625) granting an increase 
of pension to William A. Robson—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R, 11626) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Charles Wilber, 
and to grant him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a. bill (H. R. 11627) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A Dill (H. R. 11628) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eliphus Shelton—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 11629) granting an 
increase of pension to William Lee—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11630) granting a pension to Mary Nagle— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 11681) granting an increase 
of pension to Freelen Hyson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 11632) granting a pension 
to Susan F. O’Bannon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 11633) granting an increase of 
— to Isaac Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 11634) granting a pension 
to Julia W. Burlock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DUREY: A bill (H. R. 11635) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R, 11686) granting an increase of 
— to Florence P. Percy—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 11637) for 
the relief of the heirs of Marianne Sainte Ana Schrepper—to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11688) for 
the relief of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, of Barboursville, W. Va.—to the Committee on War 


| Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11639) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Chureh South, of Point Pleasant, W. Va.— 
te the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11640) for the relief of Charles Cook, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of John Cook, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11641) for the relief of James M. Stephen- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 11642) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry G. Nickerson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 11643) granting an increase of 
pension to William Hauk—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 11644) granting a pension 
to James A. Dickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 11645) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Oakley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ‘ . 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 11646) granting a pen- 
sion to Kate Mead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11647) granting a pension to Henry Kuck, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11648) granting an increase of pension to 
Sidney Van Bibber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 11649) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel L, Seran—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension to Maud Bar- 
ton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MALBY: A bill (H. R. 11651) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick H. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R, 11652) granting an increase of 
pension to William Metzger—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11653) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Ogle—to the Committee on. 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 11654) granting an increase of pension to 
William Painter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11655) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Sheesely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 11656) granting an increase of 
pension to George B. Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 11657) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Chauncey R. Hays—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11658) granting an increase of pension to 
John Breneman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11659) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Parker-—ts the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11660) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Beebe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11661) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis W. Culter—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11662) granting an increase of pension to 
David Wion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 11663) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel V. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11664) granting a pension to J. W. Jewell— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 11665) to carry into effect 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the claim of Lydia Dil- 
lard, of Maury County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11666) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of Rial Foster, of Maury 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11667) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of Nathaniel W. Jones, of 
Maury County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11668) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of William Stone, heir of 
Mark Stone, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11669) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of the trustees of Hiram 
Lodge, No. 7, Free and Accepted Masons, of Franklin, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R, 11670) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of the trustees of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South, of Triune, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11671) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of the trustees of the Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church, of Clifton, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11672) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of the Grand Lodge, Inde- 
pendent Order of Odd Fellows, of the State of Tennessee—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11673) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of the trustees of the Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church, Waverly, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11674) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of the trustees of the Lynn 
Creek Baptist Church, Giles County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11675) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of the trustees of the Chris- 
tian Church, Franklin, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11676) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of George Todd, of Maury 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11677) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of J. Minnick Williams, admin- 
istrator of Charles N., Ordway, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11678) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of Maria Lester, widow of Joe 
Lester, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11679) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of Joseph Ewing, of Maury 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11680) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of John W. Harvey, jr., admin- 
istrator of Z. H. German, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11681) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of the trustees of the Presby- 
terian Church of Lynnville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11682) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of Mitchell H. Butt, heir of 
Thomas P. Butt, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11683) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of the trustees of the Cumber- 
land Presbyterian Church, of Pulaski, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11684) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of the trustees of Mount Zion 
Church, Williamson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11685) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the trustees 
of the Presbyterian Church, Franklin, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11686) to carry into effect the findings of 


the Court of Claims in the claim of John M. Speed, heir of 
Warren F. Speed, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11687) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of James M. Campbell, of 
Maury County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 11688) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of John B. Atchison and Clif- 
ton E. Atchison, heirs of Mrs. Jane Elizabeth Rodes, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11689) to earry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Prospect, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11690) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the trustees 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, Franklin, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11691) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of Franklin Lodge, No. 4, In- 
dependent Order of Odd Fellows, of Franklin, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11692) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of St. Paul’s Episcopal Church, 
of Franklin, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11693) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of the trustees of Harpeth 
Academy, of Franklin, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11694) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of Mora B. Fariss, adminis- 
trator of James P. Moore, deceased, of Maury County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11695) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of Clifton Lodge, No. 173, of 
Free and Accepted Masons, of Clifton, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11696) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of Edward W. Eggleston, of 
Williamson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11697) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of John B. McEwen, executor 
of Lemuel Farmer, deceased, of Williamson County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11698) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of B. F. McGrew, administrator 
of George W. McGrew, deceased, of Giles County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 11699) granting an increase of 
pension to De Witt C. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11700) grant- 
ing a pension to Freeman A. Burris—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill 
Frances E. 
Claims. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: A bill (H. R. 11702) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary J. Waddington—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 11703) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Helen V. Cather—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 11704) granting an increase 
of pension to Ole Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sion. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11705) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Jarrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11706) granting an increase of pension to 
James Bender—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11707) granting an increase of pension to 
David K. Hutchinson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11708) granting an increase of pension to 
John Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


(H. R. 11701) for the relief of the heirs of 
Bannister, deceased—to the Committee on War 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of George W. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
O. B. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Lyker & Co, of Canal Dover, Ohio, and 
BE. B. Moore & Co., of Newark, Ohio, against duty on hides— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Brendel Brothers and others, for placing 
hides on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Sagamore Sociological 
Congress, in favor of a concurrent resolution for the appoint- 
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ment of a commission to secure an international convention 
of arbitral justice and a limitation of armaments—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of St. Louis Business Men’s League, against 
a corporation tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONRY: Petition of Merchant Marine League, for 
legislation favoring the merchant marine of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Antisaloon League of America, favoring 
congressional commission of investigation of the liquor traffiic— 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Lake Region Waterways Association, for 
appropriation to improve the Ocklawaha River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of William Demuth & Co., against a duty on 
brier wood—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Carded Woolen Manufacturers’ Association, 
favoring an ad valorem duty on wool—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William A. Hazzard & Co., relative to duty 
oh sweetened biscuit—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rosenthal Brothers & Co., against increase 
of duty on lace and embroideries—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Hamilton County League of Building Associ- 
ations, against the corporation-tax feature of H. R. 1438—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William Glaccun & Sons, against free cigars 
from Philippines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of A. Tepel, of New York; Charles A. Schieren 
Company; New England Shoe and Leather Association; and 
P. Rielly & Son, for free hides—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Carded Woolen Manufacturers’ Association, 
relative to tariff on wool—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of United States Gold Leaf Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation, for increase of duty on gold leaf—to the Committee 
op Ways and Means. a 

By Mr. COOK: Petition of the Sure Investment and Loan 
Association of Philadelphia, against the corporation tax as ap- 
plicable to building and loan associations—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: Petition of Dayton Chamber of Com- 
merce, against the corporation-tax feature of pending tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Tri-City Typographical Union, 
No. 107, for a reduction on print paper and wood pulp—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles Hanna and 70 other onion growers, 
of Seott County, Iowa, for maintenance of present duty on 
onions—-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of New York Mercantile Exchange, 
favoring reduction of duty on butter, cheese, and eggs—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ International Union of Amer- 
ica, against admitting cigars from the Philippines duty free—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petitions of Charles A. Schieren Com- 


’ pany and Buffalo Artificial Limb Company, for free hides—to 


the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of D. Kabler & Co., against increase of duty on 
embroidery—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Frankfort Insurance Company, of New York, 
relative to corporation-tax feature of H. R. 1438—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Larkin Company, of New York, for free 
tallow—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. H. Ross, of New York, for Senate rate on 
gypsum—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petitions of J. H. Rassbach & Bros., Hide and Leather 
Association, Nevin Glove Company, Hans Rees Sons, P. Riel- 
ley & Son, A. Tepel, and Pfister & Vogel, all in the State of 
New York, for free hides—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Oshkosh Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring legislation to assist our merchant marine—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Pfister & Vogel Leather Com- 
pany, of Milwaukee, Wis., for free hides—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Clear Havana Cigar Makers of the United 
States, against proposed graduated tax on cigars—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of the Frankfort Insurance Company, of New 
York, against the corporation-tax amendment to H. R. 14388— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Weingarten Brothers, against increase of 
duty on laces, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of P. Rielly & Son and the Goodbar Shoe Com- 
pany, of St. Louis, against the duty on hides—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New York accountants, against corporation 
feature of H. R. 1438—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New England Shoe and Leather Company, 
against duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Joseph Ryle, of New York, for removal of 
= on oats, hay, and horses—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of Hans Rees Sons, of New York, against a duty 
on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. Tepel, of New York City, against duty 
on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Hide and Leather Association, of New York 
City and vicinity, against duty on hides—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Casualty Company of America, for amend- 
ment to H. R. 1438, securing credit in connection with proposed 
corporation tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

_ By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of E. Clark and others, 
of Wells River, Vt., favoring a graduated income tax—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Edgar E. Bartlett and others, 
of Rockford, Ill., for exemption of holding companies from pro- 
posed corporation tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New York Mercantile Exchange, for reduction 
of duty on butter, cheese, and eggs—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of New England Shoe and Leather Association, 
for free hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Sobieski Building Association, of La Salle, 
Ill, for exemption of building and loan associations from cor- 
poration tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. V. Smith, of Rockford, DL, against tax on 
earnings of life insurance companies—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petitions of J. H. Roosback & Bros., 
Hide and Leather Association of New York, A. Tepel, Pfister & 
Vogel Leather Company, P. Rielley & Son, and Charles A. 
Schwren, for free hides—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of John Bell & Co., favoring placing crude gyp- 
sum on free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ International Union of Amer- 
ica, against free cigars from the Philippines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Jacob Doering and other citizens of New 
York, favoring the House schedule on lithographic products— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce, 
against the corporation-tax amendment to H. R. 1438—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Frederick de Bary & Co., against increase 
of duty on champagne—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. R. Goodbar, of St. Louis, favoring free 
hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREENE: Petitions of Cotton Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation, of Fall River; Kilborn, Lincoln & Co. and Joseph C. 
Kennelty, of New Bedford; and Estus Mills, all in the State 
of Massachusetts, against the corperation tax—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRONNA: Petition of citizens of Aneta, N. Dak., 
against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of Finley, N. Dak., 
against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. . 

By Mr, JAMES: Petitions of citizens of Clinton, Bardwell, 
Wickliffe, Princeton, Mayfield, Paducah, Marion, and Fulton, 
all in the State of Kentucky, against a parcels-post law—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Petition of New York Mercantile Ex- 
change, in favor of material reduction of duty on butter, cheese, 
and eggs—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of employees of the Remington- 
Martin Company, relative to the duty on wood pulp and paper— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MALBY: Paper to accompany bill for relief cf Fred- 
erick H, Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Societa Italiana 
di M. S. San Donato val di Comino, favoring October 12 as a 
national holiday in honor of Columbus—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of clear Habana cigar manufactur- 
ers of the United States, against graduated tax on cigars—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles H. Schieren Company and Pfister 
& Vogel Leather Company, both of New York, for free hides— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of a committee of consumers of New York, fa- 
voring an equitable tariff, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of citizens of North Carolina, favor- 
ing a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 





SENATE. 
Fray, July 16, 1909. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Tuesday last, when, on request of Mr. Loner, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Journal 
stands approved. 

SENATOR FROM GEORGIA. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, 
beginning the 4th of March last. 
and placed on file. 


I ask that the same be read 


rv ey, : |r - % ’ . . : -. | . . ‘ . 
The credentials of ALEXANDER S. Cray, chosen by the legis /to whom was referred the bill (S. 2828) to authorize Bradley 


lature of the State of Georgia a Senator from that State for 
the term beginning March 4, 1909, were read and ordered to be 
tiled. 

Mr. BACON. 
oath of office. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
self at the desk. 

Mr. CLAY was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
Bacon, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

FOREIGN PRODUCTS IN DOMESTIC MARKETS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in further re- 
sponse to resolutions of March 6 and April 5, 1909, additionai 
reports from consular and ether representatives abroad relating 
to the practice of selling foreign manufactured goods in this 
country at a price lower than the domestic price (S. Doc. No. 16, 
pt. 3), which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed. 


LAWS OF ARIZONA, 


My colleague is present and ready to take the 


The Senator-elect will present him- 


City, N. Y., relative to a reduction of the duty on butter, cheese, 
and eggs, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the East New York Coopera- 
tive Savings and Building Loan Association, of Brooklyn; of 
the Mount St. Vincent Cooperative Building and Loan Associa- 
tion, of New York City; of the Brooklyn Mutual Building and 
Loan Association, of Brooklyn; of the Savings, Loan and 
Building Association, of Watertown; of the National Surety 
Company, of New York City; of Staten Island Lodge, No. 56, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Staten Island; of Local 
Lodge, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Binghamton; of 
the Savings and Loan Association, of Niagara Falls; of the 
Tuckahoe Home-Building and Loan Association, of Tuckahoe; 
and of J. F. Bingham Lodge, No. 155, Brotherhood of Locomo- 
tive Firemen, of New York City, all in the State of New York, 
praying that building and loan associations be exempted from 
the proposed tax on corporations, which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the New York Team Owners’ 
Association, of New York City, N. Y., praying that oats, hay, and 
horses be placed on the free list, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. BURTON presented resolutions adopted by the Board of 
Trade of Columbus, Ohio, remonstrating against the proposed 


| tax on corporations, which were ordered to lie on the table. 


I present the credentials of | 
my colleague {Mr. Cray], who has been elected for the term | 


REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2179) to authorize and empower J. L. 
Hankinson, N. B. Dial, and their associates, successors, and as- 
signs to construct a dam, reported it with amendments, and sub- 


| mitted a report (No. 14) thereon. 


Mr. MARTIN. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 


| County, Ark., to construct a bridge across Saline River, in said 


| the Senator from Arkansas, I made the request. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | 


tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant | 


to law, a copy of the session laws of the twenty-fifth legislative 
assembly of the Territory of Arizona, which, with the accom- 
panying document, was referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 

passed the bill (H. R. 11579) to amend an act relative to the 

erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee 

River, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. J. R. 40) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, and it 
was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY, 

Mr. LODGE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Tuesday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Rochester, N. Y., and a memorial of the Employers’ 
Association of Utica, N. Y., remonstrating against the imposi- 
tion of the proposed tax on corporations, which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the executive com- 
mittee of the New York Mercantile Exchange, of New York 





| agreement is absolute. 


| the Senator from Texas [Mr. Conrerson], to the consideration 
A message from the House of Representatves, by Mr. W. J. | 


county and State, to report it without amendment, and I sub- 
mit a report (No. 16) thereon. 

This is a local bill in which the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Davis]. who is absent, is very much interested. At his instance, 
I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for its present con- 
sideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. I have, myself, no objection at all to the bill, 
but I do not see how it is possible for us to deviate from the 
unanimous-consent agreement. I was obliged to object the other 
day to the bill reported by the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
Carrer] from the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
I feel that I must object to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. I merely desire to say that notwithstanding 
the understanding that general business would not be taken up, 
quite a number of bridge bills have been passed by the Senate. 
I have no interest whatever in this matter. In the absence of 
If this course 
is to be pursued, it must be applied universally. I do not under- 
stand why it is that Senators will sit here and see bill after 
bill passed, and then object to this local measure. 

Mr. LODGE. The proposition was made at the time the 
unanimous-consent agreement was reached to except bridge 
bills, and the exception was not made. The unanimous-consent 
I objected the other day, and so did 


Is there objection to the present 


of the bill the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer] reported. 
I think we ought to adhere to the unanimous-consent agreement. 
Mr. MARTIN. I fully concur in that statement, but I have 


| seen perhaps a dozen of these bills passed. 


Mr. LODGE. 
was entered into. 
Mr. MARTIN. 

I suppose. 

Mr. LODGE. Nothing has been passed since by unanimous 
consent it was agreed to take an adjournment from three days 
to three days. 

Mr. MARTIN. I understand it now. 
the agreement was made. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the wnanimous-consent agreement I 
alluded to. The Senator will find it printed on the first page 
of the calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
calendar. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2827) to extend the time for construc. 
tion of a bridge across the Ouachita River at or near Camden, 
Ark., reported it with an amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 15) thereon. 


Not since the unanimous-consent agreement 


I beg pardon; that transpired in my absence, 


I was not present when 


The bill will be placed on the 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bilis were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FRYE: 

A bill (8S. 2943) granting a pension to Susan B. Merrill (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (by request) : 

A bill (S. 2944) for the relief of the heirs of Daniel Donovan; 
to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment providing that the un- 
expended balance of the appropriation of $4,500 made to pay 
the necessary expenses of the inaugural ceremonies of the 
President of the United States March 4, 1909, be made available 
and reappropriated to be expended as additional compensation 
to the employees of the Senate who performed clerical and other 
extra services, and so forth, intended to be proposed by him to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


WATER SUPPLY OF CIALES, P. R. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States (S. Doc. 
No. 130), which was read and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico 
and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


In accordance with section 32 of the act of Congress approved 
April 12, 1900 (51 Stat., 84), entitled “An act temporarily to 
provide revenue and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for 
other purposes,” I have the honor to transmit herewith for the 
consideration of the Congress certified copy of a franchise 
granted by the executive council of Porto Rico June 25, 1909, 
entitled “An ordinance granting the right to the municipality of 
Ciales to take 7 liters of water per second from the brook Cojo 
Bales, municipal district of Ciales, for the purpose of supplying 
the inhabitants of the municipality with water,” approved by 
the acting governor June 29, 1909. 


Wm. H. Tart. 
THe WHitTe Hovse, July 16, 1909. 


BRIDGE ACROSS CONDADO BAY, PORTO RICO, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following | 


message from the President of the United States (S. Doc. 
No. 131), which was read and, with the accompanying paper, 


referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico and | 


ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


In accordance with section 32 of the act of Congress approved | 


April 12, 1900 (31 Stat., 84), entitled “An act temporarily to 
provide revenue and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for 
other purposes,” I have the honor to transmit herewith for the 
consideration of the Congress certified copy of a franchise 
granted by the executive council of Porto Rico June 25, 1909. 
entitled “An ordinance granting to Behn Brothers the right to 
construct a bridge and the approaches thereto across a portion 
of the Condado Bay at the eastern extremity of San Juan 
Island,” approved by the acting governor June 29, 1909. 
Wm. H. Tarr, 
Tne Wuite Hovusse, July 16, 1909. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H, R. 11579. An act to amend an act relative to the erection | 


of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee River 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. 

After five minutes spent in executive session, the doors were 
reopened, and (at 12 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Tuesday, July 20, 1909, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations received by the Senate July 16, 1909. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Thomas E. Olsgard, of Minot, N. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Minot, N. Dak., vice Luther D. McGahan, resigned. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Capt. William Edward Reynolds to be a senior captain in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
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such from July 9, 1909, in place of Capt. Fredric Montford 
Munger, retired. 

First Lieut. Claude Stanley Cochran to be a captain in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from July 9, 1909, in place of Capt. William Edward Reynolds, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles Ernest Johnston to be a captain in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from January 28, 1909, in place of Capt. Alexander Perry 
Rodgers Hanks, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Philip Wales Lauriat to be a first lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from December 30, 1908, in place of First Lieut. James 
Guy Ballinger, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Joseph Raoul Besse to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from December 31, 1908, in place of Second Lieut. Philip 
Wales Lauriat, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Edward Joseph Donohue to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank 
as such from December 30, 1908, in place of Second Lieut. Wil- 
liam Ambrose O'Malley, promoted. 

Third Lieut. James Pine to be a second lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 
from December 30, 1908, in place of Second Lieut, John Lovejoy 
Maher, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Michael John Ryan to be a second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from January 2, 1909, in place of Second Lieut. William 
Henry Munter, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Warner Kieth Thompson to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
rank as such from December 31, 1908, in place of Second Lieut. 
Eben Barker, promoted. 

Third Lieut. William Francis Towle to be a second lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from January 2, 1909, to fill a vacancy created by the act 
approved April 16, 1908. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 

To be second licutenants, with rank from July 14, 1909. 
Master Gunner Lucien Helm Taliaferro, Coast Artillery Corps. 
Sergt. Harold Hubert Bateman, Troop D, Fifth Cavalry. 

CAVALRY ARM. 
Battalion Sergt. Maj. John Charles Fremont Tillson, jr., 
Fourth Infantry. 
Pvt. Paul Christopher Raborg, Troop H, Fifteenth Cavalry. 
INFANTRY ARM. 


Corp. Vernon George Olsmith, Company H, Twenty-sixth 


| Infantry. 





Master Gunner Ralph Ernest Jones, Coast Artillery Corps. 

Pyt. Earle Marian Chant, One hundred and sixty-eighth 
Company Coast Artillery Corps. 

Master Gunner John Sehorn Singleton, Coast Artillery Corps. 

COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 

To be second lieutenants, with rank from July 12, 1909. 

Edward Cornelius Hanford, of Washington, late second lieu- 
tenant, First Cavalry, United States Army. 

Midshipman William Charles Koenig, United States Navy. 

Midshipman Harry Walter Stephenson, United States Navy. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 16, 1909. 


CONSULS. 


Fred C. Slater to be consul at Sarnia, Ontario, Canada. 
Robert Frazer, jr., to be consul at Valencia, Spain. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

William R. Leaken to be collector of customs for the district 

of Savannah, Ga. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAvyY. 

The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in 
the navy: 

William R. Scofield, 

Henry Smith, 

William W. Booth, 

John H. Busch, 

William E. Stiles, and 

Adolph A. Gathemann. 


PosTMASTER, 
Hardy C. Fryer, at Blakely, Ga. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fruvay, July 16, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


INCOME TAX—ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title: 

S.J. R. 40. Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. *° 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, with reference 
to the report of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, which has 
just been submitted by the Chair to the House, I desire to 
inquire whether the Speaker thinks it necessary to submit the 
Senate joint resolution No. 40 to the President for his sig- 
nature? 

The SPEAKER. 
man’s question. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, the Chair has 
just laid before the House a report of the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, which states that Senate joint resolution No. 40, 
providing for an amendment to the Constitution giving Congress 
the power to levy an income tax without regard to the census 
or enumeration, has been signed; and I desire to know whether 
the Speaker will transmit that resolution to the President for 
his signature? ; 

I know the precedents, and I know that it has been decided 
by the Supreme Court of the United States in the Third Dallas— 
in the case of Hollingsworth v. Virginia. It has been heretofore 
ruled by a former Speaker, when the question was raised, that 


The Chair does not quite grasp the gentle- 


it was not necessary to submit the resolution to amend the Con- | 


stitution to the President for his approval. I call the Chair’s 
attention to the matter now, in order that the Chair’s attention 
may be called to the precedents in this regard, and for the other 
purpose, Mr. Speaker, that if it is necessary, the House may take 
such usual and necessary methods in the premises to have the 
States of the Union informed of the action of the Congress in 
this respect. I have already had letters from members of the 
legislature in my State, which is now in session, inquiring rela- 
tive to the matter; and because of my interest in it and because 
of the interest in it of the legislature in my State, I have called 
the matter to the attention of the Speaker, so that whatever is 
necessary to be done may be done as speedily as possible. It is 
because of that precedent and because of the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States to which I refer, which 
decision arose upon the eleventh amendment to the Constitution, 
that I have thought proper to direct the Chair’s attention to the 
subject now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that this joint 
resolution originated in the Senate. It was passed by the House, 
and the joint resolution, duly enrolled, is signed by the Speaker 
and reported to the House, and it will be transmitted from the 
House to the Senate, in which body it originated, and the uni- 
form practice is that the body originating the measure transmits 
it to the proper depository. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. If the Chair will pardon me in 
the matter a moment, I think it is the duty of Congress—and I 
think a concurrent resolution to that effect will be proper—to 
authorize the transmission of this resolution to the executives 
of the various States; and if the Speaker will turn the page of 
the book to which he is now referring, Hinds’ Precedents, on the 
top of the next page he will find a precedent for that action, 
which was taken in the case of the amendments submitted after 
the civil war. This precedent will be found in volume 5, page 
1018, section 7042, Hinds’ Parliamentary Precedents. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is satisfied that under the prac- 
tice of the House, as well as of the Senate, the body originating 
the measure disposes of it, either by sending it to the President, 
on the one hand, or depositing it in the proper place, on the 
other. Just which House should originate the concurrent reso- 
lution requesting transmission of the situation to the States it 
is not necessary for the Chair to determine at this time; and, in 
fact, the Chair, until examination, has no opinion in the prem- 
ises, and the question does not arise at this time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Latta, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House of 
Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
joint resolution and bills of the following titles: 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 



















4495 


On July 12, 1909: 

H. J. Res. 54. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan cots, tents, and appliances for the use of the forty- 
third national encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic 
at Salt Lake City, Utah. 

On July 15, 1909: 

H. R. 9609. An act to grant to John Rivett privilege to make 
commutation of his homestead entry; and 

H. RB. 9541. An act to amend an act entitled “An act tempora- 
rily to proyide revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, 
and for other purposes,” approved April 12, 1900, 

PORTO RICO. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States (S. Doe. No. 131), 
which was read, referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In accordance with section 32 of the act of Congress approved 
April 12, 1900 (31 Stat., 84), entitled “An act temporarily to 
provide revenue and a civil government for Porto Rico, and 
for other purposes,” I have the honor to transmit herewith for 
the consideration of the Congress certified copy of a franchise 
granted by the executive council of Porto Rico June 25, 1909, 
entitled “An ordinance granting to Behn Brothers the right to 
construct a bridge and the approaches thereto across a portion 
of the Condado Bay at the eastern extremity of San Juan 
Island,” approved by the acting governor June 29, 1909. 

Wma. H. Tarr. 

Tue Whuirte Howse, July 16, 1909. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States (S. Doc. No. 130), 
which was read, referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In accordance with section 32 of the act of Congress approved 
April 12, 1900 (31 Stat., 84), entitled “An act temporarily to 
provide revenue and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for 
other purposes,” I have the honor to transmit herewith for 
the consideration of the Congress certified copy of a franchise 
granted by the executive council of Porto Rico June 25, 1909, 
entitled “An ordinance granting the right to the municipality 
of Ciales to take 7 liters of water per second from the brook 
Cojo Bales, municipal district of Ciales, for the purpose of sup- 
plying the inhabitants of the municipality with water,” approved 
by the acting governor June 29, 1909. 

Wma. H. Tarr. 

Tue Wuite Howse, July 16, 1909. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. MoNDELL, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Dennis Driscoll, Sixtieth Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

AMENDMENT TO CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. HARDY rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, in connection with the joint reso- 
lution which the Senate and the House has agreed to submit to 
the States, I have a matter to which I think there Is no objec- 
tion, and I would like to ask unanimous consent to present and 
consider the resolution which I ask to be read at the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. Please send the resolution to the Clerk’s 
desk. ‘ 

Mr. MANN. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
request is. 

Mr. HARDY. I will be glad to state what the request 
The request is that at the same time the income-tax amendment 
is submitted that we submit to the States an amendment to the 
Constitution to enable inaugurations to be held on the 4th day of 
April instead of on the 4th day of March hereafter. It seems 
to me it is—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent, as the Chair understands, for the present consideration 
of the following joint resolution, the title of which the Clerk 
will read. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I understand the object of the 
request and I must object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard, the gentleman saying he 
understands the object of the request. 


Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. Speaker, we are unable to hear what the 


is. 
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Mr. BURLESON. He must be a mind reader, then. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Texas stated what it was. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be considered 
as equivalent to a demand for the regular order. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have no objection to its being read, but I 
object to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. If objection is withdrawn or withheld, the 
Clerk will report the joint resolution. 

The Clerk began the reading of the resolution. . 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, objection is not withdrawn except 
that it may be read as part of the gentleman’s request. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the objection is with- 
held until the joint resolution is read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 

United States. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House con- 
curring therein), That the following article is proposed as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratified by 
the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, shall be valid to 
all intents and purposes as a part of the Constitution : 

Art. XVII. That the terms of office of newly elected Members of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate of the United States shall 
begin on the 4th day of April instead of the 4th day of March, in the 
same manner as heretofore provided under the Constitution, and that 
the terms of office of the President and Vice-President of the United 
States shall begin on the 4th day of April every fourth year, and their 
induction into office take place on the 4th day of April instead of the 
4th day of March, as heretofore provided under the Constitution, and 
that for the interim between the 4th day of March and the 4th day of 
April of the years when this amendment shall first have application the 
holding of Members of the House of Representatives and Senate of the 
United States shall continue to act and hold in their capacities, rights, 
and duties as Representatives, Senators, and President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I object to the present consider- 
ation of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio objects to the 


consideration of the resolution. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the appropriation 
bill now before the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 11570) making appropriations 
to supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal 
year 1909, and for other purposes, Mr. WANGER in the chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For additional amount for the additional accommodations to the 
building erected for the offices of the President, and for each and 
every purpose connected therewith, including heating apparatus and 
light fixtures, and furniture, all to be done according to plans, the 
details of which shall be approved by the President, and completed in 
every respect within the sums hereby and heretofore appropriated, 
$13,500, to be expended by contract or otherwise, in the discretion and 
under the direction of the President, to continue available during the 
fifscal year 1910. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNeEy] how much was 
appropriated before for this purpose? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Forty thousand dollars. I will state, for the 
information of the committee, that this appropriation for en- 
larging the executive offices of the President originated in the 
Senate as an amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
There has been no estimate submitted; there has been no in- 
vestigation as to the amount necessary to complete that addi- 
tion. Since the making of that appropriation the engineer in 
charge of public buildings and grounds in the District of Co- 
lumbia has prepared plans and specifications for the construc- 
tion of this addition, and they have been approved by the 
President, as required, but the construction can not be com- 
pieted within the limit of cost. It will require $13,500 in addi- 
tion to the amount already appropriated. It is very necessary 
that it be done at this session, for under the law making the 
appropriation of $40,000 they can not make a contract, they 
can not begin the work at all, until the full amount is appro- 
priated which it is estimated the building will cost. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How much did that house cost 
originally? 

Mr. TAWNEY. My recollection is that the improvements all 
toid were between $500,000 and $600,000. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am not talking about what the 
ruination of the White House cost. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. About $60,000 was the cost of the executive 
offices of the President. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to know, if you know 
or anybody else knows, how they could manage to spend 
$60,000 on that little brick house with only six rooms in it, 
and with a cellar for the purpose of containing the heating 
apparatus. That is one of the mysteries of the world to me. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have never had occasion to investigate 
the cost of material or the contract, but that $60,000 includes 
not only the building, but it includes all the equipment and 
furnishings for the building. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You have what Governor Dingley 
used to call “surface information” about building houses, 
and I submit to you individually, if you do not believe that 
house can be duplicated for $10,000? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not. I do not believe it can be dupli- 
cated by a private citizen, who, of course, always builds for 
less than the Government. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is going to be done to this 
house in order to absorb this $33,000? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind the gentlemen 
there is no question pending before the committee unless a 
motion be made. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I make the motion to strike out 
the paragraph. 

Mr. MADDEN. How does he arrive at the fact that the 
building will cost $60,000? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Tawney] just said so. 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not see how you can figure it out, as 
all the improvements were made together. I do not see how 
you can separate one part from the other. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mappen] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLarK] 
that there was a limitation on the cost of the executive offices 
of the President. That limitation was $60,000. I think the 
cost, while it did not exceed the limit of cost, was up fully to 
that limit. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am perfectly willing for the ex- 
ecutive offices to be enlarged. I think they ought to be. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will answer the gentleman’s question fur- 
ther by saying that this extension is to be on the south side. 
The ground was formerly used as a tennis court. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Where are they going to have the 
tennis court? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I suppose out in Rock Creek Park. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. At Chevy Chase. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will turn to page 106 of 
the hearings, he will there find a complete statement of the 
proposed changes and an itemized statement of the cost, the 
aggregate cost being $53,500. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
going to do? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are going to enlarge the present 
building. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. For this sum you ought to build 
over the big end of that lot. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It will be almost double the size of the 
present offices. 

Mr. BURLESON. Here is what the alterations will be: 

These include a larger and more dignified room for the President's 
office, separate waiting rooms for congressional visitors and for the 
general public in addition to the present lobby, a larger telegraph office, 
another room for clerks, and additional toilet rooms, besides a number 
of minor improvements. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman from Texas, with the 
permission of the gentleman from Minnesota, whether it will 
contain a room for the waiting Members of the House who are 
waiting until Senators are disposed of? 

Mr. BURLESON. Why, certainly it will. 

Mr. MANN. «That is, a separate apartment for that purpose? 

Mr. BURLESON, There is room for the Members on the out- 
side. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I simply want to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Minnesota to this state of affairs. A 
few weeks ago there was issued from the White House a ukase 
that we should have economy under this administration. The 

Secretary of War went to work, and in a few minutes cut 
$56,000,000 out of the army appropriations, and then the Secre- 
tary of the Navy in a few minutes cut $20,000,000 out of the 
naval appropriations. Well, now, if they keep up that rate of 
progress, we will cut these bills down to something reasonable; 
but here yesterday we voted $25,000 for the President’s traveling 
expenses that might have been saved, and now you are fixing 
to appropriate another $53,000 to build five or six rooms to en- 
large the executive offices. 


What is the building they are 
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Mr. MANN. Thirteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It all figures up $53,000. There 
are only six rooms in that building down there that cost $65,000, 
and two or three of them are very small rooms. I am perfectly 
willing that the President of the United States should have all 
the room that he needs; but I think that it is an absolutely 
wicked waste of the public money to appropriate $53,000 for 
such 2 building down there, and no mortal man can justify any 
such performance. 

Mr. PRINCE. I desire to make an inquiry of the gentleman 
from Minnesota. I notice in the Recorp of yesterday, on page 
4472, a gentleman in making his speech said this: 

The next item in this bill which I shall op » Mr. Chairman, will 
be the $13,500 increase to build an additional room to the President's 
office. I shall oppose this for the reason that in it is included $3,000 
which is to be paid to an architect, and $3,000 to a superintendent, 
making $6,000. The architects which the Government has are not com- 
petent enough, it seems, to draw the plans and specifications for a room 
or two to be added to that office, Mr. Chairman. 

What is there of truth in that statement? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the 
gentleman from Illinois, that with the amount of work the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury has, it was impossible for 
him to prepare plans, if he would have authority. The engineer 
in charge of this work has informed me, and those associated 
with me in the preparation of this bill, that the employment of 
an outside architect for this purpose was absolutely necessary. 
He has no one in his office who, as an architect, is qualified to 
prepare plans and specifications for this building. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will state to the gentleman that the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury never draws plans or 
prepares specifications except for the Treasury Department on 
buildings that have been authorized by law. 

Mr. PRINCE. The question I wish to submit is this: Do I 
understand the gentleman's statement to be true, that when we 
are to employ an architect to prepare plans for a building, cost- 
ing at the outside $53,000, that we are to pay $3,000 for prepar- 
ing plans of that kind? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois, 
in the first place, that the employment of an outside architect 
is absolutely necessary; in the second place, the fee that the 
outside architect draws is fixed by the organization of architects 
all over the United States. It is between 5 and 6 per cent. I 
think it is now 6 per cent. 

Mr. PRINCE. That means that the $3,000 includes his ex- 
pense there as to the superintendency of the building and watch- 
ing the material that goes into it? | 

Mr. MANN. Supervision, not superintendence. 

Mr. PRINCE. Now, here is an item of $3,000 for that super- 
intendence. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; that is not correct. 

Mr. PRINCE. That is what I want to know. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The estimate was for $3,000 for super- 
intendence, inspection, plans, and sundry expenses. That is the 
miscellaneous item of expenditure, $3,000, which is not spe- 
cifically itemized. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The statement referred to by the gentleman | 
from Illinois [Mr. Prince] is not correct. 

Mr. GARRETT. Does not the architect furnish the plans? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. He furnishes most of the plans; yes, 
I should like to state, Mr. Chairman, that when this appro- 
priation of $40,000 was made, it was not known whether this 
improvement would be made by erecting a second story to this 
office building or by extending the office building to the south. 
The amount named was therefore a mere guide to the archi- 
tect as to about what Congress meant to spend in the way of 
making that improvement. Now, when the architect was em- 
ployed, he was not employed as one ordinarily is, simply to 
draw a plan of a $40,000 building; but the important thing to 
determine was how this should be erected with reference to 
the White House, so as not to impair the general architectural 
effect of the building—the terraces and the executive office. It 
was finally determined that this ought to be built to the south. 
That requires foundations that would not have been required 
had it been built as an additional story on top of the present 
executive offices. 

Personally, without claiming to have any artistic taste, I 
fully agree with the architect that it would be exceedingly un- 

wise to make this building two stories high. I think it would de- 
stroy the entire beauty of the combined White House and execu- 
tive offices, and I think as the architect does, that it ought to be 
extended to the south, although thereby it will require new 
foundations and much additional expense to what would have 
been required had the roof simply been raised and a second 
Story added to the existing building. 








XLIV——282 


fact that he is too busy. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
telling them to build that onto the south of the present build- 
ing instead of on top of it? 


Are they going to pay him $3,000 for 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They are going to pay him $3,000 for 
the plans, the regular rates charged by architects, but they 
also needed an architect in order to know where and how the 
additions sheuld be made to the building, so as not to destroy 
that magnificent structure. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do you think the architect exhib- 
ited any taste when he put up the building that is down there 
now? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I agree with you, 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is, if you refer to the executive 
offices, I do not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; I refer to the executive offices. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think the White House is one of the 
most beautiful buildings in the world. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know; 
planned that is dead. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I know he is. 

Mr. BURLESON. I understand that this extension is practi- 
cally a restoration of the original plan. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There is some difference of opinion as 
to whether the original plan has been very well carried out 
or not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
Treasury do anyhow? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. He draws the plans and superintends 
the construction of buildings erected by the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, If that is so, what is the reason he 
can not draw the plans for this building? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Because this is not being built by the 
Treasury Department, and there was no act of Congress author- 
izing or directing him to do it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Could you not borrow him for a 
while? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It could be done, but it was not done. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why did you not authorize the bor- 
rowing of him? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Because there was doubt whether he 
was the proper man to do it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why does he not get up plans for 
all these public buildings that the country is waiting for, and 





but the architect who 


What does the Architect of the 


| the building of which is delayed? 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is his business, and the very fact 


of the delays is the very best proof that he ought not to be 


| asked to do this, because he is too busy. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is not necessarily proof of the 
It may be he is doing nothing. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. He is busy. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that the cost of the plans prepared 
by the Supervising Architect is now a little over 6 per cent. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota a question: You say that the architects get 6 per 
cent, and this thing they are going to build down there is going 
to cost $34,500? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Fifty-three thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is counting in the furniture; 
you do not need an architect to buy furniture. Six per cent 
of $34,500 would be $2,070, and here you give him $3,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
mean to say that the heating and ventilating system is no part 
of the building? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
do that. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman says that the architect 
has nothing to do with the ventilating system? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; I do not think he has. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I am heartily in favor of this appropriation, because, 
in my judgment—and I believe it is the judgment of all the 
Members of the House who know conditions down there— 
any change in the executive offices would be an improvement of 
these conditions. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is all true. 
gentleman from Missouri a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. In one moment. I first want to correcta 
misunderstanding that might be created by what the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Smiru] has said. He says that the Supervising 
Architect makes the plans for the buildings for the Treasury De- 
partment only. That is not true. In the absence of a depart- 


No; you will have another fellow 


Let me ask the 


























o-sat of public works the Treasury Department takes the place 
oi—_—— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not with reference to this building. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The Supervising Architect is the archi- 
tect who should be intrusted with the drafting of all the plans 
for all construction work of the Government. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does the gentleman mean that he 
should be or that by law he is intrusted with it? Does the 
gentleman say that he is in charge and furnishes plans of all 
the buildings in Washington? 

Mr. MANN. Like tne House Office Building, for instance. 
He had no more to do with that than the gentleman from Mis- 
souri; and not so.much, because he had nothing to do with it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The duties of the Supervising Architect 
of the Treasury Department are entirely in the diseretion of 
Congress. If Congress says that a building shall be intrusted 
to the hands of any other architect, of course Congress can do 
so. But I say as a matter of principle there ought to be one 
official, one architect, charged with the supervision of all public 
buildings. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
to be, but not that he is. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That would be in the interest of econ- 
omy. And, by the way, the Supervising Architect does not only 
erect post-office buildings and treasury buildings, but he soe 
all kinds of buildings for other departments. 

Mr. MANN. Does he erect light-house buildings? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. He ought to, if he does not. 

Mr. MANN. So he does not even erect all the buildings under 
the Treasury Department. All he supervises are post-offices 
and custom-house buildings. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The law especially provides for the Su- 
pervising Architect, and when Congress provides that any other 
architect shall furnish plans, of course it has that right. 

Mr. MANN. Congress provides for light-houses and life-saving 
stations, and does not provide that they shall be erected by some 
one else, and yet the Supervising Architect has no more super- 
vision over them than the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I hope the time will come, and I am sure 
the House will agree with me when that subject is perfectly 
understood, that there will only be one official charged with all 
the construction work of the Government. That official should 
have a force sufficient to do all that work, so that it will be 
unnecessary in the future to employ private architects. As to 
the charge that there are no men competent enough to erect 
any kind of public buildings in the architect's office, I believe 
there are architects now employed in the Supervising Archi- 
tect’s office that are the peers of any private architects in the 
country. It is urue that they work at a small salary, such as 
our poor Government can afford to give them, but I am per- 
sonally aware that they are equal to any other talent that may 
be secured in the country. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why is it that the Supervising 
Architect's department is so far behind in the post-office build- 
ings? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Because we did not give them space 
enough to locate a sufficient force of draftsmen. We have 
been in the habit of employing from 70 to 80 draftsmen in the 
service of the Treasury Department, and when the last two 
public-buildings bills were passed—one in the last Congress and 
one in the Congress before, which was unusual—the architect 
increased his force of draftsmen to about 200, and a larger 
force can not be employed because of a lack of space. Even the 
present force is not sufficient to cope with the tremendous work 
which Congress has thrown upon that office, but very good and 
rapid progress is being made. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. -Now, one other question. Does the 
gentleman think that $53,000 is necessary to build six rooms 
down there on the White House grounds? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I have not gone into that question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But the gentleman is an expert in 
the building business and chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
ri lic Buildings. 
i Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the committee of which I have had 

the honor to be a member had had charge of it, I am sure that I 
would be competent to answer the gentleman’s question. 
Gi Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I move, then, Mr. Chairman, that 
the matter be turned over to the gentleman from Missouri. 
i! Mr. BARTHOLDT. Oh, no. I want this improvement made 
now, and I am satisfied with the terms of it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What does the gentleman say 
about $65,000 being spent on that thing that is down there 
now—as an expert? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, Oh, I suppose the job was worth it, 
[Laughter.] 
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The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pro forma amendment is 


Mr. COX of Indiana. 


exhausted. 


Mr. Chairman, I renew the amendment 


to strike out the paragraph. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair referred only to the pro forma 


amendment. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. As I understand the Chair, the amend- 


ment to strike out is still pending? 


The CHAIRMAN. Yes; that is pending; and the Chair will 


recognize the gentleman. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to address the 


committee upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri {Mr. CLarkK], as well as upon certain other sections of 
the pending bill. 


From my place in the Chamber, I could not hear the informa- 


tion given to the House by the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations [Mr. Tawney], and I desire to elicit information 
from him upon the measure under consideration. Did I under- 
stand him to state that the Committee on Appropriations had 
not had an estimate of the cost of this building? 


Mr. TAWNEY. The appropriation made in the sundry civil 
bill at the last session of Congress was not made upon any 
estimate. It was made because of the necessity of enlarging 
the building, and was made without an estimate because there 
was no time to obtain an -estimate before the adjournment of 
Congress on the 4th day of March. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then, as I understand the gentleman, 
up until this time the Committee on Appropriations has never 
taken or heard any evidence as to the estimates? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, yes; up to this time we have had evi- 
dence. The plans have been prepared, the plans for the ex- 
tension and enlargement of the building, and they have been 
approved by the President in accordance with the law. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Let me ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Why was not the full amount of the appropriation made 
at the last session of Congress? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Because we did not know how much would 
be required. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. When did the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations learn that fact for the first time? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He learned it for the first time after the 
plans and specifications were prepared. We had no opportunity 
to get that information before agreeing in conference to the 
amendment of the Senate appropriating $40,000 for this pur- 
pose, and it was stated at that time that the amount might 
have to be enlarged somewhat, and we did not want to make 
it any larger than we thought absolutely necessary. The chief 
engineer has said to me, and in the hearings, that they have 
endeavored to keep down the cost as much as they possibly 
could; but in view of the fact that they are required under the 
law to not only complete the building, but to equip it and 
furnish it, there is no expenditure connected with the building 
to be made after this expenditure has been made. This is to 
complete the building and to furnish it and to equip it with 
all of the appliances necessary to its use. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. For $60,000? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Fifty-three thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I desire not only to support the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLark] to strike out the paragraph under consideration, but 
to oppose several other portions of the bill. The bill is an 
urgent deficiency bill appropriating for deficiencies for the cur- 
rent year ending June 30, 1910, the sum of $434,401.58. The 
first session of the Sixtieth Congress appropriated the enor- 
mous sum of $1,008,397,543.56 to meet the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment ending June 30, 1909; and the second session of the 
Sixtieth Congress, ending March 4, last, appropriated the ap- 
palling sum of $1,044,401,857.12 to meet the current expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1910, making 
a total sum appropriated by the Sixtieth Congress of $2,052,- 
799,400.68 for the purpose of meeting the current expenses of 
the Government for two years. 

Mr, Chairman, never in:the history of the Government has 
such an era of wild extravagance of the people’s money been 
witnessed as has been in the past two years. .Mr. Chairman, 
when President Taft was inaugurated the people for the time 
being sighed a breath of relief, believing that economy and 
not the “big stick” was to be the watchword of his adminis- 
tration. The newspapers throughout the country teemed with 
editorials announcing the fact that economy would be rigidly 
practiced in all the departments of the Government under the 
régime of the present administration; and this announcement 
was indeed hailed with delight by the people throughout the 
length and breadth of the land. But if the future is to be 
governed by the present, I fear that it was a promise made 
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to be broken on the first occasion. The Congress has been in 
session since the 15th of last March, not only attempting to re- 
vise the tariff, but devising some other system of taxation 
other than the system now in force whereby revenue may be 
raised to meet the constant growing appropriations of the 
people’s money. Instead of devising different systems of taxa- 
tion for the purpose of taking more money in the way of taxes 
from the people, in my judgment it would be much wiser for 
not only the President, but Congress as well, to devise a sys- 
tem of reducing the expenditures of the Government to a 
sound and sane basis. Mr. Chairman, I find the following item 
in the bill now under consideration : 

; ident of the United States, to con- 
et eS eee 1910, and to be expended in his 
discretion and accounted for on his certificate solely, $25,000. 

Mr. Chairman, this is indeed a remarkable request of the 
President, especially in view of the proceedings had in this 
Chamber on the closing days of the last Congress. The salary 
of the President was fixed in 1789 at $25,000 per annum. It 
remained at this figure until 1872, when it was increased to 
$50,000 per year. This continued to be the salary of the Presi- 
dent until the 34 day of March, 1909, when the salary was in- 
creased to $75,000 per year. Mr. Chairman, no one who heard 
the debates upon this question then and no one who has since 
read the record of the debates can come to any conclusion 
other than that the amount of $75,000 should be in full, not only 
for the President's salary, but likewise in lieu of his traveling 
expenses. When the legislative bill came back from the Senate 
on the 24th of last February, it contained a provision increasing 
the President’s salary from $50,000 to $100,000 per annum. 
This Senate amendment was defeated in the House on a 
yea-and-nay vote. Mr. Watson, then a Member of Congress 
from the State of Indiana, moved that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment, with an amendment increasing the 
President's salary to $75,000 per annum. In order that no mis- 
take or misunderstanding should thereafter be involved as to 
the President's salary, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
offered an amendment to the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Indiana, Mr. Watson, which amendment is as follows: 

Which amount shall cover all transportation expenses now otherwise 
provided for by law. 

So the amendment offered by Mr. Watson, of Indiana, as 
finally voted upon by the House, was as follows: 

This sum to include transportation expenses now otherwise provided 
for by law; and after the 3d of March, 1909, the compensation of 
the President of the United States shall be $75,000 per annum. 

The amendment as finally voted upon by the House, found on 
page 3097 of the ConerEessionaL Recorp, is as follows: 

Page 37, line 14, after “dollars,” insert “this sum to include all 
transportation. expenses now otherwise provided for by law; and after 
the 3d of March, 1909, the compensation of the President of the United 
States shall be $75,000, which amount shall cover all transportation 
expenses now otherwise provided by law. 

Mr. Chairman, English language could not be any plainer 
than this. It meant and was understood to mean, not only by 
the Members of the House, but, in my judgment, by the country 
as well, that this $75,000 per year should cover not only the 
salary of the President but his transportation expenses as well; 
but Mr. Chairman, the very first thing at this special session 
of Congress it is asked to make an appropriation of $25,000 
to pay the traveling expenses of the President for the current 
year ending June 30, 1910. It is true that in 1906 Congress 
passed a law thereafter empowering it te make appropriations 
to cover the traveling expenses of the President, and while I 
concede that Congress can not repeal a general statute by an 
appropriation bill, yet I insist that, while the last Congress did 
not legally repeal the general statute passed by it in 1906 giving 
to Congress the power to appropriate money to defray the trav- 
eling expenses of the President, at least the last session of 
Congress morally repealed the act of 1906 when it increased the 
salary of the President from $50,000 per annum to $75,000. 

It is not the paltry sum of $25,000 against which I inveigh 
this evening, but it is the principle involved in it. It is the 
question of keeping faith with the people and the people's 
money, for whom we are asked to appropriate it. The Presi- 
dent, being the head of the Nation, should practice what he 
preaches and, when he insists that economy shall be practiced 
not only by Congress in the way of making appropriations, but 
in all the departments of the Government, he should put into 
effect the doctrine which he has proclaimed and which the 
people so eagerly hailed, We are promised a reduction to the 
extent of not less than $10,000,000 per year in the navy, and 
not less than $20,000,000 in the army, together with a corre- 
sponding reduction in all the departments of the Government, 
80 as to bring the Government's expenses within the legitimate 
power of the Government to raise revenue to meet its expenses. 
But if this appropriation bill is to be any guideboard by which 






















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 




































appropriations can be measured in the future, before the Sixty- 
first Congress closes I very much fear that we will see the ap- 
propriations far above the amount of money appropriated by 
the Sixtieth Congress. 


The legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill 


passed by the last Congress covering expenses for the executive 
department for the year 1910 contains the following items: 


For compensation of the President of the United States, $75,000, and 


after the 3d of March, 1909, the compensation of the President of the 
United States shall be $75,000 
increase in the compensation of the President herein authorized from 
March 4 to June 30, 1909, inclusive, is hereby appropriated. For com- 


r annum; a sufficient sum to pay the 


nsation to the following in the office of the President of the United 
tates: Secretary, $6, ; 2 assistant secretaries, at $3,000 each; 


executive clerk, $2,500; executive clerk and disbursing officer, $2,000 ; 
7 clerks, at $2,000 each; 1 clerk of class 4; 1 clerk of class 4, who 
shall be a telegrapher; 4 clerks of class 3; 2 clerks of class 2; stew- 
ard, $1,800; chief doorkeeper, $1,800; 5 doorkeepers, at $1,400 each ; 
3 doorkeepers, at $1,200 each; 4 messengers, at $1,200 each; 5 mes- 
sengers, at $900 each ; watchman, $900; 1 fireman, $900; laborer, $720; 
laborer, $600; in all, $69,920. 


For contingent expenses of the executive office, including stationery 


therefor, as well as record books, telegrams, telephones, books for library, 
furniture and carpets for offices, horses, carriages, harness, automobiles, 
expenses of stable, including labor and miscellaneous items, to be ex- 
pended in the discretion of the President, $25,000. 


Mr. Chairman, these items do not include the total cost of 


maintaining the executive office of the United States. At the 


last session of Congress, Mr. Hircucocx, of Nebraska, inserted 


in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp a statement which I adopt, showing 
that the expense of the executive office amounted to $269,400 
per year. Mr. Chairman, when will this eternal demand for 


increase of salaries stop? It has come to pass that as soon as 


a man is elected to office, although knowing at the time just 
what his salary is, yet he at once determines, upon his election, 


that his salary is not large enough, and he rushes to Congress 


or to some other lawmaking body, asking it to increase his sal- 


ary. This is invariably put upon the ground that the cost of 
living has largely increased in the last few years, and there- 


fore his salary must be increased in proportion to the increased 
cost of living, little thinking or reckoning that the cost of living 


has increased to everyone in the last few years, and little 
thinking or reckoning that every consumer of commodities in 
this country will be taxed to pay the everlasting increase of 
salaries. 

Mr. Chairman, in my judgment, this constant, growing de- 
mand for increased salary and compensation to officeholders is 
one of the crowning evils of the present day, and I believe that 
it is now time that Congress firmly set its face against these 
demands for increased salary and compensation and turn them 
down. I know of no law which compels a man to hold an 
office, and he is at liberty at any time to resign and follow some 
other vocation in life; and if he finds that his salary is not 
commensurate with his expense, he can readily resign and re- 
tire to private life, where he can follow his own vocation 
and earn money to meet his increased cost of living. This 
is practically true of all departments of the Government— 
a growing demand to increase the salary of the judges of the 
Supreme Court, together with the various inferior federal 
courts throughout the United States and that of the Vice- 
President. “‘The laborer is worthy of his hire,” but he knows 
what his hire is when he accepts the employment, and he 
should not ask Congress to continually increase his salary. I 
am opposed to this everlasting increase in salaries. I think 
the time has come that the people are opposed to it; and be- 
lieving as I do, I am unalterably opposed to many if not all 
of the provisions in the bill now under consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, it is argued that the social functions of the 
President are exacting of him and that he must meet them, 
and therefore he is entitled to not only an increase of salary, 
but to have his traveling expenses paid as well. Abraham Lin- 
coln served this country as President from 1861 to 1865 upon 
a salary of $26,000 per year, and it is useless for me to say 
that he served his country through one of the most trying 
ordeals it ever passed ; yet if history can be believed, this great 
commoner, who sprang directly from the loins of the common 
people and who knew their wants and who was thoroughly 
conversant with their hardships, saved at least one-half of 
his salary each year while serving the Government as its Chief 
Executive. Mr. Chairman, I am thoroughly with the Presi- 
dent in his effort to economize, and will willingly vote for 
any measure which will reduce the public expenditures of the 
people’s money; but I am opposed to him in the measure now 
under consideration, as well as many others if not all of the 
provisions contained in this bill. I sincerely hope that before 
this bill finally becomes a law its obnoxious features car- 
rying increased salaries and emoluments of office will be 
defeated. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNey] a question or two. I have 
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noticed that gentlemen are referring to printed hearings upon 
this bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. HARDWICK. By what committee? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No committee. 

Mr. HARDWICK. By what authority? 

Mr. TAWNEY. By common consent. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Was there any order made here in the 
House for it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; there was not. 

Mr. HARDWICK. And no provision made for the printing 
of the document? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, yes; the hearings were printed under 
authority of law. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Given how and where? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certificate of the Clerk of the House. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, it looks to me like a some- 
what unusual situation 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say one word in 
reply to the gentleman 

Mr. HARDWICK. Just a minute; I have the floor. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have the floor. You are asking me some 
questions. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Not at all. 
right and speak in my own time. 

Mr. Chairman, I just want to say this: It looks to me like a 
curious proposition that, with none of the committees appointed, 
here is a committee that does not legally exist and yet seems to 
be operating in fact, having hearings, bringing in bills, having 
printing done, and having different witnesses brought before it, 
and it looks to me like this whole proceeding is irregular from 
beginning to end. If there is any necessity for an appropriation 
committee to discharge its functions regularly, that committee 
ought to have been appointed by the Speaker of this House, and 
we ought not to have any such remarkable spectacle as this, of 
a committee that has no existence in law operating in fact, hay- 
ing hearings and having printing done, and really having no 
right to do any of it, as I understand the law and the custom 
of this House, and yet simply takes charge of the situation 
sim ly because the Speaker has not seen fit to appoint the com- 
mittees. 

Mr. MADDEN. But the matter is now being submitted to 
the gentleman and tlie other members of the committee. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I understand; but the matter of holding 
these hearings was not submitted to the House. 

Mr. MADDEN. The hearings are. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Not at all. They had no authority or 
right to hold them. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will say to my colleague that we did 
that for the accommodation of the House, and without any 
compensation or reward or hope thereof. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I quite understand; but you did it with- 
out authority. 

Mr. TAWNEY. When the bill appropriating money to con- 
tinue the Census Office and to provide for the taking of the 
next census was presented here, I was severely criticised for 
having brought that bill into the House without any hearings 
at all. Now, because this bill was necessary, carrying only 
such items as are necessary and urgent, and because I have 
for the accommodation of the House had hearings, the gentle- 
men criticise me again. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Not at all. I am not criticising the gen- 
tleman so much as I am the way the business of this House has 
been conducted. What right had the gentleman to have hear- 
ings? - 

Ar. TAWNEY. The same right that the gentleman has, if he 
can get anybody to come before him. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I understand; but what anthority did the 
gentleman have to have this printed report made? 

Mr. MANN. He takes the chances on paying for them. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Under the law which gives to the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives authority to certify for the print- 
ing of any document that he may see fit to certify to up to $500. 

Mr. HARDWICK. You pay for this particular hearing out 
of that fund, then? I repeat my remark. I do not care any- 
thing about the merits of this bill. If it is necessary for this 
committee to have hearings and bring in bills virtually as a 
committee bill, it looks to me that the committee ought to have 
been appointed; and it ought not to have assumed an authority 
that it never did possess and never has been conferred upon it 
’ by competent authority of this House. That is the thing that 
has impressed me. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
words. 


I was recognized in my own 


I move to strike out the last two 
I want to offer this suggestion. 
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participated in it. This item was subject manifestly to a point 
of order. Any Member who was really opposed to the amend- 
ment could have put it out on a point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CrarK] is not going to press his amendment to strike 
out the paragraph, but that he offered the motion in order to 
elicit information about the provision. I believe there is some 
justice in the criticism about the amount that it will eventually 
cost to build a one-story brick building along the simplest 
lines possible, the dimensions of which will be about 75 by 
60 feet. I am quite sure that there are some States that could 
almost erect a state capitol of much greater magnificence and 
fully sufficient for all its purposes for almost an equal amount 
of money. I dislike to delve into the past and refer to what 
happened when the building was first constructed. No one 
has ever had the courage in this House to justify the expendi- 
ture of almost $600,000 in the renovation of the White House 
and about $60,000 of that amount in the erection of an office 
building, purposely designed, I have heard it stated, to provide 
insufficient accommodations for the Members of Congress, in 
the hope it would keep them away from the President. 

I see the gentleman from Illinois shake his head. I wish to 
say that I had not attributed to him this rumor that has some 
foundation in fact. A room is set aside for a waiting place 
for Members of the House and Senate, the dimensions of which 
are about 10 feet by 20 feet. Those who have necessary busi- 


‘ness with the President, as well as those who bring their con- 


stituents to the White House to meet him, are expected to be 
crowded into that room like sardines in a box, so that they 
might catch fleeting glimpses of the President as he passes the 
door and then go out and not annoy him. The result has been 
that a reom that had been set apart for the business of the 
Cabinet has necessarily been used as a reception room for Mem- 
bers of Congress. During the consideration of the sundry civil 
bill in the last session of Congress, I believe it was the Senator 
from Maine who suggested that there was much propriety in 
the suggestion that additional accommodations should be af- 
forded at the White House, not only for the transaction of pub- 
lic business, but also for the convenience of Members of Con- 
gress. I was one of those who believed that perhaps after 
the 4th of March last Members of Congress might find it more 
convenient to loiter about the sacred precincts of the White 
House. I believed it was desirable to afford them proper shel- 
ter and convenience and room there. The $40,000 was appro- 
priated because it was stated that some investigation had been 
made, and it was believed that $40,000 would be sufficient to 
raise the present building one story and at the same time to 
treat it in such a manner architecturally that nobody would 
discover that it had been raised, and so it would not interfere 
— the architectural features and surroundings of the White 
ouse. 

It does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, although I do not profess 
to any special knowledge about architecture, that to extend 
this building 45 feet, a building about 60 feet wide, and to put 
in it the most simple furnishings costing only $7,000, that the 
amount asked would indicate that the man who originally 
planned the present building must at least have inspired the ~ 
plan for this additional $53,000 as the amount to be expended. 
With the original expenditure, as I have already stated, the 
building, which is, as stated in the memorandum submitted by 
the superintendent in charge of the White House, a building 
in which there is no unnecessary extravagance or elaboration 
of any kind, about 60 feet by 75, a building of brick, painted 
white, will have cost the Government of the United States 
$150,000. I am not criticising the expenditure. Perhaps it is 
worth that much money to abolish the tennis court, so that 
there will be no danger of its being revived at any time in 
the future with its attendant unofficial advisers attached to it; 
but it does seem a rather large amount. 

I submit to the gentleman from Minnesota that there is a 
duplication here of the architect’s fees. There is a specific 
provision of $3,000 for the architect. My understanding is that 
the architect’s fee includes the, preparation of plans and all 
work incident to supervision until the building is turned over 
to the owners, and yet in addition to the $3,000 for the archi- 
tect’s fee there is an item of $3,000 for superintendence and 
inspection; so that the entire cost for the architect and super- 
intendence, which should be about $3,000, will be $6,000, more 
than 10 per cent of the amount to be expended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to prolong this 
discussion. I think it is a little unfair for the distinguished 
gentleman from Indiana to say, as he has just said, the first 
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Nearly three years before President Taft became Presi- 
dent—June, 1906—a law was passed by the Congress of the 
United States providing for that $25,000 annually, or authoriz- 
ing the payment of the President's traveling expenses to the 
extent of $25,000 per annum. This law was passed just about 
two years before he was nominated for President, and yet this 
distinguished gentleman accuses him of getting into office and at 
once trying to break into the Treasury. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The gentleman does not deny but 
what President Taft is asking for this appropriation. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not know. But I do know the law of 
June, 1906, requires us to appropriate that money, and it is 
unfair to say that he is asking for it. He is entitled to the com- 
pensation, salary, emoluments, or whatever it may be named, 
provided by law prior to entering upon his term of office. His 
compensation can not be increased or diminished during the 
period of his term. (Art. II, sec. 1, par. 5, Const. U. 8.) 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Did you not hear the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations yesterday say that he was 
asking for it? 

Mr. KEIFER. I think not. I do not know anything more 
than that the law requires us to make this appropriation. The 
paragraph in the bill is simply to give the President what the 
existing law requires, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman contend that the 
organic law is compulsory, to compel Congress to make an ap- 
propriation ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Undoubtedly; because the President is an 
officer of the Government, and he is entitled to have what is 
provided for him by law, and, like any other officer, could per- 
haps compel its payment if so disposed. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the gentleman think that we 
would be violating law if we failed to make that appropriation? 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not say that; but I do say it would re- 
— an obligation against the Government if we fail to do our 

uty. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I will ask the gentleman whether or | 
not it is a fact that the President asked for a provision to be 
made for an automobile for him even before he was inaugu- 
rated as President? 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not know anything about that. 
did, it was because one was needed. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the gentleman believe that if | 
Congress fails to make this appropriation of $25,000 we will be 
derelict in our duty? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not opposed to making this appro- 
priation of $13,500 for the purpose of providing enough money 
to complete this summer the proposed addition to the last addi- 
tion to the White House. I shall be glad to do it, although I 
have always felt ashamed every time I have looked at the 
White House since it had the shed additions to it. We can 
travel from here to California and find barns all along the way 
that are much in appearance like the White House since the 
shed wings were added to it. The barns were originally built 
with the expectation that they would be adapted to the needs 
and uses of the farmer, and afterwards he found that he had 
to build cow sheds, running up on each side. The White House 
now looks, with its shed additions, like a huge building more 
nearly fitted for a barn than for the White House of this great 
eountry. 

Mr. BUTLER. They call them “ lean-to’s.” 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; they call them “lean-to’s” in Pennsylva- 
nia. They are not as good as the common old-fashioned lean-to 
structures. These sheds are built up as we have seen them on 
buildings in which farmers house their cattle, horses, and 
jacks, or whatever else they want to get in dry. [Laughter.] 

There ought to have been erected a new modern residence 
house for the President and his family to occupy, and the 
White House should have been left in its grandeur and beauty 
without architectural change. Now, it seems that the appro- 
priation of $40,000 already made for the further addition was 
supposed to be all that would be necessary to complete it, and 
it now turns out that unless we make a further appropriation 
of $13,500 the building can not be suitably constructed this 
summer. Notwithstanding what I have said, I favor this fur- 
ther appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I renew it, simply for the pur- 
pose of making one observation, called for partly by the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Ohio and partly by the remarks 
of others in the same line. 

When the White House was first reconstructed, having, like 
the other gentlemen in the House here who have been express- 


If he | 




























































ing -their opinions, no knowledge of architecture and little con- 
ception of art, I felt as they do in relation to this rehabilitation 
of the White House, but as time has gone on the calm sim- 
plicity of the White House, its wings and the office building, 
have impressed me as the only proper method of extending 
the White House; and while gentlemen here have delighted 
for years to abuse the executive office building and the wings 
of the White House, no one has ever yet suggested any method 
by which the White House could have been extended and pre- 
serve the original simplicity of the White House itself except 
the method adopted by probably the best architect in the coun- 
try, under the direction of President Roosevelt. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] to strike out the para- 
graph. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the 
amendment to strike out the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


pay the claim of Marcus Ramadanovitch, alias Radich, a Mon- 
tenegrin subject, for property stated to have been appropriated by the 
United States military authorities in Texas during the month of 
October, 1865, $6,396. 


Mr. TAWNEY. 
ment 
Mr. MANN. 

Mr. MACON. 
just read. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on 
that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen from Arkansas, Illinois, 
and Tennessee make points of order against the paragraph just 
read. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
graph. 

Mr. MANN. That amendment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in order with the 
point of order pending. 

Mr. MACON. I make the point of order aginst it, and I 
should like to be heard upon the point, if the Chair is in doubt 
about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. In view of the attitude of the gentleman 
from Minnesota, the Chair assumes that he does not oppose the 
point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have an amendment to strike out the para- 
graph, and I should like the privilege of stating to the House 
why I do so. 

Mr. MACON. Let it go out on the point of order, and then 
the gentleman can offer his amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The point of order having been sustained, 
that disposes of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To enable the United States to accept the invitation extended by 
the Government of Belgium and to participate, through a commission 
consisting of not more than one person, to be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, in the exposition to be held at Brussels in 1910, and to make 
such an exhibit at such exposition as will, in the judgment of the 
Secretary of State, best serve to illustrate some of the principal ac- 
tivities of the Government of the United States, $30,000. The com- 
missioner herein authorized may receive, out of the sum herein appro- 
priated, compensation at the rate of $3,000 per annum, together with his 
actual and necessary expenses. Nothing in this provision shall be con- 
strued so as to create any liability upon the part of the United States, 
directly or indirectly, for any debt or obligation incurred, or for any 
claim for aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or the Treasury 
of the United States in support or liquidation of any debts or obliga- 
tions that may be created on account of said exhibit and participation 
in said exposition beyond the sum hereby appropriated. The Secretary 
of State shall submit to the present Congress, at its last session, a 
detailed statement of all expenditures made hereunder. 

Mr. MACON, Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
the provision just read. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman withhold his point of 
order just a moment? I should like to make a statement in 
regard to it. 

Mr. MACON. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the President of the United 
States regarded our participation in the Belgian exposition, to 
be held in 1910, of such importance that he has made this par- 
ticipation the subject of a special message to Congress. 

The exposition held at St. Louis in 1903 was participated in 
by Belgium to the extent of $300,000. She proposes to hold an 
exposition next year, which is to be an international exposition. 
She has extended to our Government an invitation to partici- 
pate in the same; and I think if we authorize that participation 
and restrict it, as we have done in this provision, to an exhibit 
of such of the activities of the Government as in the judgment 
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of the Secretary of State should be made, and limit the ex- 
penditure for that purpose to $30,000, we are doing no more 
than we ought to, out of courtesy to a foreign nation that did 
us the courtesy to accept our invitation and participate in the 
world’s exposition at St. Louis. 

I trust that the gentleman from Arkansas will not insist 
upon his point of order, for the reason I have stated. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I had the honor of sitting with 
the Ways and Means Committee to take evidence on the tariff 
bill now in the hands of the so-called “ conference committee.” 

Before that committee every manufacturer in the United 
States displayed absolute fear, almost to the extent of with- 
drawing from the room and hiding himself whenever the word 
“Belgium” was mentioned. I do not believe that if this en- 
tire appropriation was made for the Belgian exposition that 
any manufacturer in the United States could be persuaded to 
go there without an armed guard of marines. [Laughter.] 
Therefore it is useless to make it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say in reply to the gentleman from 
Georgia that this is not for the purpose of enabling American 
manufacturers to exhibit their goods at this Belgian exposition, 
that already all the space available or that can be obtained 
from the exposition officials has been allotted to American ex- 
hibitors. 

Mr. MACON. At whose request was the allotment made? 

Mr. TAWNEY. At the request of the representative of the 
American exhibitors. 

Mr. MACON. Was not it at the request of Professor Gore? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; who represents the American exhib- 
itors, 

Mr. MACON. At the instance of Professor Gore, the exposi- 
tion expert that does nothing in God’s world for a living but 
get up these exhibitions in order that he can act as commis- 
sioner at them for a good round price. We would not care how 
often they were held or how much they cost so he received his 
pay as commissioner. He is a professional at the business. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The money is not to be expended in utilizing 
any of this space that has been obtained by Professor Gore. 

Mr. MACON. According to the hearings, Professor Gore is 
strictly in the exhibition business, and the space was reserved 
at his request. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Professor Gore was interrogated for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the extent and character of the exposition, 
and to determine also whether or not the Government should 
participate in it as a government. 

Mr. MACON. Professor Gore stated further that the manu- 
facturers of this country said that they were so busy with their 
domestic trade that they did not have time to pay any attention 
to foreign business, and that they did not expect to make any 
exhibits at this exposition. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I concede that. This appropriation has no 
relation to the exhibitors that may exhibit their wares at this 
exhibition. This is simply a governmental matter, and the lan- 
guage is so worded that not a dollar of it can be expended to 
aid any citizen in making an exhibit at Belgium. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit 
me, I want to say that, from my understanding of the hearings 
before the Ways and Means Committee, every manufacturer ex- 
pressed a fear of letting the Belgians or the Germans know any- 
thing about what they were manufacturing here. They say 
they are coming here and inspecting our goods and our ma- 
chinery and going home and making them cheaper and better 
and sending them back here and selling them ir competition 
with us and at a cheaper price. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does the gentleman from Georgia recol- 
lect that when he was pursuing his investigations we found that 
the balance of trade was enormously in favor of the United 
States and against Belgium, and that Belgium was one of the 
best customers the United States had in the world? 

Mr. GRIGGS. Yes; but our manufacturers are all in fear of 
them, 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, is not this discussion confined 
to the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order was reserved by the 
gentleman from Arkansas at the request of the gentleman from 
Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I simply wanted to make a 
statement here as to why the provision was in the bill and why, 
in the judgment of those that prepared the bill, the Government 
should as a matter of courtesy accept the invitation of Belgium 
to participate in the exposition. If the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas wishes to insist on his point of order, he can. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Minnesota a question. Is not the exhibition business a 
sort of industry in Belgium, a kind of institution that they 
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have one year in Antwerp and two or three years afterwards 
in Brussels? 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is the third exposition they have had 
within the last fifteen or twenty years. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A money-making scheme, is it not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. My information is that the exhibition is held 
under the authority of the Belgian Government, but controlled 
by a local corporation under charter from the Government. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not true that it is a business 
venture and that they make 12 per cent? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am told that the corporation holding the 
exposition has never made less than 12 per cent. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. May I ask the gentleman from Minne- 
sota whether Belgium is being given any more space than they 
occupied at the St. Louis exposition? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; this participation is just 10 per cent 
of the participation that Belgium had in the St. Louis exposition. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, at the last session of Congress 
there was a bill, which I believe was a Senate bill, having 
passed the Senate, which came to the House and was reported 
favorably to the House by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
providing for an appropriation for this exposition. My recol- 
lection is—possibly it may be erroneous—that that bill carried 


000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; it did. 

Mr. MANN. It was brought up under suspension of the 
rules, during the closing hours of the session, one evening. 
Like some other bills, it had attracted my casual attention, and 
I called the attention of the House to its provisions, under a 
demand for a second, and the bill was rejected. That bill car- 
ried $300,000, and provided a very pleasant junketing trip for 
various gentlemen who were to be or were then connected with 
the Congress and other departments of the Government. It 
seemed to me very improper to make that appropriation at 
the time and to pass that bill. Here, however, is a proposition 
to appropriate $30,000, one-tenth of the sum originally pro- 
posed, for the purpose of merely having this Government rep- 
resented at an exposition upon the invitation of a foreign gov- 
ernment which is our friend and which has been represented 
at the numerous expositions in our country. The President, 
who conducts our affairs with foreign countries, is of the offi- 
cial and personal opinion that it is desirable for us to take this 
much part in the exposition in Belgium and to provide to this 
extent for participation in that exposition. It seems to me, 
under these circumstances, with no proposition such as was 
provided in the original bill or original scheme—which, I take 
it, is the one referred to by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Macon ]—merely to accept the invitation of a foreign country in 
a polite way, to return, as it were, the wedding presents which 
we received when we held our affairs, that it is one of those 
courtesies which occur between nations as they do between in- 
dividuals, and that the invitation ought to be accepted. We 
can not stand in the position of being the recipients of pres- 
ents all of the time and never returning them. [Applause.] 

Mr, MACON. Mr. Chairman, permit me to say, in reply to 
what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] has said, that 
we have participated in as many expositions in Belgium as 
Belgium has participated in in the United States. I want to 
say, sir, that Belgium has had more expositions, perhaps, than 
any other country on the globe, and that they have gone into 
the exposition business as a money-making proposition, and that 
they have them every few years. I find in the hearings that 
they had an exposition at Antwerp in 1884, one at Brussels in 
1888, another at Antwerp in 1894, another at Brussels in 1897, 
one at Liege in 1905, and now they are going to have another 
in Brussels in 1910, just five years after the last one. If we 
are to appropriate the money of the people of this country to 
participate in nothing else except the expositions in Belgium, if 
we show a willingness to appropriate largely for purposes of 
that kind, those appropriations alone in a few years will bur- 
den our Government more heavily than I can estimate. I am 
opposed to shows of this kind in this country or abroad, and 
under no circumstances, while I am a Member of the House, 
will I ever suffer a proposition of this kind to be enacted into 
law if my humble vote will prevent it. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


To enable the Secretary of the sroomery ory Te ae for vault gece, 
in the Union Trust Building, Washington, D. safe-keepin ot! 
pee ge A currency notes prepared ya the, a eyLiaewe of “An a 

national banki laws,” @ ved May 30, 1 and tor 
incidental expenses connect therewith, pPed, 630.70. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman in charge of the bill with reference to that appropria- 











tion. Is this to be an annual payment to the Union Trust Com- 
pany for the custody of these notes? What was the evidence 
before the committee? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, when the bill became a law 
authorizing the issue of the emergency currency, an appropria- 
tion was made for the purpose of erecting new vaults in the 
Treasury building in the city here. There was no place to 
store this money while the Bureau of Printing and Engraving 
was manufacturing it. They were obliged to rent vault space 
in the Union Trust Building. These vaults in the Treasury 
building are now completed and all of the money of this emer- 
gency currency is now stored in the Treasury. This is to pay 
the rent which they were not authorized to pay under existing 
law. Otherwise it would have been paid. They had the ap- 
propriation, but they had no authority under the emergency 
act to rent any buildings or any space for the use of the Treas- 
ury Department. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr, Chairman, I suppose this 
currency was not completed currency at the time it was stored 
there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. MICHAEL EB. DRISCOLL. Can the gentleman tell me how 
much the printing and engraving work on this emergency cur- 
rency has cost up to date? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ean not. If the gentleman will call in 
my committee room, I can give him some information. If he 
will take the hearings on the last sundry civil appropriation 
bill, I think he will get the information there. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Does it come up to nearly 
a million dollars? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would not want to say, because I have not 
attempted to carry the amount in my mind. If the gentleman 
will examine the hearings on the sundry civil appropriation bill 
in the last session of Congress, I think he will get the informa- 
tion he is after. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Minnesota a question or two. This 
emergency currency is a kind of “ phony” money, is it not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Kind of what? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
on the street. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman may place his own construc- 
! on—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Stage money. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He can place his own construction and give 
it any title he desires. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
they? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not that I know of. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Here is the question I really 
wantéd to ask you: What is the reason the United States Gov- 
ernment does not build all the buildings in the city of Wash- 
ington that it needs, and why is this eternal renting of buildings 
going on here? The Government can borrow money cheaper 
than anybody else on earth can borrow it, and here we are 
paying rent that amounts to 10 per cent. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will not 
enunciate that doctrine, because if he does we never can sat- 
isfy the people about the amount of buildings—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What people? 

Mr. MANN. In the departments, I mean. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say for the information of the 
gentleman from Missouri that in the last Congress the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations recommended to the House an appro- 
priation of over $2,000,000, or about $2,000,000, for the erection 
of a building to accommodate the Geological Survey, Land 
Office, and the Bureau of Indian Affairs, but Congress would 
not accept it. I can not tell the gentleman why we have not 
built buildings sufficient to accommodate the needs of the 
Government here in Washington, except that Congress will 
not authorize their constriction and appropriate the money. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do you not think it would be a 
wise thing to do to save this rent? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I thought so when I reported the sundry 
civil bill with that provision appropriating $2,000,000, but my 
associates in Congress did not agree with me. 

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. Why did not you get the Commit- 
tee on Rules to bring in a rule and pass it? 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
from Minnesota a question—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. About the Tombigbee? 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word in order to ask the gentleman a question. I want to ask 
the gentleman if he can inform us how much we are paying 
for rent for public buildings in the city of Washington? 
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Mr. TAWNEY. About $450,000 for rents in the city of 
Washington. 
Mr. CANDLER. What per cent is that upon the valuation 


of buildings, if the gentleman knows? 


Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman can get the valuation and 
figure it out himself. I am not enough of a mathematician. I 
do not know what the valuation of the buildings is. 

Mr. CANDLER. I thought as the gentleman was chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations he was, of course, a 
mathematician. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For balance of salary of the Treasurer of the United States as pro- 
vided by law, from March 4, 1909, to June 30, 1910, both dates in- 
clusive, for the fiscal years as follows 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Lines 1 to 6? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Lines 1 to 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That it changes existing law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the basis of the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition seems to the Chair to be 
from lines 1 to 8. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If that is to be considered as one para- 
graph; but the Clerk has only read the first paragraph. I 
have no objection to considering lines 1 to 8 as one paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think the gentleman, if he wants to make 
the point of order, ought to make it in its entirety and take in 
the whole paragraph. . 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Lines 1 to 8. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Lines 1 to 8. 

The CHAIRMAN. By consent of the committee, the gentle- 
man can reserve his point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent that lines 1 to 8 
be considered as a single paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the fiscal year 1909, $650. 

For the fiscal year 1910, $2,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that this is a change of existing law. I understand the situa- 
tion to be this, that the salary of the Treasurer of the United 
States has been $6,000, and for the fiscal year 1909, $6,000 was 
appropriated. For the fiscal year 1910, $6,000 was appropriated. 
On the 4th of March in a bill raising the salaries of customs 
inspectors and employees a provision was inserted raising the 
salary of the Treasurer of the United States to $8,000. Of 
course, that does not affect the situation here. Many salaries 
are fixed at a certain amount which Congress does not appro- 
priate. If we are to initiate the practice now of bringing in 
items as deficiencies to make good the difference between the 
amount appropriated and the amount fixed by law, there will 
be no end of deficiencies for this purpose. In the legislative 
act for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, which goes into 
effect on the 1st of July, 1909, appropriation of the $6,000 for 
salary is in full compensation for all services rendered by any 
official appropriated for. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that an 
appropriation was made for the salary of this official for the 
year 1909, and after that appropriation was made Congress 
passed an act which provided for an increase of the salary 
from the date of that act? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Now, does the gentleman question that a par- 
liamentary proposition, not only in order, but the duty 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not only question it, but I am abso- 
lutely sure, since the committee consented to consider as one 
paragraph that item and the next, which is an appropriation 
for $2,000 for the alleged balance for the present fiscal year. 

Mr. MANN. Whether or not it ought to be paid, is it not 
clear that it is a deficiency? If after an appropriation is made 
for a particular purpose Congress authorizes an additional 
amount in law, certainly that creates a deficiency which be- 
longs in a deficiency appropriation bill. Of course I do not 
say that Congress had 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The ist of July, 1909, to the 30th of 
June, 1910, the appropriation of $6,000 was in full for the 
services appropriated for. 

Mr. MANN. Very well. He has not accepted that money. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But he has rendered the service. 

Mr. MANN. Not for 1910. Now, for 1909, after that law 




















went into effect requiring him to accept this money in full, 
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Congress increased his compensation, and that repealed that 
law so far as he was concerned. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The unfortunate part of that situation 
is this—that no attempt was made to protect that part of the 
appropriation, and as an appropriation which might have been 
in order is associated with one which clearly is not in order, 
both must go out of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Both of those items are clearly in order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Both are not in order, in my opinion. 

Mr. MANN. The item for 1909 is a clear deficiency, created 
by act of Congress after the appropriation law was passed. 
The item for 1910 is a clear deficiency, created by act of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. He has not accepted any money. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. After the Congress fixed the salary at 
$8,000, it passed an act which went into effect—— 

Mr. MANN. Not after; but even if it had been after, it 
would not have made any difference, because he had not got- 
ten any of that money yet. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But he had entered upon the service. 
The appropriation is in full for his service during that year. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman will admit that if this official 
was serving under an appropriation limiting his salary to 
$4,000, stating, if accepted, it should be in full, he is not obliged 
to accept any salary at all, but can go into the Court of Claims 
at the end of the year’s term and obtain the allowance of his 
salary in full as allowed by the law. The item in the appropria- 
tion bill said that he accepts the salary in full, and it does not 
repeal the law. It only estops him from asking anything more 
if he does not accept it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, I think the construction would be 
the same as upon the repealing law. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman this: The gentleman 
says this salary was increased in a bill increasing the salaries 
of custom-house officials. I was familiar with it as to certain 
custom-house officials. I did not know that it increased the 
salary of the Treasurer of the United States, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Neither did I. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that there was any- 
thing surreptitious in any way in getting that in that bill? 
Where was it put in? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman from Illinois did not 
know it was in, a doubt is necessarily raised in my mind as to 
whether it was put in surreptitiously; because, with the vigi- 
lance with which he keeps track of the proceedings of the 
House, it would not have been possible for the item to have been 
in the bill with his knowledge. I do not know when or where 
it was put in. 

But I do know that a bill was introduced for the purpose of 
increasing the salaries of some of the customs employees. One 
of the last things I find in that act is a provision that “ here- 
after the compensation of the Treasurer of the United States 
shall be $8,000.” I do not know whether that was in the bill 
when it passed the House. I know it was never discussed. I 
am quite confident that this particular item in the shape in 
which it is presented is subject to the point of order. In the 
District of Columbia, for instance, we have various judicial 
officials whose salaries are fixed by the District Code at a 
certain amount, but Congress has never appropriated that sum. 
There are a number of other officials whose salaries are fixed 
at a certain amount, but Congress does not appropriate the 
amount fixed in the statute. I do not think it is a wise thing 
to commence at this time to consider as a deficiency the differ- 
ence between the amount fixed by statute and the amount Con- 
gress appropriates for the service, and to carry it in a defi- 
ciency bill. If that practice be initiated, the deficiencies will 
overwhelm this Government. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman permit me? Does the 
gentleman contend that when a salary is increased by a sub- 
stantive act of legislation that the occupant of the office has 
not a claim for the full amount of the salary? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. He is entitled to the amount Congress 
appropriates for his service, particularly when there is in the 
act a provision that that is in full compensation for his service. 
If he is not satisfied with the compensation, if he thinks he 
is not receiving what he should receive, I am sure there are 
any number of gentlemen on that side who could suggest an 
applicant for the position who would fill it efficiently. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Just as soon as the act is passed increas- 
ing the salary it repeals the saving clause of your act, which 
says that the amount appropriated shall be in full. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It may have repealed the saving clause 
of the act of 1909, but it does not repeal the act of 1910, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why does it not? 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Because that went into effect 1ater than 
that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How do you know that is a fact? .They were 
both sent to the President the same day and they were signed 
the same day. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The appropriation commenced at the 
beginning of the fiscal year. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The presumption would be in favor of re- 
pealing that restriction,. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Section 7 of that act provides that “ here- 
after the compensation of the Treasurer of the United States 
shall be $8,000,” and section 8 provides that “all acts or parts 
of acts inconsistent herewith are repealed.” That act was 
approved March 4, 1909. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. A great many things were approved on 
March 4, 1909, that did not meet with the commendation of the 
gentleman from Minnesota any more than with my own. I do 
not think we can be held responsible for anything that was 
approved on that date. The legislative act was approved the 
4th of March, 1908, and it provides that—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. So was the act increasing the compensation 
of the Treasurer of the United States. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me read. The gentleman has read 
that section of the act increasing the salaries, which provides 
that all acts inconsistent with that act are repealed. The legis- 
lative act for the fiscal year 1910 was approved March 4, 1909. 
It provides that the “ following sums appropriated in full com- 
pensation for services of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910,” 
including $6,000 to the Treasurer of the United States. The 
last section, 5, of that act also provides that “all laws or parts 
of law inconsistent with that law are hereby repealed.” So 
that I insist that this repealing provision applies as much to 
the act the gentleman has cited as the provision he cites ap- 
plies to the act which I have in my hand. The fact is that 
the intent of Congress is clear—to provide $6,000 as the com- 
pensation of this office. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule if the gentle- 
man has concluded his argument. The Chair does not wish to 
intimate in advance what his conclusion is. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have said all I wish to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation act for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, con- 
tained a provision that the following sums be, and the same are 
hereby, appropriated, and so forth, in full compensation for the 
services for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and fixed $6,000 
for the Treasurer of the United States. That act was approved 
in 1908. March 4, 1909, an act was passed fixing the com- 
pensation of the Treasurer of the United States at $8,000 per 
annum, and repealing all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with 
this provision. It seems clear to the present occupant of the 
chair that the provisions of this act changed the provisions of 
the act making appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1909, and that the Treasurer of the United States would clearly 
be entitled to receive the difference in the rate of compensation 
for the period between March 4, 1909, and the end of the fiscal 


ear. 

Now, the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act 
for the current fiscal year contained the same provision about 
the amount appropriated being in full compensation for services 
for the fiscal year, and this act was approved on the same day 
as the act changing the salary of the Treasurer of the United 
States. 

If the provision of the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill changes the law as to the salary of the Treas- 
urer of the United States, it would seem to the present occupant 
of the chair that there could be no presumption in favor of the 
official; but it has been repeatedly declared, and in a case laid 
before the present occupant of the chair, decided by Hon. Sereno 
BE. Payne in the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress (pp. 
2009-2019), quoted on page 450 of volume 4 of Hinds’ Prece- 
dents, it is stated, that the words:*“in full compensation for 
services for the fiscal year” do not change the law, but if the 
official concludes not to accept the salary appropriated he has 
the legal right to go into the Court of Claims and recever the 
full amount of the salary which the law specifies. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But there is a provision in the legislative 
act repealing all acts inconsistent with that law. Section 5 of 
the legislative act has the provision that all laws or parts of 
laws inconsistent with this act are repealed, and the Chair can 
not overlook that provision in considering the effect of the first 
part of the act. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it seems that the error of the gen- 
tleman from New York is just in this: Where the law fixes a 
salary, Congress can refuse to appropriate any of it. The man 
may hold the office and perform the functions of the office. Con- 




















gress may refuse to appropriate any of the salary. In such 
ease the officeholder can go into the Court of Claims and obtain 
a judgment for the amount of the salary fixed by law. Now, 
Congress, having the right to withhold all of the salary, may 
withhold a portion of the salary. It may provide that that 
portion shall be in full compensation, and if the man accepts the 
salary, then he takes it in full compensation. If he does not 
accept the salary, he can go into the Court of Claims and recover 
the amount of salary fixed by law. So that the provision in the 
legislative bill, repealing all laws in conflict, does not repeal this 
provision in the special act, because it is not in conflict with the 
law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It repeals the law that provides that 
any other sum than the amount appropriated shall be the com- 
pensation. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman would not claim for a moment 
that Congress by law can repeal a law for a year and then have 
it in force again at the end of that year unless it specifically 
so provides. 

The provision in the appropriation bill stating that $6,000 
shall be full compensation for the year only applies to the fiscal 
year; and the gentleman himself will not claim that the real 
law in conflict with the appropriation for the year is repealed 
under the repealing clause, because that provision of the appro- 
priation act is only in force for a year at best. 

The CHAIRMAN. Section 5 of the legislative act, repealing 
all laws or parts of law inconsistent with this provision, seems 
to the present occupant of the chair not to be held to repeal 
the provisions of Public Act No. 343, fixing the salary of the 
j Treasurer of the United States. It relates to appropriations, 
i and not to fixing the salaries; and if, while the current fiscal 
year run along, the Treasurer drew his salary under the pro- 
visions of that legislation, he would be barred from going into 
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the Court of Claims to recover any balance of salary; yet it | 


does not seem as if the provisions of the act of March 4, 1909, 
so far as anything appears to the committee, have been in any- 
wise affected, and the Chair overrules the point of order and 
holds that the appropriation is in order. : 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


For such repairs, alterations, and other work incident thereto, in 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, as may be necessary 
to properly adapt the fourth floor of the Treasury building, on the 
south and west sides, to the use and accommodation of the Office of 
the Supervising Architect, and such other alterations and rearrange- 
ment of the Treasury building as the needs of the department may 


require, $40,000. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
against that paragraph. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
it for a moment. 

Mr. MACON. I have reserved the point of order, not made it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon 
it. These alterations are going on now. They have become 
necessary because of the fact that the space now occupied by 
the Supervising Architect is needed for other offices, and this 
space can be secured on the fourth floor of the Treasury build- 
ing, which was previously occupied by offices removed to the 
Government Printing Office. The change was deemed desirable, 
and I wish to make these remarks in connection with the 
changes. They are necessary in order to secure a location for 
the Supervising Architect to enable that official to go ahead 
with his work, and it is necessary that these appropriations 
should be made. But I desire to express the hope now that at 
some day this House will see the necessity of making an appro- 
priation large enough to secure a special and separate building 
for that great workshop. 

As has been stated in this debate heretofore, the work on the 
public buildings, for which the people are waiting all over the 
country, has been delayed because of the lack of space for the 
Supervising Architect. In other words, there was a limit on 
account of the lack of space to the employment of draftsmen 
who were necessary to prepare plans for our public buildings. 
If the policy—which I hope will be adopted in the near future— 
of consolidating all the construction work of the Government 
under one head is to be carried out, I hope we will make an 
appropriation large enough to secure a separate building for 
the Supervising Architect, and thus enable him to employ suffi- 
cient help to more expeditiously carry out the acts of Congress 
providing for new public buildings. 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 

Mr. MACON. I want to ask the gentleman if the changes 
that this appropriation seeks to have made in the Treasury 
building ‘are not to accommodate somebody else rather than the 
Supervising Architect? 


I wish the gentleman would withhold 
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Mr. TAWNEY. It is to accommodate the Government—the 
Treasury Department. It will give the Treasury Department, 
as gentlemen will see from the hearings—I do not now recol- 
lect, but a great many additional square feet of space. The 
eost of this increased space will be about $1.40 a foot, and that 
is only a little more than we are paying for rent of many build- 
ings. Here is the opportunity, if the gentleman wants to in- 
crease the space in the buildings that we have now for the use 
of the Government. 

Mr. MACON. Will this curtail the expenditures for rent? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MACON. To what extent? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The top floor of the Treasury building has 
heretofore been occupied by a branch printing office in the 
Treasury Department. The Secretary of the Treasury has re- 
cently removed the branch printing office and bindery from the 
Treasury Department. Now, it is proposed to repair that and 
enlarge it so that the Supervising Architect’s force can ali be 
housed and accommodated on that fourth floor. 

At the present time the money and securities of the Govern- 
ment are handled from the third floor clear down to the base- 
ment of the Treasury building. Now, it is the purpose of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to bring all of the people engaged in 
counting and handling the securities of the Government down 
on that same floor and thereby consolidate them on one floor, 
where their work can be supervised more carefully than it can 
be as it is carried on now on three floors. 

Mr. MACON. What would have become of this matter 
Congress had not been in extra session? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It simply would have waited. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And would have been brought in as a 
deficiency next winter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We would simply have waited; it would 
have been that much longer before the improvement could be 
made in the Treasury Department and before the space could 
have been utilized. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, this is clearly not subject to 
any point of order, and I hope the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Macon] will either make his point or withdraw it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the gentleman 
intends to make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
OuMsteD}] insists that the gentleman from Arkansas 
Macon] shall either make or withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Why, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania can not insist upon that. I make the point of order 
that such a request is not in order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I merely suggested that I 
hoped the gentleman from Arkansas would either make or 
withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. MACON. I do not suppose the gentleman would attempt 
to cut me off from presenting the point of order as I see it. [I 
try to be as courteous to the gentleman as I hope he will be to 
me in matters of this kind. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Why certainly. I merely suggested that I 
hoped the gentleman would either make it or withdraw it. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, with the assurance of the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill, the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Tawney], that this will be a saving in expense to the 
Government on account of renting other buildings, and that 
by the new arrangement work can be expedited materially, I, 
in accordance with my policy of trying to do the very best I 
can for the efficient service of the Government at all times, 
respectfully withdraw the point of order as to this item. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point of 
order. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. I desire to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill to inform the committee what the official re- 
lation of the Supervising Architect is toward the Treasury 
Department which requires that his office shall be connected 
with the Treasury building, while the atcounting officers of 
the Treasury are moved from the building and are located in 
different parts of the town. I think Members of Congress have 
had experience in going to the different auditors of the different 
departments on business, and have been required at the same 
time to go to the Treasury Department, and they have found 
it extremely inconvenient, and it must be apparent to anyone 
that the auditing offices of the Treasury Department ought to 
be in the Treasury building. I would like the gentleman in 
charge of this bill, if he can, to tell us why the Supervising 
Architect is to be continued in the Treasury building, while 
the accounting officers are removed to buildings outside. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
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Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that it would be more 
convenient for the Auditor of the War Department to be close 
to the Treasury Department than to be close to the War De- 
partment or for the Auditor of the Navy Department to be in 
the Treasury building rather than to be close to the Navy 
Department? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I certainly do. 

Mr. MANN. Or that the Auditor of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment should be in the Treasury building? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman’s opinion differs from that 
of almost everybody else. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I am not in a position to 
give the gentleman from South Dakota the information that 
he desires as to the reason why the auditors are moved to 
other parts of the city and housed in other buildings, and why 
the Sugervising Architect and his entire force is retained in 
the Treasury building itself, except that in the adoption of 
that policy the head of the department was no doubt influenced 
by the convenience of the arrangement and to facilitate the 
work of these men by putting them either in the building of 
the department whose accounts and transactions they were 
called upon to audit or locating them as near to those particular 
departments as possible. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
yield for a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Just a moment. I can not give the gentleman 
specific information as to the reasons which moved the Treas- 
ury Department to adopt this present arrangement. I do know 
that it is very essential for the Supervising Architect to be in 
the Treasury building, because his work is all in connection 
with other officers who have direct supervision over all of the 
government buildings in the United States outside of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. I now yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, would it not also require, 
for instance, in the Post-Office Department, if the auditor 
was in the Treasury building, that every time they wanted an 
account passed upon to have to report to the Treasury build- 
ing before they could get a ruling; and in the War Depart- 
ment, when questions arose, for the officers of the War Depart- 
ment to go to the Treasury each time they wanted a matter 
settled? Now, while it may be an inconvenience for Congress- 
men to go to the different parts of the city, it seems to me it 
is absolutely necessary for the public service that the auditor 
shall be located where he passes on the different accounts. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. And I want to suggest further that the 
Auditor of the Treasury Department is in the Treasury building. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is manifest that it would be impossible to 
bouse all of the people that are employed in the offices of the 
six auditors of the Government in the Treasury Department. 
There are some three or four hundred clerks in the Office of the 
Auditor for the Post-Office Department, if not more. 

Mr. BOWERS. Nearly 800. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, in response to 
the suggestion that the auditors ought to be located close to the 
different departments, I would ask the gentleman from Iowa, 
who makes the suggestion, why the Office of the Auditor for the 
Navy Department has just recently been moved to the Union 
Building, down on G street, between Sixth and Seventh streets? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Part of the navy is there, is it not? 

Mr. MANN. And will be moved back before long. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. And the Marine Corps is there. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the ques- 
tion of where they are located and what they are doing is not 
germane to this bill at all, and I hope that we will get back to 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Not exceeding $1,500 of the appropriation for repairs and preserva- 
tion of public buildings under the Treasury Department, made for the 
fiscal year 1910, may be used for poate and extension of the platform 
and building annex to the post-office building at Pittsburg, Pa. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
that paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Arkansas 
I do not think it is subject to the point of order and he can re- 
serve it; but I want to state that the purpose of this provision 
is simply this—— 

Mr. MACON. I just want to ask a question. Does this ap- 
propriation exceed the original limit of cost of this building? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; there is no limit of cost at all. 

Mr. MACON. Then I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
mobiles that are used by the post-office in Pittsburg for the 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
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distribution of their mails; it is to protect the property of the 
United States. ¥ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

West Point, Miss., public building: For continuation of buil 
under present limit, $5,000, and the total cost of said building an 
site therefor shall not exceed the aggregate sum of $55,000. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
that paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I intended to offer an amend- 
ment, but if the point of order lies against the paragraph, it 
will lie against the amendment. I desire to change the phrase- 
ology. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
his point of order? 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the point of order and will let the 
amendment be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 23 and 24, on page 5, and lines 1 and 2, 
insert in Meu thereof “‘ West Point, Miss., public building: 
cost for the site for eo is hereby nereased to 
limit of cost for site and building shall not exceed $55, 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is to make specific the additional 
amount. I simply want to say to the gentleman while he re- 
serves the point of order that it has been found impossible to 
obtain the site within the limit of cost, and before this para- 
graph was inserted I consulted with the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, who satisfied himself 
as to the necessity of increasing the appropriation for the pur- 
chase of site, and that that could be done without increasing 
the limit of cost which Congress has placed upon the building 
and the site. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt there are a 
great many places where public buildings are provided where it 
is desirable and desired to have some change either in the 
amount to be respectively used for the site or building, or 
something else in connection with that building. Now, to say 
that this does not increase the cost is ridiculous. Wither it 
is now proposed to build a building more expensive than ought 
to be built with the present appropriation or else it is proposed, 
if this becomes a law, not to expend enough, because it will 
use the money now appropriated for the building. Now, I do 
not doubt that the gentlemen who want to take off from the 
building and add to the site may be perfectly proper in their 
theory and desire. I do not believe that in this deficiency bill, 
which has not passed through a committee, which comes into 
the House from individual Members of the House, properly, be- 
cause there are certain things that ought to be taken care of, 
that they ought to undertake to legislate upon this proposition. 
The same reason would apply in legislating on behalf of this 
amendment to a great many amendments, A few years ago 
an appropriation was made for a building and site in one of 
the burgs in my city. It was not sufficient to build; it was not 
sufficent to purchase the site. I did not rush to the Committce 
on Appropriations and ask for a deficiency appropriation, and 
if I had, they would have properly laughed at me. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. ‘Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
Illinois will withhold his point of order so that I can make an 
explanation, I will be obliged to him. 

In the last public-building bill we authorized an appropriation 
of $5,000 for a site and $50,000 for a building at West Point, 
Miss. It has been found it will be impossible to purchase a site 
at the price of $5,000. Consequently it will be necessary to 
transfer one or two thousand dollars from the building fund to 
the site fund, without increasing the total limit of cost, however. 
In other words, what they will receive under this provision for 
a site in addition to what has already been appropriated will 
be taken from the appropriation for the building. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Is $50,000 too much or too little to put into a 
building at this place? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. We have taken into account the total 
postal receipts and the population of the town, and we usually 
make an appropriation of $50,000 for such a town. 

Mr. MANN, Well, then, do you reduce the cost of the build- 
ing by increasing its size, or otherwise? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I understand the Supervising Architect 
will be able under the conditions prevailing there to spare one 
or two thousand dollars from the building and add it to the 
site fund, and yet give them a building satisfactory to their 
needs. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I suggest to the Chairman that the 
probability is it will be saved in the class of furniture put on 
the inside of the building? 

‘ = BARTHOLDT. L accept the judgment of the Supervising 
rehitect. 


Does the gentleman from Illinois withhold 


6, and 
e limit of 
7,500, but the 
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Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that propositions similar to this that may be in this bill when it 
is returned to the House will be considered on their merits; 
and if in the judgment of the House conferees they are not 
meritorious propositions, or if they involve an increase in the 
limit of cost of any building, so far as I am concerned, there will 
be no proposition of that kind in the bill when it becomes law. 

Mr. MANN. But it is a fact that the distinguished gentleman 
from Minnesota, learned, wise, capable in every direction, under- 
standing appropriations of all sorts, is not informed as to 
provisions for public buildings and grounds except as author- 
ized by law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly not. Now, all the appropriations 
made for public buildings and grounds come from the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. MANN. All the appropriations do, but the legislation does 
not. Now, here is the proposition 

Mr. TAWNEY. Suppose this proposition goes out. Will it 
prevent the other body, of which the gentleman stands in such 
great fear, from putting as many propositions on the bil! as 
they please? 

Mr. MANN. Well, no; it will not be inviting them to do it. 
But there is a great deal of difference between inviting a man 
to do that which he does not want to do and that which he is 
offering to do on his own motion. However, I withdraw the 
point. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to renew the point of order for the 
purpose of obtaining information. I would like to ask the gen- 
which were offered to these commissioners, and after they had | tleman whether there are any other instances similar to this 
selected a lot they negotiated with the owner of the lot, and | where the money appropriated for the site is inadequate, as 
the lot could not be purchased within the appropriation. They | has been suggested by the gentleman from Mississippi? 
theh instituted condemnation proceedings to condemn the prop- Mr. BARTHOLDT. In answer to the question of the gentle- 
erty, and the award was greater than the appropriation. There- | man from Wisconsin, I want to say I am not aware of any 
fore, the Secretary of the Treasury recommended that he could | other items where the sum of money provided for the site is 
not erect a building adequate for the city of West Point, because | not adequate. Of course I will not say there are none. 
the bill which originally provided for the $50,000 only provided | Mr. TAWNEY. Let me say right there, if the gentleman will 
for so much thereof as might be necessary, but he was unable | pardon me, all the cases except these two were taken care of 
to take any of the building fund and transfer it to the lot. in the little public-building bill we passed the last session of 

These gentlemen, the chairman of the Committee on Public | Congress. 

Buildings and Grounds and the chairman of the Committee on | Mr. STAFFORD. I understood that there was no public- 
Appropriations, have all those papers with them on file in | building bill passed. 

their offices. The Secretary of the Treasury says that $47,500 Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes; there was. 

will erect an adequate building, and the work was stopped be- Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman must have been absent, but 
cause he could not get a lot within the present appropriation | there was. It was limited to changes that were found neces- 
which he was willing to accept. You can procure a lot in the | sary under previous authorizations. There were no new au- 
city of West Point for $5,000, but it will be located out on the | therizations. There are only two of these cases that have 
edge of the city, where the Government is unwilling to locate | come to my attention. 

the post-office building. Now, in order that we may get a lot Mr. BARTHOLDT. In further answer to the gentleman, I 
situated contiguous to the business section, get a building ac- | want to say that under no circumstances would the former 
ceptable to the commissioners appointed by the Secretary of the | chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
Treasury for the purpose of locating this lot, it will take about | consent to an increase of any appropriation, because that would 
2,500 of the building fund. Therefore there can be no harm | be unfair to the membership of this House, unless the changes 
done to anybody if you have confidence in your architect who | were made necessary owing to the changed conditions in those 
makes this certificate to the chairman of these committees. You | localities, merely contemplating a change within the limit of 
must know that he would not certify to anything which would | cost fixed by the public-building bill; and the chairman of the 
give the people a building which was inadequate for the purpose. | committee has no objection to those; but where the increase 

Now, this matter has been held up for quite a while. As the | was asked the chairman objected to any such provision in any 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations well stated, this | bill—in this bill or any other. 
matter ought to have been attended to at the last session of | Mr. STAFFORD. On the statement of the gentleman from 
Congress, but for some reason or other the matter was over- | Missouri and the gentleman from Minnesota that there are no 
looked. I hope no objection will be made to it, but that Con- | other instances whereby the other body might load down this 
gress will let this work go on, which the architect says is neces- | bill, I withdraw the point of order. 
sary. The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered by 

Mr. MANN. How could a matter like this be overlooked? | the gentleman from Minnesota, which the Clerk will again read. 
We passed a public building bill covering just such items as this The amendment was again reported. 
in the last Congress. Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I should like to 

Mr. SISSON. I was not a Member of Congress at that time. | ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. 
The Supervising Architect informed me that at the regular ses- | Tawney] a question. He has just stated, and there are some 
sion, recently closed, he was in hope that the matter would have | of us here who have a peculiar interest in that statement as it 
been taken up, but in the rush of business it escaped attention. | will appear in the Recorp, that the two items in the bill now 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am very much impressed | before the House are the only instances of requests of this 
with the statement of the gentleman from Mississippi, as well | nature that have been brought to his attention. I wanted to 
as the future and past chairman of the Committee on Public | remind him of a request which I consider to come within the 
Buildings and Grounds. I would like to propound a conundrum | provisions of the bill. 
to the distinguished gentleman who introduced this bill,andwho| Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say to the gentleman from Colo- 
may very likely be a conferee on it. This throws open the | rado that these dre the only two requests for changes within 
gate; and I will ask him if it is not a fact that there is an- | the limit of cost fixed by Congress. When the gentleman from 
other distinguished aggregation of gentlemen who will have | Colorado submitted his request, it was for an appropriation in 
a look at it? I would not make this remark about any official | excess of the limit of cost, and would therefore be clearly out of 
body, but there are gentlemen who have voracious appetites order; and as the gentleman knows, the former chairman of the 
and who have a great many projects such as this. I would | Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds [Mr. Barrnotpr] 
like to know if this bill, when it becomes law, is to be loaded | has said that would not be permitted on this bill or on any 
down with work of the Committee on Public Buildings and | appropriation bill. 

Grounds? That is the conundrum I propound to the gentleman it first requires legislation increasing the cost; and when that 
from Minnesota. legislation is obtained, then an appropriation is made within 


Mr. MANN. Every gentleman knows that if it were going to 
change the class of the building or the class of furniture, that 
the next time we had anything of this sort before the House 
there would be a proposition to restore this. Why should not 
West Point have the same class of building that every other city 
does of the same character and with the same postal receipts? 
Why should they not have equal furniture to other places? Is 
it the proposition here to put a cheaper building in West Point 
than another city like it gets, or to put cheaper furniture in? 

Mr. BOWERS. Does the gentleman think there is any ma- 
terial difference between a building that costs $47,000 and one 
that costs $50,000? 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman does not want it, let him leave 
it in the Treasury. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I can not speak for all the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds; but, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I will see to it that no additional appropriations shall 
be made for that city, because the Supervising Architect says 
it will be sufficient. If he deducts the one or two thousand dol- 
lars which will be necessary for the site, he will not require 
any other appropriation to be added to the one made at the last 
session, and the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
will not grant it if I have my way in the matter. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, this does not cost the Govern- 
ment one dollar more than the two appropriations which were 
formerly passed by Congress. The Treasury Department ap- 
pointed commissioners to go to the city of West Point for the 
purpose of locating this building. There were several lots 

































| 
| 
i 











that increased limit of cost; but until that legislation can be 
obtained there is no possibility of securing an appropriation 
neh the amount originally fixed as the limit of cost for that 
uilding. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I just wanted the gentleman from 
Minnesota to understand my position, that I did not want his 
remarks to go into the Recorp in such a way that it could be 
considered that no request had been made upon him for the 
insertion of the item to which I have reference. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I was limiting my remarks to propositions for 
changes within the limit of cost. The proposition of the gentle- 
man from Colorado was for an appropriation for an additional 
amount, above the limit of cost previously fixed by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Minnesota, which has been read. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Quincy, Ill., post-office and court-house: The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is authorized, in his discretion, to acquire, by condemnation or oth- 
erwise, such additional land as may be necessary for the enlargement 
of the site of said building: Provided, That the total cost of such land, 
and enlargement, extension, remodeling, or improvement of said build- 
ing, shall not exceed the total sum of $100,000. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve a point 
of order for the purpose of asking the chairman whether this 
is similar to the paragraph which has just been passed. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is almost on all fours with the case 
stated by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sisson]. The 
gentleman from Illinois is familiar with the fact and can make 
a statement and give the House information in regard to it if 
ae desired. The appropriation for this site is within the limit 
of cost. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Originally, then, $100,000 was appropriated 
for a building and site? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. And this is for the distribution of that 
amount? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; to enable them to get the site which the 
department demands. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of Engraving and Printing, new building: The Secretary . 
the Treasury is authorized, in his discretion, to procure plans and 
specifications for the mechanical and electrical equipment of the new 
building for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing (exclusive of the 
special features relating to printing and emgraving), at the usual rates 
of compensation for such services, from engineers specially competent 
by reason of their experience and familiarity with the unusual problems 
involved in the operations performed in a building of this character. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment 
to the paragraph just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 6, after line 20, insert: 

“During the fiscal year 1910 all proceeds derived from work per- 
formed by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing by direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, not covered and embraced in the appropria- 
tion for said bureau for the said fiscal year, instead of being covered 
into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts, as provided by the act of 
August 4, 1886 (24 Stat., 227), to be credited, when received, to the 
appropriation for said bureau for the fiscal year 1910.” 

Mr. MANN. I want to reserve a point of order on that. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I reserve a point of order on 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Owing to a recent ruling of the Comptroller 
of the Treasury, the Bureau of Engraving and Printing finds 
it will be impossible to do the work which it is required to do 
under existing appropriations. The work that the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing has been doing for the jovernment 
Printing Office and for the Philippine government has all been 
paid for and the money used in carrying on the work of that 
bureau, until the ruling of the comptroller to the effect that 
under the statute it is mandatory upon every officer of the 
Government receiving money to deposit that money in the 
Treasury to the credit of the general fund as miscellaneous 
receipts. For twenty years, now, the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing has been doing work outside of the Treasury Depart- 
ment for other departments of the Government and has been 
reimbursed for this work out of their approprfations. 

That must now cease, under the decision of the comptroller. 
This is to enable the director of the bureau to continue his 
work during this fiscal year under existing appropriations, 
utilizing the proceeds derived from the reimbursement from 
other departments and the Philippine government in conjunc- 

' tion with the money appropriated for his service. At the next 
session of Congress either the appropriations will have to be 
increased for the bureau, to make up the difference between the 
miscellaneous receipts that are now being used and have been 

used for twenty years, or else express authority must be given 
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to the Treasury Department to use these miscellaneous re- 
ceipts, which must now, under the ruling of the comptroller, 
go into the Treasury to the credit of the general fund. 

Mr. BOWERS. ‘The appropriations made for the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing for the current year were made with 
the idea that it would be able to use these miscellaneous 


receipts? 


Mr. TAWNBEY. Certainly, and they have been used. The 
reimbursements, as they are called, for a great many years have 


been used by the bureau, and the appropriations for the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing for the current year were made on 
that basis. 


Mr. MICHAEL B. DRISCOLL. How much do they amount to? 
Mr. TAWNEY. They amount to about a million dollars. In 


other words, the appropriations this year will be a million 
dollars less than necessary to conduct the bureau. 


One other item my attention has been called to, and that is 
the postage-stamp contract. The Bureau of Printing and En- 


graving has a contract with the Post-Office Department for en- 
graving and printing all of the postage stamps, and the expense 
of that work has been paid out of the proceeds derived by the 
bureau under that contract, which proceeds under the decision 
of the Comptroller of the Treasury must now go into the Treas- 
ury as miscellaneous receipts to the credit of the general fund. 


Mr. MANN. The amendment which the gentleman offers only 
relates to the current fiscal year? 

Mr. TAWNBEY. That is all; I limit it to the current fiscal 
year because it is very evident that something must be done. 
We have no opportunity now to go into the question with suffi- 


ecient thoroughness to determine whether to continue the in- 
definite appropriations hereafter or appropriate specifically for 
the entire service. 


Mr. MANN. Under the gentleman’s amendment might not 


the bureau do work for private individuals and take the money 
and put it into their fund? 


Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think they can. 

Mr. MANN. Do not they do it, and have they not done it 
for years? Ought they to do it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I do not think they ought to, and I know 


| vf no instance of their doing it except for the inauguration com- 


mittees, I believe they all have their engraving done at the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman will find that it is not an 
uncommon thing in some directions for the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing to do work practically for private individuals, 
for which the Government is not held accountable, and that they 
take the money from the private individuals and use it to reim- 
burse the fund. 

Mr. TAWNEY., I will say to the gentleman that this decision 
was rendered only within the last week, and there has been no 
time or opportunity for investigation, and this is offered now 
merely as a means of meeting the emergency to tide over until 
Congress will have an opportunity to make such investigation 
as is necessary before we adopt a permanent policy with respect 
to the work and compensation hereafter. 

Mr. MANN, It is not my intention, Mr. Chairman, to insist 
upon the point of order, nor do I wish to be understood as re- 
flecting/ in any way on the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 
which I consider to be one of the best-managed bureaus of the 
Government; but the gentleman from Minnesota and myself 
and others in the House have stood consistently opposed to per- 
mitting money to be paid into various departments of the Goy- 
ernment without being covered into the Treasury as a part 
of the miscellaneous fund, and that proposition is constantly 
before us, especially in relation to some of the public domains, 
matters affecting the Forestry Service, and elsewhere. It is 
not a very good precedent to set at any time. Unless the gen- 
tleman’s amendment had related to the current fiscal year only 
I should have objected, but as it is an emergency matter I will 
withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MICHAEL BEB. DRISCOLL. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota what would have happened if this Con- 
gress had not been in session? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The bureau would have suspended work for 
these other departments, because the director would not have 
had money to go on; he could not use the appropriations that 
are now available. Take the postage-stamp contract, for ex- 
ample—— 

Mr. MANN. Oh, they would have transferred a part of it to 
the Post-Office Department and paid the money. There would 
have been a little monkey work with the books. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; it would have been juggling with the 
books. This is the only straightforward method of meeting the 
emergency. I do not propose that it shall be a precedent, but 
merely to continue until Congress is in session next winter, when 
we can take up the matter consistently and thoroughly, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KELIHER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 6, after line 20, insert: 

“That during the fiscal year 1910 the Secretary of the Treasury is 
authorized out of the appropriation ‘ Fuel, lights, and water for pub- 
lic yalidings to furnish steam for the operation of pneumatic tubes 


of the pos service as heretofore, the proceeds derived from the sale 
of said steam to be credited to said appropriation.” 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, on that I reserve the point of 
order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that his amendment is now pending. I 
move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Wancer, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 11570, 
the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


PUBLIC BILIS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 11709) to protect the bank 
of the Arkansas River at Cummins, Ark.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 11710) to increase the 
appropriation for a public building at Florence, Aia.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 11711) authorizing the 
county of Taos, Territory of New Mexico, to issue bonds for the 
erection of a court-house—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11712) for the relief of the county of Tor- 
rance, in the Territory of New Mexico—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: Concurrent resolution (H. C. 
Res. 20) requesting the President to transmit to the executives 
of the States copies of the amendment of the Constitution of 
the United States, adopted by Congress, relative to taxing in- 
comes, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Williams Pulp and Paper 
Company, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the retention of 
the duties proposed by the House on paper, etc.—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Messrs. Leggetts & Son and 16 other mer- 
chants of Casey, IIL, praying for the removal of tax on hides— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the International Brotherhood of Mill 
Workers, of Port Edward, N. Y., praying for the continuation 
of the Dingley rates on paper and wood pulp—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Cook County League of Women’s 
Clubs, protesting against higher tariff rates on hosiery and 
gloves—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, 
relative to federal cooperation in work of road improvement— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, relating to 
cooly and Mongolian labor—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, indorsing 
United States Senate bill 8323—to the Committee on Hxpendi- 
tures in the Interior Department. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, relating to the 
investigation of stock exchanges—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, petitioning 
Congress for the establishment of a permanent nonpartisan 
expert tariff commission—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 



























RETIREMENT OF AGED CLERKS. 


Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
there may be printed as a House document 2,500 copies of in- 
formation that the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service 
has had presented to it on plans for retirement of aged clerks, 
an annuity and savings plan. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the Chair has 
been informed that the law fixes the number of copies to be 
printed as documents. 

Mr. GILLETT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw the num- 
ber of copies. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that there be printed as a House document 
the matter to which he has referred. Is there objection? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, what is this? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

= JITSGERALD. What is this to which the gentleman 
refers? 

Mr. GILLETT. During the last session of Congress, the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service had hearings relative 
to some plan for the retirement of aged officials. A gentleman 
who was employed by the clerks made various extensive investi- 
gations and collated a great quantity of material. He also 
acquired facts as to what other governments are doing, and I 
think that would be very valuable information if printed as a 
House document. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much will it eost? 

Mr. GILLETT. Seven hundred dollars a thousand. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I am somewhat familiar myself 
with those hearings. If the tables have ever been completed, 
it is news to me. The committee was frequently promised, but 
they were never furnished. After a while the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service will be appointed again, and prob- 
ably will obtain authority to have necessary printing and bind- 
ing done, and will be able to print anything that is necessary 
to be printed. It seems to me to be a very bad precedent every 
time a committee has a hearing for some one to come in and 
ask to have that printed as a public document. 

Mr. GILLETT. These are not the hearings of the committee. 

Mr. MANN. Well, what is it that the gentleman wants? on Invalid Pensions. __ j : 

Mr. GILLETT. This is the material which the gentleman Also, a bill (H. R. 11716) granting an increase of pension to 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] will recognize as having been col- Henry R. Munklett, alias Henry Reinhardt—to the Committee 
lated by Mr. Brown very largely for the committee. on Invalid Pensions. sli 

Mr. MANN. That material was gathered for the benefit of By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 11717) granting an increase of 
the committee, and when the committee is appointed . con ae to Mark T. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid 
have it printed. I ho n ensions. 
ear te Ga eens. be the gentleman will Jet his request lie |“ “aiso, a bill (H. R. 11718) granting an increase of pension to 


-. Francis M. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. GILLETT. Of course if the gentleman objects, that Also, a bill (H. R. 11719) granting an increase of pension to 


























PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 11713) to correct the 
military record of J. W. Young—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 11714) granting an increase of 
pension to Patrick Gurry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11715) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harrisson M. Stratton—to the Committee 










ends it. : 
wae James N. Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. MANN. For the present I object. Also, a bill (H. R. 11720) granting an increase of pension to 
ADJOURN MENT, Benton Bradeh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11721) granting an increase of pension to 

< ie ‘EY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do | Silvanus Kissee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
; ; Also, a bill (H. R. 11722) granting an increase of pension to 

eee pe sos to; “$3 in accordance with the order | John McGowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
wales ee "> ‘ag Fy o'clock and 44 minutes p. m.) Also, a bill (H. R. 11723) granting a pension to Susan Y. 
rned onday, July 19, 1909, at 12 o'clock m. Dennison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11724) for the relief of James Mansfield— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11725) for the relief of William R. Mc- 
Lain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 11726) for the relief of William K. Cald- 
well—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILMORE: A bill (H. R. 11727) for the relief of 
James L. Bradford—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11728) granting a pension to Edward Gal- 
lagher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRONNA: A bill (H. R. 11729) granting an increase 
of pension to George Spunail—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A Dill (H. R. 11730) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Seymour 8, Sloan—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROTHERMEL: A bill (H. R. 11731) for the relief of 
the Agricultural and Horticultural Association of Berks County, 
Pa.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 11732) granting an 
increase of pension to B. F, Wilbourn—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11733) granting 
an increase of pension to Klijah W. Taylor—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11734) granting a pension to Parnesia M, 
Walton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11735) for the relief of R. P. Breeding— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11736) for the relief of the estate of Rev. 
James Breeding, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 11737) granting an increase 
of pension to William Hardenbrook—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11738) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H, Sheldon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid | 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CONRY: Petitions of New England Shoe and Leather | 
Association, Hans Rees Sons, Goodbar Shoe Manufacturing Com- 
pany, Endicott-Johnson Company, Pfister & Vogel, and J. H. 
Rossbach & Bros., favoring free hides—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New York Mercantile Exchange, favoring de- 
crease of tariff on butter, cheese, and eggs—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Frederick de Bary & Co., against increase of 
duty on champagne, wines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. . 

Also, petition of Frankfort Insurance Company of New York, 
against taxing insurance companies by the corporation-tax 
amendment to H. R. 1438—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petitions of American builders of machines for paper 
making and American manufacturers of paper makers’ felts and 
jackets, against reduction of tariff on wood pulp—to the Com- | 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of accountants of New York City, against cor- 
poration-tax amendment to H. R. 1438—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Merchant Marine League, favoring legisla- 
tion to promote merchant marine of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of James Dewald, 
favoring more effective immigration laws—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Cigar Makers’ International 
Union of America, against free cigars and tobacco from the 
Philippines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William J. Madden, of Ottawa, IIL, against 
taxing receipts of life insurance companies—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a petition of Sapp, Pettit & Sapp, of Ottawa, IIL, for 
reduction of duty on wood pulp and print paper—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of merchants of La Moille, Arling- 
ton, and Buda, IIL, against a parcels-post law—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Petition of Department of 
Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, against portrait of Jefferson 
Davis on silver service of battle ship Mississippi—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. RICHARDSON: Paper to accompany resolution to 
increase the appropriation for a public building at Florence, 
Ala.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: Petition of Merchants’ Association of 
Pawtucket, R. L, against the corporation amendment to H. R. 
1438—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Hide and Leather Association, 
of New York and vicinity, for free hides—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of C. Petrie and others, favoring House schedule 
on lithographic products (H. R. 14388)—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of New York Mercantile Exchange, 
for reduction of duty on butter, cheese, and eggs—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Northwestern Mutual Life Insurance Com- 
pany, for exemption from taxation proposed by corporation 
amendment to H. R, 1438—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, petition of Oshkosh Chamber of Commerce, favoring any 
measures in legislation to support our merchant marine—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, July 19, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N, Couden, D. D., delivered the 
following prayer: 

O Lord, our God and our Father, ever constant in Thy minis- 
tration unto us, Thy children, help us to walk worthy of the 
precious gifts Thou hast bestowed upon us, and teach us to 
know the meaning of the ten great commandments, and to 
have the courage to live them daily is better than to know when, 
where, and how they came into existence; that to keep a con- 
science void of offense toward Thee and our fellow-men is bet- 
ter than all the speculation as to its origin. Hear us, O Lord, 
and help us to live our convictions of the spirit of the Lord 
Jesus Christ, for Thine is the kingdom and the power and the 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, July 16, 1909, was ~ 
read and approved. 

CONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGES, 


Mr. MANN, Mr. TAWNEY, and Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia 


rose. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 


| pass the bill (H. R. 11572) to authorize the construction, 


maintenance, and operation of various bridges across and 
over certain navigable waters, and for other purposes, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11572) to authorize the construction, maintenance, and 
operation of various bridges across and over certain navigable waters, 
and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Chheage, Indiana and Southern Railroad 
Company, a corporation of the State of Indiana, its successors, and 
assigns, are hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Grand Calumet River, at a 
point suitable to the interests of navigation, in the city of East Chi- 


cago, Lake county. Ind. 

The Beaufort County Lumber Company, a corporation of the State 
of North Carolina, its successors and pom are hereby authorized to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across 
the Lumber River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, 
between A a town of Lumberton and the town of Alma, in Robeson 
County, N. C. 

The St. Louis and San Francisco Railroad Company, a corporation 
operating a line of railroad in the State of Arkansas, its snecessors 
and assigns, are hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge and approaches thereto across the Black River, at a int 
suitable ~ =e interests of navigation, at or near Pocahontas, Randolph 
County, Ark. 

The act of Congress entitled “An act to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River, and to establish it as a_post- 
road,’ approved May 16, 1906, granting the Kansas City, St. Joseph 
and Excelsior Springs Railway Company authority to construct a 
bridge at Kansas City, Mo., is hereby revived and reenacted so 
amended as to extend the time for commencing and completing the 
structure therein authorized one and three years, respectively, from 


May 16, ; 

The county of Ouachita, in the State of Arkansas, is hereby au- 
thorized to construct, maintain, and operate a — and approaches 
thereto across the Ouachita River, at a t suitable to the’ Interests 
of navigation, at or mear Camden, in said county and State. 

The Indiana Harbor Belt Railroad Company, a corporation of the 
State of Illinois, its successors and ass are hereby authorized to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and a ches thereto across 
the Little Calumet River, at a point suitable the interests of navi- 
gation, in Thornton Township, in the county of Cook and State of 

nois. 
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Alabama, Tennessee and Northern Railroad Company, a corpo- 
rain of the Siate of Alabama, its successers and are 


authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Noxubee R , at a point suita to the interests 
of navigation, between the present highway at Gainesville, -Ala., 
and the highway bridge known as Monogans | way county bridge, 
Noxubee County, Miss 


The building commission of Horry County, 8. C., a corporation of the 
State of South Carolina, its successors and , are ae au- 
thorized to construct, maintain, and gpeeate two br 7. 
roaches thereto across the Waccamaw River, at points table to the 
Interests of navigation, one at or near Star Bluff, and the other at or 
near Conway, State of South Carolina. 

The city of Minnea in the State of Minnesota, is hereby au- 
thorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Mississippi River, from Forty-second avenue north, 
on the west side of said river, to rty-seventh avenue N®B., on the 
east side of said river, in the city of paneer, in the State of Min- 
nesota: Provided, That such location is in the opinion of the Secretary 
ef War and Chief of Engineers suitable in the interests of navigation 
‘or a bridge. 

° The Kiskiminetas Connecting Railroad Company, a corporation of 
the State of Pennsylvania, its successors and a ens, are hereby au- 
thorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and So 
thereto across the ee my River, at a point suitable to the inter- 
ests of navigation, between the village of Kelly Station and the village 
of Clinton, in Armstrong County, Pa. 

The Forest Product and Manufacturing Company, a corporation of 
the State of Iowa, its successors and assigns, are hereby authorized 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto 
across the Pearl River, at a point suitable to the interests of naviga- 
tion, at or near the north line of section 22, township 8 north, range 21 
west of the basis meridian, in the land district east of Pearl River, 
in the State of Mississippi. 

The county of Drew, in the State of Arkansas, is hereby authorized 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto 
across Bayou Bartholomew, at a point suitable to the interests of naviga- 
tion, at or near where the public highway intersects said bayou in 
section 27, township 14 south, range 4 west, in Drew County, Ark. 

The county of Bradley, in the State of Arkansas, is hereby author- 
ized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto 
across the Saline River, at a point suitable to the interests of naviga- 
tion, at or near Hundley, in the State of Arkansas. 

The act entitled “An act to authorize the Minnesota, Dakota and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Missouri 
River,” approved May 14, 1906, is hereby revived and reenacted an 
so amended as to extend the time for commencing and completing the 
construction of the bridge therein authorized one and three years, re- 
spectively, from May 14, 1909. 

The Idaho and Washington Northern Railroad, a corporation of the 
State of Idaho, its successors and assigns, are hereby authorized to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the 
Pend D’Oreille River, at a point suitable to the interests of —. 
at or near where said river flows through the Box Canyon, in Stevens 
County, in the State of Washington. 

The county commissioners of Malheur County, State of Oregon, and 
Canyon County, State of Idaho, and the chamber of commerce of the 
town of Ontario, in the State of Oregon, their successors and 
are hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and 
approaches thereto across the Snake River at a point suitable to the 
interests of navigation, at the town of Ontario, Oreg. 

The Phillip and Strangways Lumber Company, a corporation of the 
State of Arkansas, its successors and assigns, are hereby authorized to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across 
the St. Francis River, at a a suitable to the interests of navigation 
between the town of Fisk,. Butler County, in the State of Missouri, an 
St. Francis, Clay County, in the State of Arkansas. 

Sec. 2. That the construction, maintenance, and operation of each of 
the bri herein authorized shall be in all respects in accordance with 
and subject to the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the 
cooeruction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 


Sec. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved, 

Also the following amendment: 

Insert after line 12, on page 6, the follow : 

“The county of Chatham, in the State of Georgia, and the county 
of Beaufort, in the State of South Carolina, are hereby authorized to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across 
that branch of the Savannah River known as Back River at a point 
— to the interests of navigation at or near the city of Savannah, 

Mr. HARDWICK. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Has any Member the right to rise and 
move to suspend the rules and pass a bill that has not been re- 
ported by any committee and is not on any calendar? 

The SPEAKER. This is a motion to suspend the rules. It 
being the third Monday, it is In order to move to suspend the 
rules and pass a bill. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Pass any bill, whether reported by a com- 
mittee or not? 

The SPEAKER. Whether it has been reported by a com- 
mittee or not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I just simply wanted to inquire if the 
Speaker held as to a bill which was not on the calendar, but 
simply introduced, if any Member had the right to obtain the 
floor and move to suspend the rules and pass it? 

Mr. MANN. That question does not arise. I was recognized 
by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia must be per- 
fectly aware of the fact that it is in order on Monday, suspen- 
sion day, to move to suspend the rules and pass a bill. 


in the 




























if the Chair will pardon me. 
to mean to suspend the rules and pass a bill reported by some 
committee. 


there objection? 


Mr. HARDWICK. Then one other question, Mr. Speaker, 
I always understood the rules 


The SPEAKER. The Chair apprehends that this has never 


been introduced, but the Chair is not sure about that. 


Mr. MANN. The bill has been introduced and reported upon 


by the War Department. 


The SPEAKER. This bill has been introduced, but not re- 


ported. The proposition is to discharge the committee, if there 
be a committee, and it seems there is no committee, and to 
take it from the place where it now is and pass it. 


Mr. HARDWICK. The Speaker holds, then, that that is 


proper under the rules? 


The SPEAKER. To pass it with an amendment. Is a sec- 


ond demanded? 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire 


to demand a second, but I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] a question about this bill, if I may be per- 
mitted to do so. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman knows that 


there are quite a number of bills providing for the construction 
of dams also. Some of them are as pressing as the bills to con- 
struct bridges. 
gentleman permit without opposition, the presentation of a bill 
to construct a dam? 
of the fact that with his opposition to that kind of bill it 
would be useless to undertake to pass it through the House, 
although there are several of them that are pressing and im- 
portant to those interested. 
gentleman whether he is of the opinion that that character of 
bill should be or can be considered at this session of Congress. 


Is it the purpose of the gentleman, or will the 


I ask that quesion because I am aware 


I would like to know from the 


Mr. MANN. I will be perfectly frank with the gentleman. 


The bill now before the House is made up of various bridge 
bills introduced in the House and Senate, taking out those about 
which there can be and is any controversy. 
porated in one bill, and the War Department reports favorably 
upon them. 


They were incor- 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not want the gentleman to 


understand that I am opposing this bill. 


Mr. MANN. I understand. As to dams, there are a number 


of such bills. At the last session of Congress the President 
vetoed— 


Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I can not hear what the gentle- 


man is saying. 


Mr. MANN. What I am saying is not explaining this bill. 
Mr. HARDY. I want to know as to this bill. 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, in order that everybody may 


know and that the gentleman from Illinois may have a full op- 
portunity to explain, I will demand a second, and I am willing 
to consider it ordered. 


Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that a second may be 


considered as ordered. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. Is 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] is entitled to twenty min- 
utes, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAmson] is entitled 
to twenty minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I will answer the gentleman’s question. As to 
the bills for the construction of dams there is controversy. 
The House some years ago passed a general law regulating 
the construction of dams across navigable streams, and in ac- 
cordance with that law we passed a number of bills providing 
for the construction of dams. At the session before last the 
President vetoed the bill for a dam across Rainy River, a dam 
that had been even partially constructed. After considerable nego- 
tiation by the various gentlemen interested and the members 
of the committee it was agreed that that bill, on account of the 
peculiar circumstances of the case, should be passed over the 
veto, and it was. At the same time a bill was in conference 
in regard to the construction of a dam across Snake River, in 
the State of Washington. That bill died in conference, after 
having been in conference for a year. Last winter the Senate 
passed a bill which had passed the House the year before last 
winter for the construction of a dam. It went to the President, 
and the President vetoed the House bill. 

Now, while personally I do not think that the position assumed 
by President Roosevelt was correct, while I think that the dam 
bills which were passed were in proper form and covered all 
that was necessary, yet the question has arisen, with a consid- 


I will repeat my question to 
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erable degree of authority, and it does not seem to me that the 
House, without having the benefit of a report from a committee 
and a fair chance to discuss and dispose of the subject, ought 
to attempt to pass bills without first having the question set- 
tled. The Democratic leader at that time, Mr. Williams, was 
very strongly of the opinion that the position assumed by Presi- 
dent Roosevelt was correct. I take it if a bill should come up 
here now which attempted to settle that controverted question 
it could not be done without proper consideration; and it is 
not possible at present, as it seems to me, to give a fair and full 
consideration to the questions of principle upon the subject 
without its previous reference to a committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman is aware, of 
course, that the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
appointed a subcommittee from its membership to investigate 
and make a report to the full committee on this question, and 
that that subcommittee did, after very careful consideration 
and a good deal of investigation and consultation with the then 
Attorney-General, make a report to the committee, which the 
committee did not have time to act upon, and that report, with 


the views of the subcommittee, was presented at the end of the | 


last session and printed in the Recorp and as a House document. 

Mr. MANN. That is true; but that report of the subcom- 
mittee never received the sanction of the full committee of the 
last House or of the last Congress. While I think I agree with 
the report of the subcommittee, still I do not think it is pos- 
sible to get at the principles in these matters relating to the 
construction of dams without a chance to really legislate. 

Now, this bill is entirely different. There are a number of 
people who want to build dams across navigable streams. We 
have a general law upon that subject, which nobody desires to 
amend. Where there was no controversy we have included in 
the bill that is presented all of the bills now pending in either 
House or Senate for the construction of bridges across navi- 
gable streams which do not involve a payment out of the Public 
Treasury. 

The paragraph concerning the Chicago, Indiana and Southern 
Railroad Company is in place of H. R. 124, introduced by Mr. 
CRUMPACKER. : 

The paragraph concerning the Beaufort County Lumber Com- 
pany is in place of H. R. 2723, introduced by Mr. Gopwin, 

The paragraph concerning the St. Louis and San Francisco 
Railroad Company is in place of H. R. 6559, introduced by Mr. 
OLDFIELD. 

The paragraph concerning the Kansas City, St. Joseph and 
Excelsior Springs Railway Company is in place of H. R. 6753, 
introduced by Mr. Bortanp, and 8. 1441, introduced by Senator 
WARNER. 

The paragraph concerning the County of Ouachita is in place 
of H. R. 6866, introduced by Mr. WALLACE, and §8. 2827, intro- 
duced by Senator Davis. 

The paragraph concerning the Indiana Harbor Belt Rail- 
road Company is in place of H. R. 82438, introduced by Mr. 
Wison of Illinois. 

The paragraph concerning the Alabama, Tennessee and North- 
ern Railroad Company is in place of H. R. 11063, introduced by 
Mr. Hopson, and 8. 2290, introduced by Senator BANKHEAD. 

The paragraph concerning the building commission of Horry 
County, 8S. C., is in place of H. R. 11135 and H. R. 11136, intro- 
duced by Mr. FINrey. 

The paragraph concerning the city of Minneapolis is in place 
of H. R. 11395, introduced by Mr. Nye. 

The paragraph concerning the Kiskiminetas Connecting Rail- 
road Company is in piace of H. R. 11396, introduced by Mr. 
LANGHAM. 

The paragraph concerning the Forest Product and Manufac- 
turing Company is in place of H. R. 11409, introduced by Mr. 
Bowens. 

The paragraph concerning Drew County, Ark., is in place of 
H. R. 11410, introduced by Mr. Rosrnson. 

The paragraph concerning Bradley County, Ark., is in place 
of H. R. 11411, introduced by Mr. Wattace, and §S. 2828, in- 
troduced by Senator Davis. 

The paragraph concerning the Minnesota, Dakota and Pa- 
cific Railway Company is in place of 8. 2459, introduced by 
Senator CRAWFORD. 

The paragraph concerning the Idaho and Washington North- 
ern Railroad is in place of 8. 2433, introduced by Senator 
HEYBURN. 

The paragraph concerning the county commissioners of 
Malheur County, Oreg., and Canyon County, Idaho, is in place 
of 8, 837, introduced by Senator HEeysurn, 
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The paragraph concerning the Phillip & Strangways Lumber 
Company is in plaice of H. R. 11305, introduced by Mr. Crow. 

This covers all the pending bills except— 

H. R. 5463, reducing the length of the draw span of the 
bridge at Dardanelle, Ark., across the Arkansas River, author- 
ized by act of September 30, 1890, introduced by Mr. Rep; 

H. R. 5476, introduced by Mr. Woopyarp, in favor of the 
Parkersburg Bridge Company, for a bridge at Parkersburg 
over the Ohio River; 

H. R. 6042, introduced by Mr. Cameron, for a bridge across 
the Little Colorado River at the Navajo Indian Reservation, 
Ariz., referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; 

S. 1630, introduced by Senator Dantret, for a memorial bridge 
across the Potomac River; 

H. R. 11307, introduced by Mr. Mutter of Minnesota, to legal- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River by 
the Mississippi, Hill City and Western Railway Company; and 

S. 1727, introduced by Senator Roor, for a bridge across the 
Niagara River by the Trans-Niagara Bridge Company. 

In addition to the bills covered by the bill now pending there 
is a provision for a bridge at Back River, Savannah, Ga. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan. : 

Mr. HAMILTON. I should like to inquire of the gentleman 
whether the various bills comprehended in this omnibus bill 
have been referred to the War Department for their report? | 

Mr. MANN. The bill itself has been referred to the War 
Department, and I hold in my hand the favorable report of the 
War Department on the bill, having previously obtained reports 
from the War Department on the individual bills from which 
this bill was made up. The views of the War Department are 
contained in the following letter: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
Washington, July 16; 1909. 

Srr: 1. I have the honor to submit herewith a letter of this date 
from Hon. J. R. MANN, M. C., inclosing, with mest for the views of 
the Segoe’ thereon, H. R. 11572, Sixty-first mgress, first session 


“A bill to authorize the construction, maintenance, and operation o 
various bridges across and over certain navigable waters, and for other 


"ea The object of the bill is to combine, in one measure, a number 
of authorizations for the construction of b across navigable 
waters, the reason for this course being that, on account of lateness of 
the session, it would be difficult, if not impossible, to secure congres- 
sional action in each case. A similar course was pursued in the first 
session of the Sixtieth Co , a8 will be seen by reference to the act 
bf May 20, 1908. Stats. L., 35, Part I, p. 166.) ; 

. The provisions of the bill have been carefully examined, and, in 
my judgment, they are sufficient for the protection of navigation ih- 
— une no objection, therefore, to favorable consideration of the 

4. it will be noted that the bill was referred by the Speaker of the 
House of’ Representatives to the Committee on Interstate and eaten 
Commerce, and the usual rule has been for requests of this kind to 
p from the committee. It is understood, however, that there 
s now no committee organization in the House, and in the absence of 
such organization it is thought permissible to submit a report on Mr. 
MANN’s individual uest. 

Very respectfully, Frepertc V. Agssort, 

Acting Chief of Engineers, 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? © 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I want to say, by way of 
apology, that I was not in the House when the bill was taken 
up. I have been interested in the remarks of the gentleman 
so far as I could hear them, and I gather from what he says 
or from that part which I heard—I could not hear all he said, 
unfortunately—that this bill is like those that have of late re- 
ceived the disapproval of President Roosevelt, being bills which 
gave away privileges belonging to the people. , 

Mr. MANN. Oh, not at all, It is those bills that we have 
declined to present. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. They are eliminated altogether 

Mr. MANN. ‘They are not in the bill at all. 

Mr. BURNETT. Are there any dam bills included in this 
bill? 

Mr. MANN. There are ne bills in regard to dams in this 
bill at all. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I remember the case on Snake River. Presi- 
dent Roosevelt very strongly disapproved of that, and it was 
one of those rare instances in which I thought he was entirely 
correct. 

Mr. MANN. It is because of the high regard we entertain 
for the gentleman’s opinion that we have not injected that ques- 
tion here. 

Mr. HARDY. As I understand, this bill does not involve the 
granting of any rights which may be questioned by the United 
States. 


Mr. MANN, It does not. 
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Mr. SLAYDEN. Or that are of value to the people? 

Mr. HARDY. In other words, we do not want to vote away 
something here when we do not know what we are doing, or to 
take from the people anything that we can not take back if we 
wish to in the future? . 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. That 

ver is reserved. 
Mie, MANN. The bill reserves the right to take it all back. 
I will say to the gentleman that we have included nothing in 
this bill about which there is any controversy. 

Mr. HARDY. Along the line that ex-President Roosevelt 
recently made? 

Mr. MANN. We have not included any of those bills at all, 
or any that involve the question raised by the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. , 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I am perfectly content my- 
self, if other gentlemen are, with the statement of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. We have only sought to collect 
and pass those bridge bills to which there is absolutely no objec- 
tion. Now, I do not care to consume the time of the House 
myself, but I will gladly yield to any gentleman who desires 
time. I yield such time as he desires to consume to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. RicHarpson]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with in- 
terest to the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] about the subject-matter of President Rooseyvelt’s mes- 
sage in the last session. The gentleman from Illinois stated 
that our minority leader at that time, Mr. Williams, con- 
curred in the views of President Roosevelt, which is the fact; 
but a brief reference may give us something of a better under- 
standing about that matter. President Roosevelt's veto was 
based upon the idea that under all circumstances, without ex- 
ception, on all the navigable rivers of the country, the Govern- | 
ment had a right to demand a rental or a toll on any water 
power that might be developed. On that point I took issue 
with the minority leader, Mr. Williams, on the floor of the 
House. I was afterwards on the subcommittee of the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce mentioned by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. We contended that the President was 
absolutely wrong; that there were many natural falls on navi- 
gable streams where the Government had not expended a dollar, | 
and under such conditions the Government had no right to de- 
mand rent at all, and we went still further in that report, 
which was printed in the daily Recorp, and indicated that there 
were circumstances or conditions under which the Government 
could go to work and cooperate with private companies for the 
improvement of navigation in conjunction with the development 
of water power and require a rent, and not thereby interfere 
with the reserved rights of the State as to navigable streams 
under the Constitution. That is the theory upon which that 
report was made, which was never acted on by the Commerce 
Committee or the House, and all that matter is subject to con- 
sideration and will be considered by the Inland Waterways 
Commission and the Rivers and Harbors Committee, as I am 
informed. There can be no doubt but a great and important 
impetus has been recently created throughout the country in 
behalf of the improvement of our waterways and the develop- 
ment of water power. It is hardly to be believed that any 
policy will be adopted by the Government that will impede or 
destroy the wealth lying dormant in the unused electric water 
powers of the country. The policy will be to foster such devel- 
opment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I now yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barrierr]. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I have no oppo- 
sition to the bill offered by the gentleman from Illinois: in 
fact, I think it ought to pass. I regret very much that another 
class of bills which are of as much importance to the people 
interested in them as these bridge bills can not pass. I do 
not believe that the present President of the United States, 
with his education and learning and experience on the bench, 
which, unfortunately, his predecessor did not possess, would 
veto a bill which Congress should pass giving authority to 
people who desired to do so to build dams across navigable 
rivers. It is only under that provision of the Constitution 
giving Congress the right to regulate commerce between the 
States that Congress has any right to interfere with the navi- 
gable waters or to control the building of bridges across them. 
Congress has not the right under the Constitution and deci- 
sions of the Supreme Court construing this power, which may 
be counted by the score, to prohibit anyone from interfering 
with the flow of water, except to keep the navigable streams 
open to commerce, And it will be going very far in the way of 


We can take this back. 
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| this effort to do so. 
| bills to which there is ne opposition, except this proposition 


centralizing all power in the acts of Congress and the General 
Government when we shall arrive at that conclusion, when it 
shall be accepted as a correct legal proposition, that Congress 
ean control the navigable waters of a stream in a State except 
to regulate commerce and keep them open and free to commerce. 

I have no doubt whatever as a lawyer, from investigation, 
and I have no doubt from familiarity with decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States upon this subject, that if 
the question is ever presented to them, they will hold that 
Congress has no right to interfere with the navigable waters 
in a State except for the purpose of preserving commerce and 
keeping the stream clear and open, and that the riparian 
owner, whether it shall be the sovereign State or a citizen, has 
the right to use and control the water for his own purpose 
so long as he does not violate the fundamental law and injure 
those above or below him in the use of the stream. Congress, 
President Roosevelt to the contrary notwithstanding, can not 
take away from a State or the riparian owner that property 
and right he has in it. I am sorry that these men who en- 
gaged in the great business purposes of developing the water 
power of the country, especially in my own State and other 
Southern States, which is abundant and has been used for 
advancing the prosperity and wealth of that section, have made 
I wish Congress could pass some of these 


made by a former President of the United States. It is sug- 
gested that the former leader of the minority, Mr. Williams, 
agreed with him. That is true. The trouble with this position 
is that the Supreme Court of the United States did not agree 
with him nor with the former President of the United States. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Illinois if it is the practice to pass these 
bridge bills in the form of an omnibus bill? 

Mr. MANN. There is only one precedent for it, and I do not 
think it is a very good practice. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. In a case like this, if the 
President has objection to one of these propositions and ap- 
proved all the rest, he would have to veto the whole bill in order 
to veto the one he is against. 

Mr. MANN. That is correct. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Why is it not better to let 
them all go in separately and allow the President to consider 
each one on its own merits and not run them all through in 
one bill? I do not like this way of doing it. 

Mr. MANN. I will yield time to the gentleman from New 
York to express his dislike of the bill and of the way of doing it. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I do not like this way of 
passing a whole lot of bills at once and not giving the President 
or the House an opportunity to express their views on each one 
of them. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask the gentleman 
Illinois if these bills were all in the same form? 

Mr. MANN. The bills as introduced are not all in the same 
form. The bills as covered into this bill are all put in the same 
form. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Those that are in this bill are in the same 
form, and if there is objection to one it will lie to all of them, 
and if one ought to be passed they all ought to be passed. 

Mr. MANN. Absolutely. Those who know anything about it 
have no objection to it. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


from 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege, and to ask unanimous consent to make a correction of 
a statement I made last February involving the Hon. T. J. 
O’Brien, United States ambassador to Japan, in the matter of 
the granting to Japanese subjects of liquor permits in the city 
of San Francisco. I was in error in my original statement, and 
I now ask unanimous consent to be allowed to make a proper 
correction. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. HOBSON. About three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, my original statement was 
made on February 18, 1909, and is found in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp of February 23, on page 2973, in the middle of the first 
column and the top of the second column, reading as follows: 

Take another question: The Japanese consular agent at San Fran- 
cisco went to the mayor of that city and requested that the Japanese 
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be allowed to sell liquor in that city without the regular license, which 
the city law forbids to be issued to any alien. The United States 
ambassador to Japan was passing through and indorsed the application. 


Then, at the top of the next column occurs the following: 


Mr. Harrison. Did I understand the gentleman to say that the 
American ambassador to Japan indorsed the application of Japanese to 
be permitted to sell liquors in San Francisco without a license? 

Mr. Hopson. The gentleman did. 


Mr. Harrison. Will the gentleman give the name of the American 
ambassador? 


Mr. Hopson. Ambassador O’Brien. 


Mr. Speaker, the error evidently grew out of a misinterpre- 
tation of the remarks of the ambassador made at a luncheon 
given in San Francisco last July in his honor on the occasion 
in question. I wish to give the ambassador’s words concerning 
his statements in a letter I have received. He says: 

It is true that the chambers of commerce and boards of trade, per- 
haps 40 jin all, gave me a luncheon in July last, when I was passing 
through San Francisco. I may say here that the question of liquor 
licenges or other local questions were never broached nor, indeed, was 
any reference made to the school question—that having been settled 
many months before—indeed, before I came out here at all. In speak- 
ing at this luncheon, I advised that the question of a congressional act 
of exclusion should be postponed for the present, and until the policy 
being pursued by the administration should first have been given a 
fair and complete trial, and I also added that I hoped the people of 
San Francisco would exercise a_considerable degree of patience, pend- 


ing our efforts to induce the Japanese Government to restrict their 
own citizens from going to our country. 


Evidently, Mr. Speaker, it was this last statement that was 
misconstrued by gentlemen who were present. The ambassador 
adds in his letter: 


My sole and only purpose was to find a solution for a difficult situa- 
tion without involving the United States in affirmative action. The 
result has been highly gratifyi-g. 


Mr. Speaker, my informant was a gentleman of the highest 
standing and reliability, and his misinterpretation of the am- 
bassador’s words is easily explicable under the circumstances, 
with the liquor question then pending. But, Mr. Speaker, it is 
evident that the ambassador was not involved, and did not in- 
tend to be involved, in any way in that question of the permits 
to sell liquor. My original statement involving this error was 
made upon the floor of this House, and I believe it is only right 
and proper that I should now make correction, and say that as 
far as Ambassador O’Brien is concerned in my statement I was 
misinformed and wish to stand corrected. 


INCOME TAX, 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of House concurrent reso- 
lution 20, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Howse concurrent resolution 20. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the President of the United States be, and he is, requested to 
transmit forthwith to the executives of the several States of the United 
States copies of the article of amendment proposed by Congress to the 
state legislatures to amend the Constitution of the United States, passed 
July 12, 1909, as contained in Senate joint resolution No. 40, providing 
that ‘‘the Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes on in- 
comes, from whatever source derived, without apportionment among the 
several States, and without regard to any census or enumeration,” to 
the end that said States may preceed to act upon the said article of 
amendment; and that he request the executives of each State that may 
ratify said amendment to transmit to the Secretary of State a certified 
copy of such ratification. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to state to the gentleman that this is a very impor- 
tant matter, and to suggest that he ask unanimous consent to 
have his resolution printed in the Recorp so that Members may 
have the opportunity of examining it, and that he make his re- 
quest for consideration at a later time. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, of course, if the 
gentleman is going to object, unless I can get recognition to 
move to suspend the rules, I shall have to take that course. I 
will state to the gentleman that this resolution is drawn after 
careful examination of precedents in the case, so far as its form 
is concerned. It is the same form that was used in the case 
of the amendments to the Constitution numbered 13, 14, and 15. 
This is drawn in accordance with the precedents which are 
available and which will be found in Hinds’ Parliamentary 
Practice an@ in the ConeresstionaL Recorp, and is the form 
adopted in respect to the last amendments to the Constitution 
when they were submitted to the States. I find upon investiga- 
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tion, strange though it may seem, that there is no general 
statute on the statute books which provides for the manner in 
which the States shall be informed of the action of Congress 
when an amendment to the Constitution shall be proposed to 
be ratified by the various States. 

The only provision upon the statute books now is section 205 
of the Revised Statutes, which provides the manner in which the 
Secretary of State shall promulgate the fact of its ratification by 
three-fourths of the States and inform the Congress what States 
have ratified the proposed amendments. I find also that there is 
no law which authorizes the submission of this amendment to 
the President. In fact, in the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the consideration of the eleventh amendment, when 
that amendment was before the court, the direct point was made 
that the amendment had not been approved by the President of 
the United States, and the court ruled distinctly that it was not 
necessary for the President of the United States to approve an 
act or resolution by Congress proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. It was so decided in Hollings- 
worth v. Virginia (3 Dall.). In one instance the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills reported that they had lodged with the Secretary 
of State this amendment. Of course, that grew out of the fact 
of what were known as the “ war amendments.” The then Presi- 
dent and Congress were at variance with reference to them. So 
Congress, in the consideration of the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments, passed a resolution of this sort, requesting the 
President to transmit copies of the amendments to the legisila- 
tures of the various States, and to request them to inform the 
Secretary of State of the action of the various legislatures when 
they acted upon them. ‘Those are the precedents. 

I will state to the gentleman why I presented this resolution. 
The legislature of the State of Georgia is in session now, and 
will be for the next twenty-five days, probably, and I have let- 
ters from some of the members of the legislature requesting to 
know in what way they shall proceed; and if the present legis- 
lature is to act upon this amendment it is important that its 
adoption should be accelerated as much as possible. 

‘Mr. KEIFER. Waiving the question of necessity for any 
such concurrent resolution, I understand the gentleman from 
Georgia to say that he desires to have the legislative bodies of 
the several States notified and requested to report their action 
to the Secretary of State? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KEIFER. Unfortunately the resolution does not re- 
quire any such thing done, That is my objection to it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think, if the gentleman will 
read it, he will find it—— 

Mr. KEIFER. I can read it. It only requests the executive 
of each State that may ratify said amendment to transmit to 
the Secretary of State a certified copy of such ratification, 
but it does not undertake to require the Secretary of State 
to report the action of the legislature unless it is a ratifica- 
tion. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will say to the gentleman 
that the Constitution requires that the legislatures of three- 
fourths of the States shall ratify the amendment; and if they 
do this, and so notify the Secretary of State, what those States 
do that reject or fail to act is not important. I will say further 
to the gentleman that if I am wrong in drawing this resolution, 
then the distinguished and able members of his own party were 
wrong in the resolution they drew submitting the fourteenth 
and fifteenth amendments to the various States, for I followed 
that precedent literally in the preparation of the one I now 
offer. 

Mr. KEIFER. It does not improve it because it is a copy. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think that is hypercriticism. 

Mr. KEIFER. Well, it is right. I think it is fatally bad, 
and for that reason I object. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Is not this a public act, of which the en- 
tire public takes notice? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. ‘Yes. I desire to ask that the 
resolution may be printed in the Recorp, in pursuance of the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been read and will be 
printed in the Recorp. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker,.1 move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11570) making 
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appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreec to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 11570, with Mr. WANGer in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. On Friday last the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. KetrHer] was pending. With- 
out objection, the Clerk will. again report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

, after li 20, insert: 

hae Stee “the “iscal year 1910 the Secretary of the Treasury is 
authorized out of the appropriation ‘ Fuel, lights, and water for public 
buildings’ to furnish steam for the operation of pneumatic tubes of the 
postal service as heretofore, the proceeds derived from the sale of said 
steam to be credited to said appropriation.” 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order 
on the amendment, 

Mr. MACON. I renew the point of order, or reserve it. 

Mr. KELIHER. Mr. Chairman, this paragraph is inserted at 
the request of the post-office officials and the Treasury Depart- 
ment for this reason: From the time the Government adopted 
the pneumatic-tube branch of the service several years ago the 
service has been operated within and in conjunction with gen- 
eral business of the post-offices of five of the large cities of the 
country, New Yotk, Chicago, Boston, St. Louis, and Brooklyn, 
For a great many years, some eight or ten, that condition of 
affairs has continued. Two years ago a contract for ten years 

vas entered into between the companies and the post-office au- 
thorities, based upon existing conditions, and that contract has 
been running for two years, before the Comptroller of the 
Treasury suddenly discovered that he has no right by law to 
accept money for the power furnished by the Government to 
these operating companies. My amendment gives him the au- 
thority which he requires and desires. The Treasury Depart- 
ment fixes the amount which the companies pay, some $40,000 
in the aggregate. Upon bills furnished quarterly in advance by 
the Treasury Department, the companies pay what the Treasury 
officials fix as their share of the expense of operating the boilers, 
and so forth. 

Now, it seems that some eight or ten years ago there was 
written into a sundry civil appropriation bill a prohibition 
which prevents the Secretary of the Treasury from furnishing 
this service. 

Mr. MACON. 
put in the bill? 

Mr. KELIHER. I never investigated, and nobody seems to 
know, but certainly it was not by anybody who was familiar 
with the needs of the service. It has slumbered all these years, 
and the postal and treasury officials have continued the custom 
until the Comptroller of the Treasury discovered the dormant 
amendment which changed the condition of affairs. This is 
only to give authority temporarily to carry over the present 
fiscal year. Unless we give authority to the Treasury Depart- 
ment they can not furnish any more power, and it will result in 
complete paralysis of the pneumatic-tube branch of the postal 
service. When we consider the fact that we transmit 13,000,000 
letters a day by this service, the gentleman can readily see what 
would be the effect of his objection if he shouid persist in it. 

Mr. MACON. Would that prevent-tlie circulation of letters 
in those cities? 

Mr. KELIHER. Absolutely. 

Mr. MACON, Absolutely? 

Mr. KELIHER. Well, not absolutely. In the city of Boston 
63 per cent of the first-class mail is transmitted by pneumatic- 
tube service. Your objection, if it were pressed, would not per- 
mit the use of the power, and there would be nothing for the 
Comptroller of the Treasury to do but te stop furnishing that 
power, which would completely cripple this essential branch of 
the postal service. 

Mr. MACON. What would be the condition of the mail? It 
would not be allowed to accumulate in the offices and remain 
there, would it? 

Mr. KELIHER. I suppose the Government could contrive 
some other arrangement, but the gentleman can readily see the 
great hardship it would work in the great cities of New York, 
Brooklyn, Chicago, Boston, and St. Louis. Every official con- 
cerned is in perfect accord in this matter. The custom has 
obtained for years. It is an emergency case, resulting from 


Right there: Why was that prohibition clause 


the discovery of a prohibition by the Comptroller of the Treastiry. 
Mr. MACON. 
service? 
Mr. KELIHER. Yes, sir. 


Was money appropriated last year for this 
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Mr. MACON. And it now stands appropriated, but lacks law 
to dispose of it? 

Mr. KELIHER. The gentleman now epitomizes the situation. 

Mr. MACON. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
That is, whether or not if the gentleman’s amendment obtains, 
it will cause any additional cost? 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


UNDER THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


For completion of the new building for the National Museum, 
$80,068.41, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I move to strike out the last word. 
I would like to inquire of the gentleman in charge of the bill, 
in round numbers, what is the cost of that building? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Three million five hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, in view of a letter 
which I have received this morning, for the first time officially 
calling my attention to cat legislation in the District of Colum- 
bia, I would like to ask to have this letter read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PUBLIC EDUCATION ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, D. C., June 14, 1909. 
Congressman SAMUEL W. SMITH, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dzar CONGRESSMAN SmItH: On Saturday night, May 29, I took 
in a little homeless cat which was starving, and fed it and kept it until 
Tuesday morning, June 1, when I telephoned to the pound to come and 
fetch it. I was then informed that on Saturday the poundmaster had 
received a communication from the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia informing him that Congress had failed to appropriate for the 
humane disposal of cats, and that beginning with Tuesday, the Ist 
of June, he would answer no more orders for cats, but only for 
dogs. 

Now, cats suffer from hunger and homelessness as much as do dogs: 
also, they are conveyers of disease germs to a greater extent than any 
dogs but the long-haired or shaggy kind. There being no licensed tax 
upon cats and no private ownership in cats in the District of Colum- 
bia. they are less protected and less thought of by the ignorant, and the 

r ones are less rigidly examined and less early killed, so that more 
sickly cats are allowed to grow up than would be the case with sickly 
puppies. Furthermore, this order of the Commissioners to the pound- 
master will work special hardship upon the cats, because it comes at 
the beginning of the heated term, when people are closing their houses 
and leaving their house cats (whom the servants, with careless good 
nature, have fed all winter) to the shelterless streets and the uncertain 
meals from a chance garbage pail. 

The squirrels and the dogs of the city are protected; why not the 
useful cat, especially in such a rat-ridden city as is Washington? 
Congress already appropriates for the maintenance of the Treasury 
Department cats; why not for their humane disposal when too old to 
eatch mice? 

The pitiful separa, hardly able to drag themselves along, which my 
husband and I have —— up in all ae of the city and brought 
home to be kept until the pound could call for them and humanely 
dispose of them, would make your heart ache if you could see their 
searcity of fur, their lean bodies, their bones nearly coming through 
their skins, and, most pathetic of all, their abject terror of humans, 
yet whom they need for succor and who in domesticating these little 
animals have assumed a lasting responsibility toward them. 

One of the effects most to be feared, if taxpayers can no longer 
have them humanely disposed of, is the hardening effect upon the 
sensibilities of children which will result from their seeing homeless 
and starving little animals, anyone of whom soon become too diseased 
for us to be able to urge the children to rescue them. 

These last considerations are of so dignified and serious a nature 
that I am led to venture to address you upon the subject, as even the 
little dogs and cats as well as the taxpayers of the District of Colum- 
bia are dependent for life, liberty, and happiness upon the Members 
of the august Congress of the United States. 

I trust that the merciless summer which is almost unbearable in its 
intensity in this city will not be permitted to find surplus cats unpro- 
tected by being excluded from the humane provisions Congress makes 
for surplus dogs through the pound, but that the regulations of that 
institution may be made to protect and also include them. Please do 
not lay this letter aside until some action is taken. 

I have the honor to remain, 

Respectfully, A. 8S. GrrrerMAN, President. 

Late member of the American Humane Society, New York; now mem- 
ber of the Washington Humane Society. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill this question: That 
letter states among other things that money is appropriated 
for the taking care of cats in the Treasury Department, and I 
would like to know what truth there is in that statement? 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no appropriation of that kind. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. There is no appropriation? 

Mr. MANN. There ought to be. They need the cats and they 
are needed in the Office Building. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I agree with you. I believe with 
the gentleman that the mice are running around there very 
freely. 


—_—— 
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Mr. MANN. Mice are very numerous in the Office Building 
and the same is true as to the Treasury building. They have 
got to have cats. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


For additional amount required for board and care of all children 
committed to the guardianship of the Board of Children’s Guardians by 
the courts of the District of Columbia, and for the temporary care of 
children pending investigation or while being transferred from place to 
place, fiscal year 1909, $6,000, one-half of which sum shall be paid from 
the revenues of the District of Columbia and one-half from any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. MACON. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, two legislative days ago I protested against an 
appropriation for the Belgium exposition, to be held at Brus- 
sels next year. From a reading of the hearings before the gen- 
tlemen who assembled themselves as a committee for the pur- 
pose of hearing such evidence as they could get before them 
upon the subject of expositions, I concluded that one witness— 
in fact, the only witness that appeared—Professor Gore, was a 
professional exposition organizer, and I so stated upon the floor 
of the House. 

I said further that he did not seem to have any other occu- 
pation but that, and that he was perhaps making a living for 
himself by organizing expositions, in order that he might be- 
come a commissioner and receive a good round salary for his 
services. 

I am in receipt of a letter from Professor Gore, saying that 
he has been a professor in the George Washington University 
in this city for the past thirty-one years, that he has only repre- 
sented the Government in four expositions abroad, and from his 
statement it appears that he is not a professional exposition 
organizer, but does make a living in some other way besides 
organizing expositions. Hence I accept his statement about 
the matter, and want to withdraw anything I have said that 
may have reflected upon the gentleman in any way, and to ex- 
tend such apology as may appear to him to be necessary under 
the circumstances. I do not want to make a misrepresentation 
about anyone, and will not do so knowingly; and should I do 
so at any time I will do my best to right the wrong as soon as 
it is made known to me. [Applause.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I have remained, 
as I think, becomingly silent throughout this debate, listening 
attentively to all that has been so forcibly and instructively said 
upon this bill. I have listened with especial attention to the 
older Members, to whose judgment I usually defer, but inas- 
much as sometimes their views do not altogether coincide with 
my own, and for fear that I may be overpersuaded by their 
seductive eloquence, I want to cross the Rubicon early in re- 
treat in the debate on this paragraph; yet, before I declare 
myself unequivocally on this matter, I desire to say a few words 
in the nature of a warning to our Republican friends on the 
other side of the aisle. 


This bill is denominated an “ urgent deficiency bill.” The des- 
ignation is not unfamiliar, but, coupled with your professions of 
economy, retrenchment, and reform, it is paradoxical. More 
than that, it is grotesque, in that the bill contemplates a dis- 
bursement of quite half a million dollars to provide for a deficit, 
from an already overdrawn Treasury, according to the Presi- 
dent’s estimate, of $100,000,000. I am, however, I hope, too 
liberal minded to twit you too much on this matter, for you are, 
after all that may be said to your discredit, but mortals, whose 
province is to err, and the salutary lessons to be derived from 
this error may have a tendency to prompt you to serve your 
eountry in the future better than you have in the past. I leok 
forward with much anxiety and an earnest hope that a further 
deficit may not occur under your administration of public 
affairs. 

Why, my dear sirs, you have encountered nearly the same 
difficulty in passing this, a trivial measure, as you did the 
Payne tariff bill, and that bill is having a more painful ex- 
perience in its accouchement in the conference committee than 
any ‘measure ever presented to a like body. You are indeed a 
wondrous lot of people to look upon. [Laughter.] As I have 
viewed your faces from day to day, beth before and since you 
indulged in your prospecting into a new but highly educated 
political atmosphere, I have been reminded of the changing ex- 
pression given to the female face, chiseled in the four marble 
columns surrounding the resting place of St. Peter, in St. 
Peter’s at Rome. The gladsome face of the young girl, with 
bridal veil and orange blossoms, gradually merges into that 
expression which is an accompaniment to the most serious 
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event of womanhood. So, my friends, it was with you; the 
brightness and buoyancy of the faces of yesterday have changed 
to the gloom and agony of to-day! You had thought that the 
grizzled veteran whese name the bill bears was a Herod of 
Herodsville, but when the other grizzied veteran in the other 
Chamber assumed the captaincy, your leader was found strag- 
gling in the rear in a mad rush for safety between the flood 
walls on either side, endeavoring to gain a footing upon sure 
earth under the leadership of a present Moses. Whether your 
leader on this side will reach the shore beyond is a doubtful 
question, for in the last twenty-four hours a new Richmond has 
come into the field. It never occurred, apparently, to those 
two distinguished statesmen that there was one player in the 
game who occupied what some of my poker friends will recognize 
as the “age seat.” I am most abundantly assured that the 
President was reminded of the fact that the people of this land 
had something to say concerning the enactment of a tariff law. 
He was evidently called back from apparent apathy, concerning 
his preelection promises, by the bystanders in this political 
game that was being played. He was not unmindful of the 
irresistible logic of such men as our Senators, Huenes and 
NEWLANDs from the West, Bartey and Srone from the South 
and Middle West, and La Fotrerre, Dortiver, and CUMMLNs, 
and others on your side, and their forceful indication of ex- 
actly what his preelection promises meant concerning tariff 
revision. Therefore, we see Big ,sending for these two boys 
{Senator Atpricn and Congressman Payne] and, because of 
their waywardness, crossing them one after the other on his 
commodious knees and giving them the spanking they so richly 
merited, and we are now enjoying the reverberating echo of the 
applause of an approving country. [Laughter.] 

But enough of this, Mr. Chairman. I am in hearty sym- 
pathy with the purpose of the paragraph under consideration. 
It means the appropriation of $6,000 for the care of the orphans 
of the District of Columbia. Nothing appeals to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, so strongly as a measure that will relieve the lowly, the 
helpless, and the bereft of our youth and ameliorate their con- 
dition. I shall gladly vote for this appropriation, and in doing 
so I am prompted to say that were I ever induced to write a 
book, it would be a biographical history of the notable men 
and women of our time who were in their infancy left home- 
less and parentless. I have been unable to procure any com- 
prehensive data relating to them from the insufficient and 
perfunctory records that have been compiled, and from which 
the aecount of the best part of their lives and the history of 
their forbears has been entirely omitted. These, indeed, are 
but “the short and simple annals of the poor.” All reference 
to their obscure origin and the plebeian domicile from which 
they sprang is studiously avoided by the desultory historian, 
very much, in my judgment, in many instances against the 
interests and enlightenment of posterity. It has been truly and 
beautifully said that— 

Honor and shame from no condition rise; 
Act well your part, there all the honor lies. 

And in the light of the many great deeds and accomplish- 
ments of numerous children of humble parentage certainly a 
complete and authentic history of their progenitors would be 
valuable and instructive reading and an object lesson to suc- 
ceeding generations. _ 

As I have already said, Mr. Chairman, the care and protec- 
tion of the orphans, the friendless, the bereft, and the home- 
less appeals very strongly to me, and I think we should all 
feel the inspiration of the divine assurance—“ Inasmuch as ye 
have done it unto one of the least of these, ye have done it unto 
Me.” I shall gladly vote for this appropriation. [Applause.] 

And now, Mr. Chairman, if I may be allowed to proceed, 
this paragraph, I assume, will meet with the approval of every 
Member of this body. It is the most humane and appealing item 
that I have met with in glancing over the several appropria- 
tions asked for. [Applause.] I am in considerable trepidation, 
however, lest I hear a familiar voice uttering the words “A 
point of order” against this paragraph, although it may be an- 
ticipated as to quite all of the other’items mentioned in the bill. 
I am reminded in this connection of an incident. I was sitting 
on my veranda in the Rockies one afternoon, when there came 
in at the front gate a specimen somewhat resembling a human 
form. As it approached, I recognized that it was a man. He 
was a 6-footer, coatless, shoeless, trousers turned up to his 
knee measure, suspenderless, except for a rope over one shoulder 
holding his trousers to his body. Of course, there was the 
typical slouch felt hat upon his perspiring and massive brow. 
He wanted employment. For the moment my perspicacity was 
seriously at fault, for I asked where he was from. He an- 
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swered, “ From Arkansas.” I turned him over to the foreman, 
and in the course of a month the foreman reported that he 
had discharged the man from Arkansas, saying: “I never got 
rid of a man I would sooner have off the place, for here are 
Molly and One-Bye, our best team, and they have in the brief 
time that fellow has been here unlearned all our language and 
now only know the one word, ‘Whoa.’” [Great laughter and 
applause. ] 

And, furthermore, Mr. Chairman, as a Western Member, I 
want to assure you that, whether it comes to the point of 
making up a deficit, or what else, so long as the integrity of 
the Government is to be maintained, I will not obey the 
word “whoa,” so often heard upon our side of the Chamber, 
but depending upon the intelligence of my constituents, I 
shall always be found trying to do right according to my 
conscience. 

Mr. Chairman, this was simply intended as a humorous 
digression. I desire now to come to a more serious proposition : 
My friend from Illinois, Mr. Rarney, the other day, in discussing 
the several items preceding this one in the deficiency bill, re- 
ferred to the fact that we had discovered the real reason for the 
paragraph in the bill giving the President $25,000 for traveling 
expenses. He said, among other things, that the President was 
to meet John Hays Hammond in the West. I want to say that 
upon that enunciation my ears were considerably pricked up, for 
the reason that John Hays Hammond, no longer ago than thirty 
days, announced in a speech to the Chamber of Commerce of 
Denver a Democratic doctrine which seemed to me rebellious 
against the suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois. Mr. 
Hammond, in his address to the Chamber of Commerce of Den- 
ver, announced an old Democratic doctrine, to wit, that in order 
to check the growing aggressions of the Orientals and to hold 
our commercial supremacy among the nations of the earth, we 
must here and now return to the principles of bimetallism. I 
was therefore very much in favor of the bill granting to the 


President the sum mentioned for traveling expenses, because I | 


felt assured that in the high altitudes, the pure air, and the 
stimulating effect upon the brain power of our mountain tops, 
he would absorb sufficient of such influences to make consistent 
his preelection as well as his present utterances with respect to 
his high ideals for the welfare of our people. We have seen that 
our excellent Chief Executive has adopted the prevailing, though 
unavailing, hopes and prayers of the masses in his pronuncia- 
mento, and is earnestly endeavoring to incorporate into law the 
principles so consistently advocated by our party, under the 
leadership of the “ Boy orator of the Platte,” with much satis- 
faction. God speed the way. For this evidence of returning 
wisdom I would like to see his name niched in ineffaceable 
letters beside that of Jefferson, Lincoln, Bryan, and others. 
[Applause. ] 

But, Mr. Chairman, with the indulgence of the committee, and 
especially asking the indulgence of my good-natured friend from 
Illinois Mr. Mann, and appreciating the soothing influence this 
discussion has had upon the disposition of my friend from Ar- 
kansas, I wish to say a few words upon an all-important and 
live issue of the present hour. 

Shortly after the ist of this month I received a printed ar- 
ticle, said to have been reproduced from a Chicago paper, giving 
an account of the meeting of 300 manufacturers and sellers of 
shoes, and tanners, held at the Union League Club, at Chicago, 
in which it was stated that by reason of the 15 per cent duty 
placed on hides by the Senate shoes would have to be advanced 
from 50 cents to a dollar per pair; that the increased cost to 
the consumer on shoes would be 20 per cent; and that a working- 
man’s shoes which now sell at $2 would have to be sold in the 
future at $2.50. Doubtless all Members of Congress received 
similar unsigned notices; in fact, we have been inundated with 
this character of alleged data and threats ever since Congress 
commenced to consider the tariff. Under the Dingley law the 
present duty on hides is 15 per cent. The action of the Senate 
simply retains that duty. There has been no increase in the 
duty, and no one, so far as I am aware, has even suggested 
any increase; but here we are informed by a manifesto from the 
tanning and leather interests that because the Senate has con- 
tinued in effect a duty which has been in existence for over 
twelve years, boots and shoes will have to be advanced from 
50 cents to a dollar a pair. 

This is a sample of the kind of misrepresentations and threats 
that are continually emanating from the promoters of this free- 
hide propaganda, and they merit the most severe condemnation 
on the part of all who honestly seek for real facts regarding the 
tariff and its effect on prices. I recall distinctly when the 
subject was under discussion in the House no claim was made 
that with free hides shoes would be any cheaper. In the hear- 


ing before the Ways and Means Committee many prominent 
shoe manufacturers admitted that the removal of the duty 
would not be reflected in the price of shoes. Yet, notwithstand- 
ing this well-known and admitted fact, the country at large is 
flooded with statements that boots and shoes will be materially 
higher if the present 15 per cent duty is retained and very much 
lower if the tariff is removed. A western constituent of mine 
wrote me that already these boot and shoe people, who claim 
they want to be so philanthropic and furnish the consumer with 
cheaper shoes, have sent their salesmen out quoting 35 cents a 
pair higher on common shoes. 

It takes from a pound and a half to 2 pounds of dry hides to 
furnish the sole leather for an average pair of shoes—say 2 
pounds, for example. The average value per pound of all im- 
ported dutiable hides during 1907 was 15.3 cents, and the duty 
per pound would be 2.3 cents, and for 2 pounds, 4.6 cents; in 
other words, the amount of the duty represented in an ordi- 
nary pair of shoes ranges from 2 to 4 cents. Senator Loner, 
in his argument in the Senate in favor of free hides, contended 
that the duty amounted to from 2 to 3 cents per pair on light 
shoes and from 6 to 7 cents a pair on heavy shoes. Perhaps the 
boot and shoe men can advance the price of shoes 50 cents to 
a dollar a pair without any change in the present duty, but if 
they can and do so advance shoes, I submit that they are prob- 
ably operating the kind of a trust that this Government should 
earefully look into. ; 

According to the last reports of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
the State of Colorado has 1,612,000 head of cattle. It is one 
of the great industries of my State. The hides of these cattle 
average from 63 to 74 per cent of the total weight of the live 
animal, and the per-pound value of the hide is doable that of 
the per-pound value of the balance of the carcass, thus making 
the total value of the hide approximately 13 to 15 per cent of 
the gross value of the animal. The present duty on hides means 
from $1 to $1.50 on every head of cattle in Colorado, and I am 
unwilling that the stock growers of my State should be sacri- 
ficed in order that the tanners and leather manufacturers may 
tan a few more foreign hides and that the boot and shoe men 
may export more shoes, which in all likelihood are sold at less 
price abroad than at home. 

There are some seemingly disputed facts about the tariff on 
hides, to which I wish to briefly refer. First, it is claimed by 
the advocates of free hides that the stockman gets no benefit 
from the duty. This is pure assumption, and it is the assump- 
tion of a class of people who would benefit by having such an 
impression created. 

The stockmen of the West have not constituted these leather 
trusts and boot and shoe men as their guardians, to say what 
is best for their interests. As a class, stockmen of the West 
are broad-minded, intelligent, and capable men, and when they 
assert that the duty on hides does affect the prices of their 
steers, I think that they, as the real parties in interest, are 
entitled to first consideration. A large per cent of all Colorado 
cattle are branded; in fact, Colorado hides are known as a dis- 
tinct class. Anything that injures the hide affects the selling 
price of the steer, and for that reason branded hides are 
quoted at from 2 to 3 cents per pound less than unbranded 
hides. My stockmen friends in Colorado tell me that when 
they have a badly branded steer—one with two or three brands 
on or branded on both sides—the animal has to sell for 
price than the rest of the bunch, solely on account of the 
damage to the hide by brands. What better evidence is needed 
to prove beyond controversy that the hide is a factor in the 
price of the steer? And if the hide be one of the component 
elements of value, which can not be disputed, then it necessarily 
follows that the duty is truly reflected in the price, and that 
our stockmen receive that much more for their steers. You 
might as well contend that the horns, tallow, butter fat, and 
numerous other minor parts of the steer which are utilized by 
the slaughterer are not considered by the buyer as to say that 
hides are not an element in fixing the price. Indeed, to follow 
to their logical conclusion the wild statements of the free-hide 
advocates, you must concede that the farmer gets a price for 
the meat in the animal he raises only through the benevolence 
and generosity of the slaughterer. This is a reductio ad ab- 
surdum. 


i@ss 


Another favorite claim of the so-called “independent” tan- 
ners and leather people is that this country does not produce 
enough hides to supply our home demand and that we must 
import about one-third of our home requirements of hides. It 


is true that we do import hides, but it also must not be for- 
gotten that we export vast quantities of sole leather, upper 
leather, boots and shoes, and harness; and a careful examina- 


tion of the official figures shows that we export just about as 
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much of these articles as we import of hides. The actual 
figures are as follows: 
Our hide production praciically equals our home consumption. 


_ According to the Report of the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
No. 6, series 1908-1909, the value of our total imports and exports of 
hides, leather, etc., during 1908, were: 

IMPORTS. 
Hides of cattle___ 


Sheepskins, free___- 
All others (nondutiable cattle hides and calfskins, free) —~ 


$16, 318, 195 
3, 411, 658 
19, 088, 830 


_____ BS, 818, 683 
5, 337, 855 


IDR sonar or vn snigttnsistinsptiseina Diag taege tated mannan 
Imports of leather, exclusive of gloves__..__-___ 


Total hides and leather imported______~_ ~~ 44, 156, 538 
EXPORTS. 
[See page 997, same report. ] 
Hides and skins, other than fur_.i_____~__~_ $1, 437, 202 
Sole leather, upper leather, boots and shoes, 
harness, and all other . 40, 530, 356 


oe __ 41, 967, 538 


Excess of imports above exports 2, 188, 980 

From the foregoing it is plain that the United States does raise 
substantially all the hides needed for domestic consumption. 

It is also evident that the clamor for free hides is not to 
supply our actual home demand, as these tanners would have 
us believe, but is to supply the material so that our manufac- 
turers may do an increasing export trade. No one will seri- 
ously object to the leather people building up a magnificent 
trade abroad, but we stockmen seriously object to making an 
annual contribution of $20,000,000, which represents the amount 
of the present duty on hides, in order to help the leather people 
capture some more foreign trade. Reduced to its last analysis, 
the attitude of these leather trusts and boot and shoe men is 
the quintessence of selfishness. [Applause.] 

Less than one-half of our imported hides and skins bear duty; 
the balance come in free. 

While on the question of our imports and exports, it is in- 
strretive to note the flourishing condition of our export trade 
in boots and shoes. During the past twelve years the value of 
. our exports of boots and shoes has increased from $1,436,688 to 
$11,469,559, an increase of 798 per cent. During the same 
twelve years our imports of boots. and shoes increased from 
$43,039 to $164,509. Our exports of boots and shoes are seventy 
times greater than our imports. The imported boots and shoes 
only represent one two-thousandth part of the total value of 
the boots and shoes manufactured in this country. In the face 
of this sbowing the boot and shoe manufacturers need not fear 
their foreign competitors; still they want a duty to protect them 
from foreign competition, while at the same time denying any 
kind of protection to the hides of the cow men. 

When the Dingley law was enacted twelve years ago the same 
big leather lobby that now infests Washington was on hand pro- 
testing against a duty on hides. They then loudly proclaimed 
that a duty on hides would be the death knell of their business. 
That their fears were groundless is abundantly proven by the 
wonderful prosperity of their business. This time they come 
with another bogey man to scare Congress. They assert that 
the packers will drive the tanners out of business unless hides 
are put on the free list. There were packers twelve years ago, 
but they probably then forgot to refer to them. They claim 
that the so-called “ packers’ meat trust” controls the majority 
of the hides in this country, and that they have gone into the 
tanning business. It may be that the tanning of hides is so 
profitable a business that some of the packers thought they 
might as well have part of the profits; but, in any event, no 
serious ebjection can be raised to anyone going into the tanning 
business. 

The tanners and shoe manufacturers have the same privilege 
of going into the slaughtering business, and the charters of 
some of these big leather trusts provide that they may go into 
the slaughtering business. But let us see what foundation 
there is for the statements of the leather people that the packer 
controls all the hides. According to the official government 
figures the total hide production of this country is 19,500,000 
hides. Of this number, according to the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry, the packers composing the alleged meat trust, namely, 
Armour & Co., Swift & Co., Morris & Co., and the National 
Packing Company, slaughter 5,072,064 head, and the inde- 
pendent packers, local butchers, farmers, and so forth, slaughter 
13,500,000 head. Stated in percentages, the so-called “ meat 
trust” slaughters only 27 per cent of the total slaughter of cattle 
and calves in the United States. These figures and percentages 
are not mere guesses; they are the official figures of the Bureau 
of Animal Industry, and can be verified by anyone. There are 
929 packing establishments in the United States where the 


Total 


Bureau of Animal Industry maintains federal inspection, and 
of these 929 packing plants the members of the alleged meaj 
trust only operates 38, 

Now, it is claimed that the members of the meat trust tan 
the hides they produce; if they do, they certainly can not tay 
more than 27 per cent; but the fact is, they only tan about 30 per 
cent of their own production of hides, or in other words, they 
tan approximately 8 per cent of the total hide production of the 
United States. Therefore the independent tanners have fu! 
opportunity to buy all or any part of the balance, which is 92 
per cent of the whole. These independent tanners are certainly 
a greedy lot if they can not buy their share out of 92 per cent. 
However, what these independent tanners say about not being 
able to buy hides is all bluff. The real animus and foundation 
of their complaint, which they have carefully concealed so far, 
is that they want free hides so that they can bear the home 
market and buy this 92 per cent about $1.50 to $3 per hide 
cheaper than at present. That is what this big leather lobby 
is down here for, and they can be relied upon to pocket what- 
ever profit there is by removal of the duty. If they are suc- 
cessful in their efforts, the price of footwear will not go dow) 
one cent; on the contrary, it will be maintained ag at present. 
or increased to some extent. Lobbyists are high priced and musi 
dine and drink well. These great leather trusts do not believe in 
the spirit of the slang phrase, changed somewhat, so that “Every- 
thing will go out and not come back.” So somebody will har 
to pay the freight. It is very easy to take it from the pocke! 
of the consumer a little at @ time, say 10 or 15 cents a pair. 
and tell him the foreign hide grower refused to send his wares 
to our markets, and that the home hide raiser refused to sel/ 
unless he secured his price. The trusts believe it is easy to foo! 
some of the people all the time. [Applause.] 

I present a statement, this moment received, showing the tan 
ning of hides of cattle and calves during 1908 by and for ac 
count of Swift & Co. Armour & Co., Morris & Co., and the 
National Packing Company, which concerns are alieged to 
constitute the “beef trust.” These figures were furnished me 
by Mr. T. W. Tomlinson, secretary of the American Nationa! 
Live Stock Association, who made a special trip to Chicago to 
secure them, and they can be taken as accurate, though the 
ene given may vary just a trifle from those mentioned 
above: 

Hides tanned by or for account of above packers: 


EEG CR i nk oe Hatiotdnnalies biakbleeic. Boot 638, 251 
Armour 336, 276 
Morris & C 


1, 351, 659 

Most of these hides are tanned in tanneries not owned or con- 
trolled by said packers; the lesser part of them are tanned in 
tanneries owned by said packers, 

Total number of cattle and calves slaughtered by said firms: 
Cattle 4, 045, 357 
Calves 1, 026, 707 

5, O72, 064 

The number of Lives tanned by or for them represent 26.6 per 
cent of the total “ kill” of cattle and calves by said firms. 

The total annual domestic production of hides in the Unite! 
States is 19,500,000 hides. The hides tanned by or for the ac 
count of said “ beef trust” represent 7 per cent of the domesti: 
hide production. 

The total number of cattle and calf hides tanned annually ii: 
the United States is 22,500,000 hides (including 3,000,000 im 
ported hides), and compared with this total said packers oun); 
tan 6 per cent. 

The National Packing Company sells all its hides to tanner=. 
So does Cudahy Packing Company and the majority of the other 
large packing concerns. 

In this hide discussion we have heard a great deal about the 
iniquity of the beef trust—that is the burden of their song—bu' 
so far no one of the free-hide advocates has made the slightest 
reference to the leather trusts which practically control the tan- 
ning business of the country and the leather market. Their 
silence about these trusts is wonderfully eloquent, and I wish iv 
briefly direct some attention to these leather trusts and to refer 
you for more particular information to Senate Document No. 7-2. 
The Central Leather Company is the big trust in the leather 
trade; it is the holding company of the United States Leather 
Company. The latter corporation when created absorbed 112 tan- 
neries, and its assets are said to be $167,000,000, of which goo’ 
will represents $62,800,000. This whale of a trust tans from 6) 
to 70 per cent of the heavy hides produced in this country, 
and it also tans 75 to 90 per cent of all the imported hides; i! 
fact, it is the only concern that maintains independent bide 
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buyers im the Argentine. If this big leather trust tans prac- 
tically all the imported hides, it is difficult to conceive how the 
independent tanner would be any better off with free hides; 
and, further, who is to prevent the so-called “ meat trust” from 
buying these foreign hides with or without a duty? As before 
stated, the packers tan about one-eighth as many hides as this 
giant leather trust, but there are other trusts in the leather 
business as well as the United States Leather Company. The 
American Hide and Leather Company, when it was organized in 
1899, absorbed 21 tanneries, and, according to their annual 
statement, the capacity of this company is 75 per cent of the 
entire annual production of upper leather in the United States. 
It is passing strange that these boot and shoe people who are so 
ardently and persistently accusing the meat trust have not made 
any complaint about the leather trusts. But the reason they 
have not said anything about these leather trusts is very plain 
when you know the inside facts. About a year ago there was 
organized what is known as the “ free-hide league,” created for 
the avowed purpose of securing free hides. This league was 
organized by the leather trusts, and they are the real parties 
in interest behind this movement for free hides. The shoe man 
and the small independent tanners have been brought forward 
to make the fight, but the real beneficiaries of free hides and 
the real instigators of this clamor and how! are the leather 
trusts referred to. 

I have heard it claimed that the packers were forced into 
the tanning business on account of the rapacity of the leather 
trusts. I believe it was so stated before the Ways and Means 
Committee. Now, the leather trusts come here and demand 
free hides in order that they may club the packer and regain 
their undisputed control of the leather market. In this fight 
between trusts—for neither of which I have any love—the 
stockman is asked to make all the sacrifice and the consumer is 
not promised the slightest benefit. 

I would vote to put all leather goods—boots and shocs, harness, 
and so forth—on the free list along with hides. There were two 
attempts made in the Senate to put the entire leather schedule 
on the free list, but it failed; and such an attempt would un- 
doubtedly fail here in the House. Therefore, so long as the east- 
ern manufacturers demand a duty on the product of hides, just 
so long will I contend for a duty on hides, which is the finished 
product of our stockmen, and which yields a very handsome 
revenue. The present duty on hides is not a large duty, It is 
a good revenue getter and is an ideal illustration of the Demo- 
cratic principle of a tariff for revenue only. [Applause.] 

In round numbers, there are 9,000,000 people engaged in the 
live-stock business in the United States, while there are only 
60,590 people engaged in the tanning industry and 158,735 peo- 
ple in the manufacture of boots and shoes and leather goods. 
The raising of live stock is one of our chief industries in Colo- 
rado, and the tariff on hides is one of the very few items that 
concern many of us western Congressmen. 

Mr. Chairman, there has been a mountain of misinformation 
disseminated throughout the country, and our farmer and stock- 
raising friends, through the filterings from the gigantic leather 
trusts, by way of the wholesalers, are getting a wrong impres- 
sion as to where the real trouble lies. The leather trusts, 
whose history and manipulations will be comprehensively un- 
derstood by reference to the schedules appended hereto, are 
trying to build up a sentiment in favor of free hides, and, for 
argument, seek to make the stock grower and the farmer be- 
lieve it is not them, but the beef trust, that will rob them of 
the value of their hides under the present duty. The farmers, 
the stock growers, and the consumers answer back that all 
trusts look alike to them, and they do not propose, hypothetically, 
to be robbed by either or any. I think an examination of the 
tables below will show that the ones nearest our till at the 
present time are the leather trusts. 

The beef trust is preeminently prodigal in its protestations of 
innocence and virtue; the leather trusts show intense economy 
with the truth; both, in my judgment, are entitled to the repu- 
tation a couple of neighbors of mine acquired. The question of 
their truth and veracity was being discussed by some of their 
acquaintances. One said that when feeding time came A had 
the loudest voice of anyone in that neck of woods. Another 
said that he did not dispute that fact, but that, from his ob- 
servation, B’s hogs never responded unless they were called 
by the hired man. [Laughter.| 

The uprising voices of the farmer, stock raiser, and con- 
sumer, reverberating around the walls of this Capitol, protest- 
ing against the repeal of the tariff on hides, echoes the fact 
that they have not been misled by the sophistries and special 
pleadings of these privileged interests. By way of illustration, 
a more conservative and intelligent body of men never as- 
sembled than the National Live Stock Exchange, now in session 











































in my home city of Denver, and there has just been placed in 
my hands this telegram, which I will read: 


Hon. A. W. Rucker, 
Congressman First District of Colorado, 
Washington, D. C.: 


The National Live Stock packers », comprising the local exchanges of 
Chicago, Denver, Omaha, Sioux City, St. Joseph, St. Louis, St. Paul, 
Pittsburg, Buffalo, Indianapolis, Milwaukee, Kansas City, Louisville, 
and Peoria, assembled in its twenty-first annua! session in the city of 
Denver, representing the live-stock products of this country, insists that 
the present duty of 15 per cent on hides be retained, thereby giving to 
our constituents a small measure of that protection which the most 
vigorous opponents of a duty on hides are demanding for their own par- 
ticular industries. The policy of the Government has been to afford 
some degree of protection to articles of American production and manu- 
facture. Placing hides on the free list is a discriminating departure 
from this long-established policy. 
A. F. Stryker, Secretary. 


I desire to call attention to the following tables and statistics 
in substantiation of my contentions: 


Exuisit A. 
CENTRAL LEATHER ASSOCIATION. 
{From Moody's Manual.] 

Incorporated April 12, 1905, in New Jersey, to acquire the stock of 
the United States Leather Company, on terms shown in Moody’s Manual 
for 1905, page 1637. Up to December, 1907, the company had acquired 
$62,084,200 of the $62,882,300 common and $57,807,200 of the 
$62,282,300 preferred stock of the United States Leather Company. 
Since organization the Central Leather Company has acquired the entire 
capital stocks (except qualifying shares) of the N. R. Allen’s Sons 
Company, Union Tanning Company, Harrington & Co., Queen City Tan- 
nery, and Wallin Leather Company. 

The United States Leather Company and its constituent companies, 
among other property, own the following securities: 

All of the $34,450,600 capital stock (except 27 shares held by di- 
rectors) of the Elk Tanning Company. 

All of the $10,000,000 capital stock (except 24 shares held by di- 
rectors) and all of the $9,000,000 outstanding 4 per cent gold deben- 
tures, due January, 1930, of the Central Pennsylvania Lamber Company. 

All of the $1,212,100 outstanding capital stock (except 65 shares held 
by directors) and all of the $927,000 outstanding first fifty-year 5 per 
cent bonds of the Susquehanna and New York Railroad Company. 

All of the $300,000 — stock (except 25 shares held by directors 
of the Long Valley Coal Company. 

All of the $150,000 capital stock (except 39 shares held by directors) 
of the Leetonia Valley Railway Compary. 

All of the $500,000 capital stock (except 65 shares held by directors) 
of the Tionesta Valley Railway Company. 

All of the $300,000 capital stock (except 
of the David Moffat Company. 

The shareholders of the Central Leather Company on January 16, 
1907, voted in favor of taking over the business and assets of the 
United States Leather Company, by means of a merger under the stat- 
utes of New Jersey, the securities of the latter unexchanged to receive 
the same treatment as under the reorganization plan of December 17, 
1904. The lower court in October, 1907, vacated the injunction pre- 
venting the consolidation, the agreement therefor to be medified to 
permit United States Leather preferred stockholders to demand their 
share of surplus of latter, representing dividends, in licu of new com- 
mon stock offered under plan, but the merger has been enjoined pend- 
ing appeal. 

Capital stock.—Authorized, $40,000,000 common and $40,000,000 
7 per cent, cumulative, preferred ; outstanding, $38,409,952 common and 
$31,061,500 preferred; par $100. The preferred stock is preferred as 
to dividends at the rate of 7 per cent per annum, cumulative, from July 
1, 1905, and, in case of liquidation, as to principal and unpaid accu- 
mulated dividends at par. It has equal voting power with the com- 
mon. It is provided in the certificate of incorporation that “ From 
time to time the preferred stock and the common stock of the cor- 
porations may each or both be increased according to law, as now or 
hereafter enacted, provided always, that at no time shall the preferred 
stock be increased without the assent of *ne holders of at least two- 
thirds in interest of the then outstand’ng preferred stock of the cor- 
poration.” Dividends at the rate of 7 per cent per annum have been 
paid quarterly, January, on the preferred from October, 1905, to April, 
1908, inclusive ; checks mailed. No dividends have as yet been paid on 
the common shares. Transfer agent, Equitable Trust Company, New 
York. Registrar, New York Trust Company, New York. Listed on New 
York Stock Exchange. 

Bonded debt.—Thirty-four million five hundred and twenty-six thou- 
sand six hundred dollars first-lien gold fives, dated April 1, 1905, due 
April 1, 1925; not callable; interest April 1 and October 1, at Central 
Trust Company, New York, trustee and registrar of bonds; coupon, 
$1,000 ; principal may be registered. The trust deed provides for fully 
registered bonds. Principal and interest are payable in gold, without 
deduction for any tax. Authorized, $45,000,000. Secured by a first 
mortgage on all the assets and lands acquired and, pending their phys- 
ical acquisition, by the shares of the United States Leather Company 
acquired and all the stock and bonds of its subsidiaries, including 
$9,000,000 4 per cent gold debentures and the $10,000,000 stock of the 
Central Pennsylvania Lumber Company. ‘The indenture provides that if 
the capital stock of the United States Leather Company shall be in 
creased there shall be forthwith pledged and delivered to the trustee 
certificates for at least such part of said increased capital stock as shall 
be proportionate to the part of the entire capital stock of said company 
previously held thereunder. Listed on New York Stock Exchange. 

Four million six hundred and eighty thousand dollars United States 
Leather Company debenture gold sinking-fund sixes, dated May 1, 
1893, due May 1, 1913; interest May 1 and November 1. at National 
Park Bank, New York, and in Boston: denomination, $1,000. Central 
Trust Company, of New York, is trustee and registrar of debentures. 
A sufficient amount of the securities, stock, and bonds of the Central 
Leather Company is reserved for the retirement and redemption of these 
debentures. Authorized, $10,000,000. On or before August 1 in each 
year the company is required to purchase and deliver to the trustee for 
cancellation an amount of debentures equal to 4 per cent of the total 
debentures issued, provided they can be purchased at less than 110 and 
interest. If debentures can not be purchased at the price stated, the 
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company is required to deposit with the trustee such amount as may be 
necessary to fully satisfy the sinking fund, and the trustee will then 
draw by lot and pay for debentures so drawn at 110 and interest on 
the November 1 following. No bond or debenture other than those of 
this issue and no mortgage can at any time be made, assumed, or guar- 
anteed by the United States Leather Company, or by any company 
a majority of the stock of which is owned or controlled by that com- 
pany, without the consent of the holders of 80 per cent of the preferred 
stock of the United States Leather Company then outstanding. These 
debentures are to be specifically and equally secured pro rata with all 
other bonds or debentures secured by any mortgage hereafter issued. 
Listed on New York Stock Exchange. 


Income account, Central Leather Company. 

















} 
j 
i 
| 


| 
| 


Year Year Period 
ended ended ended 
December December December 
$1, 1907. 31, 1906. 31, 1905. 
} 
Earnings: | 
Dividends on preferred shares of | | 
United States Leather Co. owned. «$3,463,825 | $3,432,126 | © $843,483 
Interest and discount_.........--..--- 31,688 | REEL Bnitpnisbeaicnicceianiall 
Net ecarnings of subsidiary companies. 663,717 | 21,274 © 362,308 
OE aa ios stunts iain mace mae 4,159,230 | 4,301,081 | 1,205,791 
Expenditures: . | i 
Interest and diseount...............-- loo ca Ses hee eee 18,480 | 
Organization and general expenses. _-_! 113,196 | 299,875 | 122,246 
Discount and commissions, bond | 
BONN naa. - hoa s ip ase eae ie ae ad 25,000 | 68,945 | 
Es SRE iia orto: atin naduihheniatcnatiek’ 1,724,410 | 1,692,591 | 359,785 
Dividends paid on preferred stock....| 2,170,285 | 2,126,317 | 518,297 
RN as oe en oc | 4,007,891 4,143,783 | 1,087,753 
Watiolted POR, .ccntnsvidnncavincninies 151,339 | 157 ,298 118,038 





¢ Dividends on 578,072 shares (on 2,722 shares only three dividends 
of $1.50 per share each were received ; on 160 shares only two dividends 
were received, and on 10 shares only one dividend was received). 

> Dividends on 575,180 shares (on 11,000 shares only three dividends 
of $1.50 per share each were received, and on 818 shares only two divi- 
dends were received). 

© Dividends on 562,322 shares. During the period ended December 
31, 1905, the company received only one dividend on its holdings in the 
United States Leather Company (these having been acquired July 2, 
1905), and it has-the benefit of the operations and earnings of the sub- 
sidiary companies for an average period of but one hundred and twenty 
days prior to December 31, 1905; consequently the statement of earn- 
ings and expenditures cover but a fractional part of the year. 


Balance shect of Central Leather Company, December 31. 
































Balance sheet of Central Leather Company, December 31—Continued. 

















1907. 1906. 
Liabilities: 

Preferred stock $31,061,500 | $30,878,900 
Common stock 38, 409 , 952 $8,161,570 
Bonds outstanding... a 34,526,600 34,382,000 
DEES HRIGEED. oo .cccccnsctdececccudssecs duetenbe 3,750,000 4,730,737 
Accounts payable...........-. 16,549 24,565 
WRU SRE PE OENE. acs gpennecececdyprn-cammensomnere 426,675 275,335 

Webel i.ksth a vacenkce ada tile Ae | 108,191,276 | 108,453,107 





Combined balance sheet of subsidiary companies of Central Leather 


Company as of December 31. 
[Not including the United States Leather Company holdings.] 





Assets: 
PARE cite in cicmemenbbencaethehgubbadhceadeanmne | $4,747,058 | $4,406,318 
Bark and timber lands, other real estate, and rail- e 
road property.............---.--.--..-.+<..-......---.| 1,858,905 | 1,986,973 
Hides, leather, bark, extract, lumber, supplies, | 
materials, and sundry personal property 
by ee a ee ae 
DE DOCS ahs disnwnis-nesctivticutitintindae obtinies 
DREGE TEEN icon ochececcccagansnnstindneteecenh 










Liabilities: 
Cpa Ghoti, Sn cdinccciivcwtennbasetbsttintaséie 
UNE oon ectiinne<stinicncunnsnasddncnceccuignenaneamnl 
Tens Ce FOE Citrine oocennetnneneneen 
Mortgage due by Wallin Leather Oo-...-..--.....-... 
TRG PO Oasis cde emcees sc cnciiwccisibestsiinws 
Accounts payable. 
Accrued interest....-------....--- 135,478 : 
Unelividie? prOQte 2a. ccccc cnn ccc ceweccncsdscvccescesess 730,445 1,183 ,581 


Det sinie cccinstinnoar~serevensesenseinisncndiassinend SMa mann Te 
Income account, United States Leather Company, year ended December 
31, 1907. 

Prats 68 : SOIR iden cin ensi— cic cbatiipianitbige tpi cittipetts $706, 349 
Profits on manufacturing, including tanning and extract____ 583, 546 

Commissions and cartage on purchases and sales for others, 
including subsidiary companies’ products _-..--_-------~ 2, 067, 891 
Interest on advances to other companies and other loans and 


































~ acinomae - ines So investments ~.~-~---~------~--~-~----- =~ ~~ + - = - = = 673, 113 
| Dividends and other receipts and income from subsidiary 
1907. 1908. ComNRGMNNS nck ck cn ncnctbidedad ded dee antinde 2, 098, 710 
a ee __ | Miscellaneous earnings and income_-_--.-------~--.--~--- 23, 892 
Assets: | Total receipts... nn won ene qucwepeessas 6, 153, 501 
Stock of United States Leather Co..........-.-..- | $96,217,152 | $05,679,570 
Investments in subsidiary companies, including Deduct : 
ROG GN 5. 6c) + biaigieel- ans heenloweetion<dnich | 7,028,774 6,845,056 | Interest on debentures__._..-.-~--__-.----~----.... 288, 800 
Bills receivable, Union Tanning Go.._...........-.-. | 4,332,000 2,705,000 Interest on bills and accounts payable__._.._....-----~~ 730, 241 
Accounts receivable, Union Tanning Co...-.....-- 376,008 2,826,351 Aaminintrative CpOhses 4... ee cence nutnne 456, 830 
Ourrent accounts receivable.......................- | 150,058 10,684 Taxes, insurance, legal and other expenses_........-.. 254, 501 
Mente al Oi 5.5.5, niabniianitinoaigatinialeiae | 85,905 15,529 Dividends paid... on cn anne eeweanwoe ~. 3, 736, 938 
FRE 4 i:inn' ns so cdeadspainpapiennithiictetiiininhe wie’ 51,381 370,918 See 
- f isy ae —_— eta) Gubusiidee Gols he 5, 467, 310 
ih... -<cncocieaitiaeldccenent aims ie "08,191,276 | 108,453,107 ee 
| seen ee a ee Surplus for year......--. ....-- -- 222 en nen nnnne 686, 191 
General balance sheet of United States Leather Company, December 81. 
1907. 1906. 1905. 1904, 1908 
Assets: 
RN TE AE Ge NN cy LE 8 OR ee CSE ESR $4,318,178 $2,505,150 $2, 230,337 $2,420,667 $2,049,952 
I Oe ene ee ee aiiaieninsalebesttetdiaadcconiiientps-ailinetil 9,979,789 10,761 ,665 9,562,298 5,757 ,802 6,048,313 
ee SRE INE A 3,569,624 1,277,339 243 ,507 549,117 140,897 
Doubtful debtors, valued at 4,245 8,832 4,125 10,735 5,926 
ee CIE on ernninc nntseeepniiniinmmitiiiiadtalimdstnwtitien caiig tii ae Rated dslcidndia cman pemeak ade den 1,070,602 984,196 141,906 144,548 
OS RES il DR: Ee GEIR ire DE ASSET OS | | 41,457,273 15,269,784 |. 12,716,388 9,814,944 10,328,626 
ee Per ER NLR EE oe Se a TE 2,386,316 1,677 ,962 1,871,105 2,262,860 1,915,974 
eee gS Ra Se Ss RS a Se rs, 402,108 64 ,627 590,839 595 , 987 401 ,355 
eT mais Ws CIE GD i aio cnieisdacee nabbed Mille a nceaiiiniindndeptaia waitin 508,708 1,920,921 1,923 ,030 343 , 696 1,117 ,558 
TT nee ee a is we cineeineacecaa ative 464,492 508 , 223 559,485 457,718 
SE En Sanu diiile diam wish dbiddas ss oiememamd 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 
mat ir Sian ae a a i | 6,924,698 6,847,706 6,756,081 6,696,060 6,313,295 
Stocks of other companies@ 58,172,225 56,760,181 52 ,823 603 50,515,443 49,142,022 
ee Se Le RET DN stl cachsitannin 6,216,888 6,879,888 8,404,888 9,914,888 10,000,000 
501,116 490,235 SER SES hn ccccctmetiiiele Ddetdacledibon= 
<ichsheenaenenen-tsanespeainiiegiaimantaencttitinnaniiia ne camel 100,000 100,000 
62,832,300 62,832,300 | 62,832,300 62,832,300 62,832,300 
123,247 106,293 | 71,576 56,570 67,260 
OE sii nti ce sgtbbeb btn ce ctnccnkbe debe cian spas sain sibedbmtbindiciaapisitiel 167 , 496,705 169 , 627 , 987 161 ,855,116 152,672,469 151,165,739 
Liabilities: 
Common stock 62,882,300 62,882,300 62,882,300 62,882,300 62,882,300 
Preferred stock 62,282,300 62,282,300 62, 282,300 62,282,300 62, 282,300 
is once been sac eraiccceccnandnec céseeindbaabediecttensndilinmndincamencantmiiteds 4,680,000 5,080,000 5,280,000 5,260,000 5,280,000 
Accrued interest, ete 52,470 67 ,960 59,550 26,254 17,549 
Current accounts 342,461 600 , 585 659,949 285,620 334,394 
Exchange not due. 453 ,582 2,072,904 1,516,822 1,008 , 298 1,075,224 
Ne ar ce hi hi iced cucmecdusevabhtedeuisinn ttiiie tniltipdnhddithtndinndncmeqammmiiel 12,785,019 13,080,000 7,900,000 2,100,000 1,450,000 
Reserve for fire insurance 419,172 639,729 632 ,666 517,685 309,587 
DUNO Ss ci. Se SS inten csi wi derlnd CRs chins bE a nts tscmwenentiilel 23,500,401 22,913 ,209 20,641,529 18,200,011 17,584,385 
TGR. os Sica iui in eda dnc Dibba dai ank dao Abbildn deiebhian cb Siphitliapdandimage | 167,496,705 169,627 .987 | 161 855,116 152 ,672 , 469 151,165,739 

















ee niedtiaiedttedbaabalanbetn 
@ Represented by hides and leather, tannery plants, extract works, glue plants, sawmills, lumber, railroads, bark, timber and lands in fee, bark 
contracts, bark at tanneries, personal property, cash, and sundry debtors. 











1909. 





Officers: EB. C. Hoyt, president; A. A. Healy, first vice-president ; 
W. G. Garritt, second vice-president; J. J. Lapham, third oes 
D. P. Squire, fourth vice-president ; J. R. Plum, treasurer; F. E. Knapp, 
secretary. 

Directors: A. A. Healy. Frank Healy, E. C. Hoyt, L. C. Krauthoff, 
J. J. Lapham, L. H. Lapham, R. B. Paine, P. A. Valentine, New York; 
J. Ogden Armour, H. P. Darlington, Chicago; C. W. Allen, Nathan Al- 
len, Kenosha, Wis.; G. W. Childs, Ridgeway, Pa.; S. P. Davidge, Short 
Hills, N. J.: W. G. Garritt, Boston; Eugene Horton, Middletown, N. Y.; 
Van A. Wallin, Grand Rapids, Mich. 

Annual meeting, fourth Wednesday in February, at Jersey City, N. J. 
Offices, 52 William street and 26 Ferry street, New York. Corporate 
office, 15 Exchange place, Jersey City, N. J. 


ExuisiT B. 
AMERICAN HIDE AND LEATHER COMPANY, 
{From Moody’s Manual.] 


Incorporated May 3, 1899, in New Jersey; amended certificate of in- 
corporation filed August 28, 1899. The duration of the corporation is 
erpetual. Company was formed for the purpose of carrying on the 
yusiness of tanning and currying of all kinds; also to manufacture, cure, 
and trade in skins, hides, and leathers of all kinds, to slaughter animals, 
and pack, preserve, buy, sell, and deal in the constituent parts of ani- 
mals and animal products; also to purchase, hold, and dispose of the 
stocks and securities of other corporations. The company has power to 
carry on its business in any State of the United States and in foreign 
countries. The company acquired, by absolute conveyance, the lands, 
tanneries, factories, plants, stock in trade, and good will of the business 
formerly belonging to 21 different concerns, a list of which is given in 
Moody’s Manual for 1902, page 1305. Also owns the entire $50,000 
stock, except 50 shares necessary to qualify directors of the Pennsylva- 


nia Hide and Leather Company, a Pennsylvania corporation, which has | 
acquired the title, free from incumbrance, except as to the mortgage 
securing the bonds of the American Hide and Leather Company, to the | 
plants formerly the property of Alley Brothers & Co., and B. F. Thomp- | 


son & Co., at Curwensville, Osceola, and West Hickory, Pa. 

The business carried on by the company is principally the manufac- 
ture of upper leathers of all kinds for shoes, including cowhide, leath- 
ers, black and Russia calfskins, enameled and patent leathers, which 
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constitute over 90 per cent of the output of the company. Various 
grades of fine leather used in the manufacture of other articles and 
also a small amount of sole leather are manufactured. Total capacity 
is 5,000,000 calfskins and about 2,750,000 hides per annum, this being 
approximately 75 per cent of the entire annual production of upper 
leather in the United States. 

Capital stock.—Authorized, $17,500,000 common and $17,500,000 7 
per cent cumulative preferred, the latter being preferred as to assets 
as well as to dividends. Outstanding, $11,274,100 common and $12,- 
548,300 preferred; par, $100. Dividends on preferred of 1 per cent 
each were paid February 15, May 15, and August 15, 1905; none since. 
Accumulated dividends to and including May, 1908, amount to 56 per 
cent. Transfer office, Trust Company of America, New York. Regis- 
trar, Farmers’ Loan and Trust Company, New York. Listed on New 
York Stock Exchange. 

Bonded debt.—Seven million one hundred and ninety-four thousand 
dollars first sinking fund gold sixes, dated September 1, 1899; due 
September 1, 1919; subject to call at 115 and interest on any interest 
date on thirty days’ notice; interest March and September 1 at Trust 
Company of America, New York, trustees. Coupon, $1,000; principal 
may be registered. Mortgage provides that the company shall, on 
September 1 of each year, beginning 1900, deposit with the trustee 
$172,500, which sum shall be sufficient to purchase $150,000 face value 
of bonds at not exceeding 115 and interest. If none or less than 
$150,600 of bonds can be purchased at or below 115 and interest, the 
sinking-fund ae are to be invested and held for further security 
of the bonds. uthorized, $10,000,000, of which $9,000,000 were iss zed 
for the general purposes of the company and $1,000,000 reserved to be 
issued for new properties acquired and subjected to the mortgage. Of 
the $9,000,000 of bonds issued, $7,194,000 are outstanding, $475,u00 
are in the treasury of the company, and $1,331,000 have been purchased 
and are now held by the trustee in the sinking fund. The first mort- 
gage, dated September 20, 1899, securing these bonds, covers and is a 
first lien on the real estate, tanneries, factories, and plants, and the 
supplemental mortgage, dated October 2, 1899, covers all skins, hides, 
leather, tan bark, stock in trade, and other supplies and raw materials; 
goods manufactured, unmanufactured, or in process of manufacture, 
horses, wagons, harness, furniture, duplicates, patents, and all sther 
owned by the company, or which it 
may hereafter acquire, and situated in or upon any of the company’s 

roperties in Massachusetts, Michigan, and West Virginia. Listed on 
New York Stock Exchange. 





Income account of American Hide and Leather Company and its subsidiaries, years ending June $0. 




































































| | 
1906-7. 195-6. | 1945. | 1904. | 1902-3. 
| 
DI REL ee Tea ool) celeneenn new arennenteietinendandtieanit $1,151,048 | $1,178,487 $1,374,432 $1,169,325 $853,424 
Profit on bonds purehased for sinking fund, ee | 14,332 3,297 31,755 35,276 32690 
ett ia cides ates ipeciin tag inte catidiDe isp ae Meedininciiidnntiniamstpitceiaaabimieein 1,165,380 1,181,734 1,406,187 1,204, 601 $36,114 
Deduct: or Err ove 
NN EE Ee, a eee 159,055 | 167,505 | 190,291 | 196,865 200,377 
Bad debts and reserve for doubtful GOES. ....--22--se0reee-nn-----n---nnn-nn-nennnnnnn| 8,423 21,843 | 18,691 26,784 9,988 
Dr tI I I, ok ls a a ls ecitncosnaneuemaumatapenmnainees | 511,500 | 511,500 511,500 511,500 511,500 
Se TS COG esa iOS calins nO ae cob Ship bdign decd <escesnceccanmnpececeubansmes | 66,066 86,47 | 29,798 28,189 65,182 
Ss eee a inieiincecitdipwimmnsencigia 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150, 000 
I i i eeclieen @ 125,483 i tntisdinaticibiecd tin natekeaindidlijned 
Senet onl ii eneel be baamdieneet a nnbadipadinnicouped dnasiaidacnsindibathinnnn amanmmaiaaltine de ia othsltcnedieal vegas © aenbedenelacccceacenaeeaa 28,701 
i Dk SR a a al re 8S 895,044 1,062,879 1,151,245 913,330 | 965,748 
ee ee GP Bada 5h dike Mick db cial hw ddvcdldncctddaccnteititiitidilnanenanané 270,336 118,905 254,942 291 , 272 © 79,634 
¢ 3 Per cent includes $130,000 paid August 15, 1905, on 18,000,000 preferred stock, less $4.517 received on preferred stock held in trust. | 
- per cent. 
© Deficit. 
Balance sheet of American Hide and Leather Company and its subsidiaries June 30. 
pe Saieiielicdieee blest binssisoe . 
1907. 1906. | 1905, 1904. 1903, 
| 
| | 
Assets: | | 
i i | lit nelntindieemcunddieliiinnneaneeswaee $26,479,073 | %$26,483,282 | %$26,458,528 | *$26, 466,346 @$26 441 072 
iid minisnilhn i aithinainabdintiendiinnciiiedisaath deminnqganenregiinmmmpaeneee >26,790 | 1,122,155 | 908 , 287 702, 496 503,907 
NE CIE 30, sh til matt abeslindiinetiinbiiananddnenetitiiisecimeenccnews= 6,305 ,659 7,254,000 | 6,566, 627 | 6,346,021 | 6,746,516 
iol cin ccticnntiiaihhbinglthaccsnsepadiathcunasumaapanns 2,170,705 ©2,099,857 | 2,018,878 | 1,536,828 | ¢1, 764,413 
a a a lil ems eimonnacne 298 ,337 | 284 591 388,112 286,526 | 428 451 
nibh tnddch tiibatindhithanidndkhtieMieness ecednencudiideconesnccoress 76,773 | 78,243 $1,423 | 108,313 | 115,009 
Ne ee en en eaeewntnin 35,357,887 | $7,322,188 96, 421 855 35, 446, 530 35,999, 368 
— — — = ——<——_—_— SS = 
Liabilities: 
Preferred stock | 13,000,000 13,000,900 | 13 ,000 ,000 13,000,000 | 13,000,000 
Common stock-_... 11,500,000 11,500,000 11,500,000 | 11 500,000 | 11,500,000 
First-mortgage 6 per OF, 48,525,000 48 525,000 48,525,000 | 48 525,000 
Current liabilities a 1,963,031 1,395,471 880,878 | 1,923,579 
Sinking fund, first-mortgage bonds 1,357 ,790 1,122,155 | 908 ,287 | 702,497 503,907 
DEnndnciedinaneninetinehdenbenetnngenseremeaneqneusesaqutenesecemassensnpneseineenes 1,482,338 1,212,002 | 1,093,097 838,155 546,882 
ether a en Si | 35,857,387 | 37,322,188 35,446,530 | 35,999,368 


36,421,855 | 





“Including 4,517 shares preferred and 2,259 shares common stock of the American Hide and Leather Company held in trust. 


+ Ineludes only cash and accrued interest (bonds in sinking fund, held by trustees, not treated as an asset as in former years). 


¢ After deducting reserves for doubtful debts and discounts. 


¢ After deducting each year $475,000 held in treasury and in 1907, $1,331,000 held in sinking fund. Bonds held in sinking fund are included in 1906 and in 


earlier years. 


Officers: T. W. Hall, president; T. 8. Patent, first vice-president ; 
Aaron Hecht, second vice-president, New York; F. L. Roenitz, third 
vice-president, Chicago; C. P. Hall, fourth vice-president, Boston; G. A. 
Hill, secretary and treasurer, New York. 

Executive committee: T. S. Haight, T. W. Hall, Aaron Hecht, New 
York; C. P. Hall, Boston; F. L. Roenitz, Chicago. 

Directors: The foregoing and C. A. de Gersdorff, T. J. Ryan, Henry 
Seli n, Frederick Strauss, New York; C. H. Buswell, M. Robson, 
Skinner, Woburn, Mass. 


Cc. W. Tidd, B. L. White, Boston ; James 





Annual meeting first Wednesday in September at Jersey City, N. J.; 
main offices, 92 Cliff street, New York, and 17 East street, Boston. 


Actual returns to owners of cattle suspected oi disease, which, 
after post-mortem examination, were pronounced pure and fit for 
food. These cattle were held by order of federal and state in- 
spectors for post-mortem examination. They were then killed, 
skinned, and quartered, after which the post-mortem examina- 
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tion was made. The Chicago Live Steck Exchange in each 
case made report to the owners of the cattle as follows. About 
200 to 300 “suspect” cattle are handled on Chicago market 
weekly in this manner. 

Particular attention is called to the differences between the 
meat and hide prices; also the varying prices at different dates: 
[Duplieate. ] 

CuIcaco Livy Stock EXCHANGE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Union Stock Yards, Chicago, Il. 
Statement of the disposition of one carcass of beef and its offal, pro- 
nounced fit for food by the state veterinarian of the State of Illinois, at 


a post-mortem examination thereof, held in the city of Chicago on Feb- 
ruary, 5, 1909. 


Owner, Smith Brothers’ Commission Company. Sold to J. Wall. 


Tag 
No. 377. 





CREDIT. 
By four quarters of beef, 745 pounds, $6.50_.........._______ $48. 42 
Bae NUE UGG, I, CO tiie, aeenesittnnmens ttre eohatemm 3. 06 
a ee OP OR a a, 10. 58 
SEF Pn Mes. ei iiatanc-connipnesintietnteiceiecns tll ans temetateiedeneececieriaeeemeineshe . 60 
62. 66 
DEBIT. 
To slaughtering, dressing, chilling, and delivering carcass. $0. 97 
fo feed and petty incidental expemses_............... 1. 06 
2. 03 
SU, OO i Scere sachsen cts eieabesccihectthsinoctsndestiaintha cians 60. 63 


Owner, J. H. Hall, Breckenridge, Mo. 


[Duplicate.] 
Cuicaco Live Stock EXcHANGE, 
OPFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Union Stock Yards, Chicago, Il. 
Statement of the disposition of one carcass of beef and its offal, pro- 
nounced fit for food by the state veterinarian of the State of Illinois at 
a post-mortem examination thereof held in the city of Chicago on Jan- 


uary 22, 1909, 
Owner, lowa Live Steck Commission Company. Sold to M. O'Dea. 





Tag No. 743. 
CREDIT. 
By four quarters of beef, 387 pounds, $5.75-.__.___._----.-.._ $22.24 
By butter stock, 17 pounds, $761 eeatide tiie aiidiciinnatdeliaihanaseihtibndicitindeenat 1.30 
Bp ooerinide, BG -qeiy: QO aa oie crete cei 4.97 
Se FEE, SE Ci ct ceeds eli dtiiteinegsieinind ndgiieciniaes . 60 
29. 11 
DEBIT. 
To slaughtering, dressing, chilling, and delivering carcass. $0. 97 
To feed and petty incidental expenses__........._-___- 1, 23 c 
— 2. 20 
RE, | UU i incre decennencestriinvncesnisihdaleeeniiap tian istieiiaiintndatiltaeean 26. 91 


Owner, Johnson Brothers, Round Lake, Minn. 
[Duplicate.] 
Cuicaco Live Stock ExcHAncs, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Union Stock Yards, Chicago, IU. 

Statement of the disposition of one careass of beef and its offal, pro- 
nounced fit for food by the state veterinarian of the State of Illinois at 
& —— examination thereof held in the city of Chicago on Jan- 
uary 22, 1909, 
- Ouse, jews Live Stock Commission Company. Sold to M. O'Dea. 

ag No. 742. 

CREDIT. 





By four quarters of beef, 512 pounds, I it aire ete es $27. 50 
Sey Detter Cheek, SE, Be ice nent ncatineneeditieens 1. 06 
EEF Se RO OO ey etait eden ecterrcneretniitiinlicectaebiomenaeiinn 6. 91 
Be heed, GUN Cticaseccetsninssiciotmnancsemsatnnas . 60 
36. 07 
DEBIT. 

To slaughtering, dressing, chilling, and delivering carcass. $0. 97 
To feed and petty incidental expenses_..............._ 1. 23 2 
SE; II a cccecccepsctrrimtnttecaittaintadesecenneeneenceeannaeiianiatinaiintaasateenias 33. 87 


Owner, J. W. Eddy, Osceola, Iowa. 





[Duplicate.] . 
CuicaGo Live Sreck EXcHANes, 
OFFIce OF THE SECRETARY, 
Union Stock Yards, Chicago, Ill. 
Statement of the disposition of one careass of beef and its offal, pro- 
nouneed fit for food by the state veterinarian of the State of Illinois at 
a post-mortem examination thereof held in the city of Chicago on Feb- 
ruary 11, 1909: 
Owner, lowa Live Stock Commission Company. Sold to M. O’Dea. 
Tag No. 564. 











CREDIT. 
By four quarters of beef, 554 pounds, $6.62$_---_-_--__-_____ $36. 70 
By butter stock, 23 pounds, $7.65 1. 76 
By steer hide, 62 pounds, $11.15 6. 92 
By head, tongue, etc..-----------~--------------~~--.-~-..- . 69 
45. 98 

DEBIT. 

To slaughtering, dressing, chilling, and delivering carcass. $0. 97 

"Fo feed and petty incidental expenses___..--.-_-_--~___ 1.17 “en 
Net proceeds___._ ~~~... --. ——~ neon 8648. 4 


Owner, I. R. Void, Aredale, Iowa. 
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JULY 19, 





[Duplicate.] 


Curcaco Live Srock EXcHaANag, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Union Stock Yards, Chicago, IM. 
Statement of the disposition of one carcass of beef and its offal, pro- 
nounced fit for food by the state veterinarian of the State of Illinois at 
a post-mortem examination thereof held in the city of Chicago on Octo- 








ber 23, 1908: 
Owner, Lee Live Stock Commission Company. Sold to M. O'Dea. 
Tag No. 8. 
CREDIT. 
By four quarters of beef, 765 pounds, $6.50...........---...-. $49. 72 
Dy Gtr GOOG BS WE, Getinceewasnendtuhunwewenae 3. 25 
Dy GCeer RAGA, TO POUND, Deke k ca eee ibn ne abate 8. 99 
ee a ae i OR . 60 
62. 56 
DEBIT. 
To slaughtering, dressing, chilling, and delivering carcass. $0. 97 
To feed and petty incidental expenses..............- -. 1.18 s 
Be OI, iescntteenseas coepnamnetttinaaitiens pias mane aeel 60. 41 


Radcliffe Brothers, Dexter, Kans. 


The hides are here a distinct article of commerce, controlled 
by a law of supply and demand altogether different from that 
of cattle and of meat and other products from which they have 
been separated. Note the great differences between the hide 
and beef cattle prices. Can any candid and intelligent man 
force himself to believe that, with these great differences be- 
tweeii the beef cattle and hide prices existing in the greatest 
eattle market of the world over a long series of years, the pro- 
ducer of cattle does not get the tariff-added value of the hides? 
Every Representative must know that proportionate differences 
between beef and hide prices exist in thousands of markets, 
big and little, all over the Union; and that the greater per 
pound value of the hide inevitably adds to the average per 
pound value of the steer on the hoof. Note also that this table 
shows that unbranded hides command much higher prices than 
branded ones, another indisputable evidence that in the com- 
merce of cattle the greater value of hides is always considered 
and paid for: 


Chicago packer hides—Monthly ——- 
y 


prices of Chicago packer hides 
for 1908, with year : 


comparisons, 





| 




























- - . zs i a 

PIS |e | lo [EF |e |b lala 

. . . e °,.: 3 a 

$5) ge | 2¢| 22 | 28|28| 82) 3 | 2 | 3 

25/52) es \eeice es eels | kis 

B= |S? a“ in 1S" 13a“ is 31 & 

2 3 o o ° = z > z £ 

z |@ |& |& |o [A |e a on | 

| cts. | cts. | ots, | cts. | ots. | Cts. | Cte. | Ors. Cts, 
Te | 11.81) 9.46) 11.25) 9.75) 9.47| 9.09) 8.58) 7. 7.69 
February ......... | 10.75, 11.40} 10.20) 10.00} 8.08} 8.40) 8. 7.45 
MAIOR .cscecconcss 9. 10.75, 9.81) 9.06} 8.34) 7.81] 8. 6. 96 
ann csdaunene 10. 68 12. 08) 10.93] 10.37| 9.18} 8.93| 9. 7.58 
[Ey ci ccccnadheute ll. 13. 60] 12.00} 11.15) 9 9.30} 9. 7.7% 
IE, a nincsdadunaqaed 13. 50) 14. 93) 18. 87] 12. 68) 10. 82} 10. 82) 10. 8.18 
py eaneaets ee 15. 06, 15. 25| 13. 81} 13. 87) 12.75) 12. 7) 11. 9.00 
August’............ 15.75 15. 45| 13.95] 14. 00| 13. 70| 13.25) 11. 9.70 
September ........ 15. 81/ 15. 50} 14.00} 14. 21) 13.96} 18,43) 12. 9. 68 
October .......002. 15. 65 1 15, 25) 13. 75) 13. 90} 13. 60} 12.90) 11. 9.70 
November ........ 15. 87 15. 43; 14.06} 14,00) 13.81) 13.12} 12. 10. 00 
December......... 16. 15. 81}, 14.43} 14.37) 14.12) 18.43) 12. 10. 50 

Average: 

i denbcoat 13. 43) 12.80) 13.89) 12,55) 12.26) 11.42) 11.02} 10. 8. 69 
WEP vsscssecsed 14.56) 12.20) 14.09} 13.23} 11.82) 18.12) 12.72) 11. 9.99 
WB recessions 15. 14. 88) 14. 85} 13. 66) 14. 96, 14.88) 14. 10. 59 
WRG o0ces.seee M. 14. 45] 13. 91} 13.13) 13.28} 13.10! 12. 9.78 
)  epegperes: 11.77) 10, 98} 12. 67| 11.71} 10. $4) 10.62) 10. 47) 10. 8.13 
MB xb scscecee 11.7 12.71} 11.14) 10.47) 9.92) 9.59) 9. 7.68 
WB cusvscecsar 13.37) 12.38; 12. 45} 12. 46) 12.09) 11.21) 10.14) 10. 9.15 
BEE cheeoe dina 12. 12. 98} 11.52} 11.23) 10.68] 10.12) 9. 8.52 
1900........006 \ 12, 09} 11.16} 10.54) 10.68) 10.59) 10, 8. 46 





Hides were free until 1842, when the Whig tariff made them 
dutiable at 5 per cent ad valorem. This was continued in the 
Walker (Democratic) tariff of 1846. The duty was reduced to 
4 per cent in 1857 and restored to 5 per cent in the Morrill tariff 
of 1861; raised to 10 per cent later that year, and so continued 
until 1872, when hides were placed in the free list. There they 
remained until 1892, when a duty of 14 cents a pound was im- 
posed if they were imported from countries which failed to 
enter into reciprocal trade arrangements with the United States. 
A duty of 15 per cent was imposed by the Dingley law in 1897, 
which has remained to this day. 

The following was the hide and leather rate of duty under 
the Confederate States tariff on May 21, 1861: 


Shoes and boots of all worn men, women, or children, of 
— material composed, otherwise provided for, 15 per cent ad 
valorem, 


a of all kinds, net otherwise provided for, 15 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Furs, hatters’, dressed or undressed, not on the skin; furs, undressed, 
when on the 


skin, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
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Leather, tanned, band, sole, and upper of all kinds, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Articles used in dyeing and tanning, 5 per cent ad valorem. 

Live animals, free. 

Articles not enumerated (among them hides), 10 per cent ad valorem. 


I also desire to call attention to several court decisions re- 
garding hides and skins that are interesting: 


Two kinds of dried skins and hides—the one being known as “ flint 
dried,” the other as “salt dried.” Flint-dried skins or hides are cured 
by being dried in the sun, being sometimes arsenicated or preserved with 
the use of arsenic. The dividing line between what is known commer- 
cially as a “skin” and a “hide” of this kind of merchandise is 12 
pounds. Dry-salted skins and hides, however, are subjected to salt in 
order to preserve them, and then are exposed to the sun and dried, the 
skin thus absorbing in its pores a considerable amount of salt, the 
Treasury decision on this matter stating the quantity of salt thus 
absorbed to be “no less than about 3 pounds.” And the dividing line 
in trade and commerce, therefore, between what is commercially known 
as “dried salted skin" and “ dried salted hide” is 15 pounds, those 
weighing 15 pounds or over being known as “ hides" and those weigh- 
ing less than 15 pounds as “skins.” (Decision of United States Gen- 
eral Appraisers at New York, February 5, 1890.) 

“Hides” are separated from “skins” by weight. If more than 12 
pounds in weight, they are known as “ hides;" if less, they are known 


as “skins.” (Decision United States circuit court of apeee’s. second 
district, February 1, 1906. Before Judges Lacombe, Townsend, and 


Coxe, circuit judges.) ‘ 
Hides of American cattle, the growth of the United States, are duti- 
able as hides of cattle, and not free under paragraph 493, where the 
cattle had been exported alive, slaughtered in England, and the hides 
reimported after being salted and disinfected. (Treasury Decision 4305, 
G. A. 4574.) 
(Green salted hides under 


25 


pounds come in as skins, free.) 


A recent report issued by the Bureau of Statistics, Agricul- 
tural Department, indisputable authority, gives the following 
facts about the hide industry that I desire to call particular 
attention to: 

Since 1897, the year when hides were placed on the dutiable list, 


the number of cattle in the United States has increased from 46,000,- 
000 to 71,000,000. 


Hide production in the United States in 1908. 


I iiriicigiceenecemmeageninneagsinagpipseun maaan gemma ana 
Calf hides___-_- ak 
Fallen hides (taken from cattle which die or are killed by 

accident) 


13, 000, 000 
5, 500, 000 


1, 000, 000 


19, 500, 000 


Grand total 








Cattle and calves slaughtered during the fiscal year 1908 by 
Armour & Co., Swift & Co., Norris & Co., and National 
Packing Company (these are the four concerns alleged to 
constitgite the so-called “meat trust"). (Figures are 
furnished by the Bureau of Animal Industry) : 





Sittenercizeennhennadnadliinth: Dentin sates Ma teeta 4, 045, 357 
I eaten nee chon aah inate iat tatel ia sets Mined ee cnilaaee ine 1, 026, T07 
A a si cl a at cick en 5, 072, 064 





Estimated number of cattle and calves slaughtered by inde- 
pendent packers, local butchers, and on the farms: 


Res cin cide ate joked tetesailiaatine Mast soul iia imows tres cabin aieastlidlldipeas cham 9, 000, 000 
OD icici cictcdibroih x chibi in wdintlinin wonimtithrinttanebtacmreenten) 4, 500, 000 
| elie UN ek RR ARE OO Se a ~ 13, 500, 000 

The total slaughter by independent packers, local butchers, and 


farmers of 13,500,000 head of cattle and calves is 73 per cent of the | 


grand total slaughter of the United States of 18,500,000 head. 

According to Bulletin No. 83 of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor there are 929 packing establishments in the United States. The 
so-called “big packers”"’ have 38 slaughtering establishments. 

This slaughter by independent establishments, local butchers, etc., 
is carried on in every State and in nearly every community, and in 
each of them there is a hide buyer and a market for hides. The tan- 
ners and leather people have full opportunity to buy from these inde- 
pendent slaughterers and hide dealers 14,500,000 hides of cattle and 
calves, which is 74 per cent of the total hide production of this country. 

For example, there are slaughtered at Cincinnati, Cleveland, and 
throughout the State of Ohio approximately 627,000 head of cattle 
and calves, and the so-called “meat trust” has not a slaughtering 
establishment in that State. In the State of Indiana there are 
slaughtered annually approximately 595,000 head of cattle and calves, 
and no meat trust is interested in the slaughter. In Pennsylvania 
there are slaughtered about 509,000 head of cattle and calves annually 
and in New York about 1,928,000. 

In 1908, 44 per cent of the cattle received at the Chicago markets 
was sold out alive and was bought by numerous independent buyers. 
According to statistics of two bureaus of the Department of Commerce 
and Labor, namely, Census and Bureau of Statistics, the imported 
hides bear the relation stated below to the domestic production : 











Pounds. Per cent. 

yy 
Cattle hides consumed by tanneries, 1904................ | 922,635,538 100 
Average imports, 1806-1008............................... | 128,879,885 14 
ROIs oo sckoks Dodane kde dheusdesecdedebccek | 793,755,653 86 


For so much of that 14 per cent of imported hides as are manu- 
factured into shoes and other articles for export the manufacturer 
receives a rebate of 99 per cent of the 15 per cent duty. Therefore 
for the eens of his export trade he has, under the Dingley law, 
practically free trade in hides. 


It takes from 14 to 2 pounds of dry hides to furnish the sole leather 
for an average pair of shoes—say 2 pounds, for example. The average 
value per pound of imported dutiable hides during 1907 was 15.3 cents, 
and the duty per pound would be 2.3 cents, and for 2 pounds 4.6 cents. 
No one seriously claims that the removal of the present 15 per cent 
duty on hides would cheapen shoes to the consumer 4.6 cents per pair, 
or any amount. The difference would be absorbed by the tanner and 
shoe manufacturer. 

The average weight of cattle hide is 64 to 74 per cent of the total 
weight of the live animal, and the per pound value of the hide is 
double that of the per pound value of the balance of the carcass, making 
the total value of the hide from 13 to 15 per cent of the gross value of 
the animal. 

Since 1897 the average price of American green hides has fluctuated 
between 84 cents and 134 cents per pound, and the price to-day ranges 
from 10 to 124 cents per pound, according to quality. During the same 
period the foreign hide market has also averaged higher. 

Branded hides sell from 1 to 3 cents a pound less than unbranded 
hides. Purchasers of live cattle pay from 10 to 40 cents a hundred less 
for branded than for unbranded cattle. There is in all hide markets a 
distinction made in the quotations of “clear” hides and “ branded ”’ 
hides. These facts show beyond controversy that there is everywhere a 
recognized distinction between the hide value and the meat value in an 
animal, and successfully answer the contentions of the tanners and shoe 
manufacturers, and prove that the raiser of live stock does benefit by 
the duty on hides. 

The average duty on all dutiable articles under the Dingley lw, 
year by year, from 1898 to 1907, has been as follows (taken from re- 
ports of Government) : 

Per cent. 


a a Na tilted ie acres anttncin en cipitin teapiihaii caemepiittittaien elle . 48.08 
a a ca adacat bn tb ear ested cghsincls igmsaniea ; tide) oe 
I iN ha ipiiivtajulk thats inv lindas dreaiaebehacatetabelgadideal 49. 24 
i ietesiigaptonte ah tad ls cam tia alien ci onleidithsctecegegs aahodeseid wee 
a id ianinta italics dabble eeocdarin ie js oa ae Oe 
a he a = 49. O03 
Se elaine cenitinad anon aidill as atdeenasiatlpindishs a 48. 78 
a a nll gal eens J ‘ 45. 24 
isan ume thiabaiclsdigiidiiniacitasindl Sa a 
ak coed can cidieeepicitmepemeibiehabiewenanginhein odeunen Se ae 


The duty on hides during those years has been 15 per cent ad va- 
lorem, which is vastly less than the average protection accorded other 
dutiable articles. 

Argentine hides produce more leather per pound than American 
hides, and if the duty on hides is reduced, the American tanners will 
buy Argentine hides in preference to American produce. The United 
States produces from 85 to 90 per cent of the leather consumed. Free 
hides would mean an absolute loss of approximately 2 cents per pound 
on the 793,755,653 pounds of hides produced in this country, or $15,- 
875.113 annually. The value of the cattle in the United States, ex- 
clusive of any investments in land, is estimated by the Government 
at $1,700,000,000, almost five times as much as the total capital in 
vested in the tanneries and the boot, shoe, and other leather manufac- 
tures. The live stock and meat industry is the largest single industry 
in the United States, and upon it depends the prosperity of this coun- 
try. Is it to be sacrificed for the benefit of a few tanners and leather 
manufacturers? Are the live-stock raisers and farmers to be punished 
simply beeause a few independent tanners can not get all the hides 
they want on their own terms? 

The yearly average duty collected on hides during the last ten years 
was $2,344,827.95, the average yearly drawback during the same period 
has been $630,128.05, and the average net revenue collected has been 
$1,806,701.53. In order to save this amount of revenue, which the 
Treasury needs, the tanners and boot and shoe men ask the live-stock 
industry to stand a shrinkage of over $20,000,000. 

The capital invested in the boot and shoe industry increased from 
$99,819,233 in 1900 to $122,526,093 in 1905, or 22.7 per cent. 

The number of salaried officials, clerks, etc., increased from 
1900 to 8,811 in 1905. 

The salaries increased frqm $7,669,949 in 1900 to $8,706,682 in 1905. 

The wase-earners increased from 141,830 in 1900 to 149.924 in 1905. 

The total wages increased from $58,440,883 in 1900 to $69,059,680 in 
1905. 

The miscellaneous expenses 
$19,293,634 in 1905. 

The cost of materials used 
$197,363,495 in 1905. 

The value of products used increased from 
$320,107,458 in 1905. 

The only decrease was in the number of 
1,599 in 1900 to 1,316 in 1905. 


779 in 


increased from $10,669,402 in 1900 to 


increased from $168,632,654 in 1800 to 


$168,632,.654 in 1900 to 


establishments, being from 


In comeeses™ with the substantial increase in business in the 
“ dutiable-hide” period, 1900-1905, the showing from 1890 to 1900, 
art of which was under “ free hides,”’ is not so favorable. 

D 


In this period the number of establishments decreased from 2,082 in 
1890 to 1,599 in 1900. 

The capital increased from $95,282,311 in 1890 to only $99,819,222 
in 1900, an increase of but 4.8 per cent, as against an increase of 
per cent from 1900 to 1905. 

The number of officials, clerks, etc., increased from 5,643 in 1890 to 
7,779 in 1900. 

The salaries increased from $5,707,931 in 1890 to $7,669,949 in 1900. 

The wage-earners increased from 133,690 in 1890 to only 144,830 in 
1900. 

The total wages decreased from $60,667,145 in 1890 to $58,440,883 in 
1900, a decrease of 3.7 per cent, as against an increase of 18.2 per cent 
from 1900 to 1905. 

Miscellaneous expenses increased from $9,217,519 in 1890 to $10.- 
669,402 in 1900, an increase of 15.8 per cent, as against an increase of 
80.8 per cent from 1900 to 1905. 

Cost of materials used increased from $118,785,831 in 1890 to $168, 
632,654 in 1900. 

Value of products increased from $220,649,358 in 1890 to $258,- 
969,580 in 1900, an increase of 17.4 per cent, as against 23.6 per cent 
from 1900 to 1905. 

Despite great gains made in many other States, Massachusetts retains 
its leadership in the industry. 

The increase in capital reported for Massachusetts in 1905 as com- 
pared with 1900 was $11.952,098, or 31.8 per cent, and in value of prod- 
ucts, $27,176,183, or 23.2 per cent. These are by far the largest abso- 


oOo 7 


mame t 


lute increases shown for capital and value of products for any State. 





A524 


The following throws light on the manner in which the free- 
hide propaganda was worked up, from all sections of the United 
States: 
DEMAND FREE HIDES—-THIS AFFECTS YOU-——WIRE OR WRITE YOUR SENA- 

TORS TO-DAY. 


Tarif affairs at Washington are at a critical stage. The Payne 
tariff bill, as it passed the House, provided for free hides, and at the 
same time reduced the duty on shoes from 25 per cent to 15 per cent. 
This was satisfactory to most shoe and leather interests, but it is now 
believed to be the purpose of the Senate to restore the duty on hides 
for the sole benefit of the beef trust. 

The domestic supply of hides is far short of the demand. This mar- 
ket is controlled by the beef trust, which is now tanning many of its 
own hides. The independent tanner must buy his hides from his com- 
petitor, the trust, thanks to the present tariff, which bars him out from 
the other markets of the world. With hides on the free list, South 
American hides would be imported in quantities and would be tanned 
here, prices would be governed by the law of supply and demand—the 
trust could not “ fix’ prices in the face of world competition. 

It is only the beef trust that gains by a tariff on hides. During the 
past fifteen years the value of the hides has increased ten times more 
than the value of cattle (on the hoof). (See United States Census, 1894 
and 1908.) It isn’t the farmer that is hollering for protection. It’s the 
trust demanding profits to which they are not entitled. 

Don't allow this duty to be placed on hides; don’t jeopardize your 
interests by allowing the beef trust to dominate the shoe business as 
well as the packing and tanning industry. The next logical step is for 
the trust to establish its own shoe factories. Where would you come 
in then? You would be absolutely at their mercy. They could and 
wonld dictate the terms, 

Your Senators and Representatives are at Washington to represent 
you; they are there to protect your interests. Insist that they do it. 


Write or wire your Senators and Representatives to-day (irrespective of | 


whether you know them or not) to stand pat on that section of the new 
tariff bill which calls for free hides, to vote against any amendment 
which shail put a duty on them. The danger is real; it is right now. 
Act. 
Yours, for a square deal, CrappocK-TEeRRY COMPANY, 
Lynchburg, Va. 


In addition to myself, many Members of the Senate and House 
have received letters similar to the following very recently: 


, 


Washington, D. C. 
Drar Str: I am writing you on some business I do not exactly under- 
stand, as the friend of mine who explained to me and begged a promise 
of me to write you did not understand himself, but it is something 
concerning the “sole leather” being formed into a “ trust,” which, as 
I understand it with the explanation given me, will cause all shoes to 
be of a higher price, and if prevented will give a better shoe for the 
same money or the same shoe for less money. And I, together with my 
friend, wish to ask your honor piease to overrule the bill when pre- 
sented and give “free” hides, as my friend termed it, which I think 
means “free from tariff’ (or trust). Perhaps you will know better 
what we want than he could explain to me. — . 
Hoping our names will count toward the interest and benefit toward 
the people generally, I am, 
Respectfully, yours, 


This is a fexm of one of the petitions used: 


Knowing that the duty of 15 per cent on hides, levied twelve years 
ago, has been ~afair to the entire leather industry and a burden upon 
every consume: of leather in this country, and that it has not helped 
the farmer, as !ts advocates claimed it would, and has helped the large 
packers only, who are also tanning leather, we most earnestly urge you 
to use your influence to have the duty on raw hides removed. 


Just now the wholesale shoe manufacturers’ association and 
others of the country seem to be experiencing a change of 
heart. They are flooding Congress with communications, in 
which they state that if they can not get free hides, they are 
not particular about having the duty on hides reduced below 
15 per cent. What consistency ! 

As for myself, I have not received one letter from a consumer 
or stock raiser in my district requesting me to vote for free 
hides. I have received a number of requests similar to the 
above, signifying that the twin trusts, leather and beef, which are 
now united for a common cause, to do the public, are ener- 
getically at work in all sections of the country for their own 
selfish purposes. If it were possible, through free hides, and 
my vote could bring about that result, to lighten the cost to the 
shoe wearer or leather user, then I would raise my voice in 
their behalf in no uncertain manner. But it is my firm and 
unwavering belief, made clear by evidence and facts, that the 
leather and beef trusts, working together through the whele- 
saler, with foreign hides admitted free to our shores, will 
surely keep up if not raise the price of all leather, affording no 
relief to those that should receive and are entitled to such 
benefit, and will rob our great and small stock raisers of the 
little reward they now receive for their industry. [Applause.] 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] how much money 
is appropriated in the District of Columbia for the care of 
dogs? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know. 
bill shows how much it is. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Do you carry in mind how much 
is appropriated for squirrels? 


The District appropriation 
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Mr. TAWNBY. I am informed that there is not anything ap- 
propriated for squirrels. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
about it 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘The dogs are taken care of by an appropria- 
tion for the impounding service. I do not know what the 
amount is, but the gentleman can find out by looking at the 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. So that there need be no question 
about it, is the gentleman sure that there is no money appro- 
priated, either directly or indirectly, for taking care of cats 
over in the Treasury building? 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no appropriation made. I am fa- 
miliar with the appropriations for the Treasury building. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It may not be made expressly for 
cats. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Whether there is any money expended for 
that purpose out of the contingent appropriation I do not know. 
I will say that there is an expenditure made for rat traps, and 
if they construe a cat to be a rat trap, possibly they are expend- 
ing money for the care of cats. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think that construction can prop- 
erly be put upon it at times. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to say that in 
the contingent appropriation for the Treasury Department the 
word “traps” is used, and out of that appropriation they 
would be authorized to expend money for the purchase of traps 
of any kind. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is there any other department, so 
far'as the gentleman knows, that uses any money for a like 
purpose? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; there is no other denartment with a 
contingent appropriation carrying that language. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Michigan 
asked the gentleman from Minnesota if there was any appro- 
priation for the care of dogs or cats, and the gentleman from 
Minnesota replied no. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I said in the impounding service there was 
provision for dogs. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Ruckrr] 
gives us some beautiful language on the subject of the care of 
children, and yet if it were asked if there was anything in this 
appropriation dealing with the transfer of adults from Wash- 
ington to California at the expense of the Government it would 
be answered no. Absolutely there is nothing. It is not always 
easy to tell what you are appropriating for by the language of 
the bill, because this appropriation about which the gentleman 
from Colorado makes a beautiful speech concerning the care of 
children is largely used for the purpose of transporting our con- 
stituents from Washington back to their homes when unable to 
secure jobs that they come here for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I merely want to 
say that my friend from Illinois seems to infer that I was talk- 
ing upon this paragraph without knowing what it meant. 

Mr. MANN. Not at all, I referred to the gentleman in the 
most complimentary language that could occur to me, because I 
thought he deserved it. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I want to say that we will not 
take a dollar of this fund to send back to Colorado any of the 
people who may have come here, but the gentleman from Illinois 
ean have our share to transport home any of his constituents 
who have come here to get employment and are disappointed. 

Mr. MANN. All I wish to say is that evidently compliments 
to the gentleman from Colorado are wasted. I referred to the 
gentleman very nicely and the gentleman tries to retort person- 
ally. That is all right; let it go as it is, 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I assure the gentleman from Ili- 
nois that nothing was further from my mind. He knows that 
he lives geographically a shorter distance from Washington 
than I do, and naturally more of his constituents will come here 
than mine. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that I have helped 
more people who are stranded here from Colorado than I have 
from Chicago. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I hope the gentleman from Illinois 
will furnish me an exhibit verifying that statement. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that this debate is not in order. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. I did not have the great pleasure of hearing the 
remarks of the illustrious gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 


So that there may be no question 
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Rucker], but my attention has been called to the fact that he 
has undertaken to relieve himself of some of his gas by telling 
an old mossed-over yarn that he seems to think applies to my- 
self. I am advised that what he said is just what might be 


expected to come from one who knows no more than he does, 
and I feel that I ought not to notice him, but-—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order 
This debate has been going on for ten or fifteen minuces, and it 
is purely personal. It is the desire of all Members that we con- 
clude the consideration of this bill to-day if possible. I make 
the point of order that the gentleman from Arkansas is not 
talking to his amendment. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will not 
undertake to take me off my feet. I shall be through with this 
matter in a moment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Very well; I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, as to what the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. Rucker] said about my objecting, I will say that 
I never object to anything unless I do it intelligently. I am a 
Member of this House, and as such I have a right to oppose 
measures when they are presented to it for consideration. 
When I offer an objection to a proposition, I do it because I 
am opposed to it, and feel that I can oppose it more effectively, 
perhaps, at the time the objection is made than I can at a 
later period of its progress; and I spurn and condemn any 
criticism that attempts to destroy or even limit the right of 
a Representative upon this floor te exercise his own Judgment 
in regard to any matter of legislation here according te the 
dictates of his own conscience [applause}, and, in my judgment, 
the man who undertakes to criticise another because he hon- 
estly and conscientiously tries to discharge his duties faith- 
fully under the rules of the House and not outside of them, 
under the law of the land and not outside of it, is not worthy 
of a seat in this House—I care not who he may be. [Applause.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, this has come 
pretty nearly to a point of personal privilege. Now my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN], when he assumed that my remarks 
were intended as a criticism of his position, was entirely wrong. 
My friend from Arkansas is entirely right. The gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Macon], since I have been a Member of this 
House, Mr, Chairman, has posed from day to day as the watch- 
dog of the United States Treasury, and he has cost, in my judg- 
ment, the Treasury more money by the delay that he has oc- 


casioned by his objecting moods than one and all of the other | 


Members of this House. [Laughter and applause.} Mr. Chair- 
man, I am not surprised that in the description I gave of the 
man who applied to me for employment that the distinguished 
self-constituted mastiff of the Treasury discovered some re- 
semblance to himself, but I seriously protest against the as- 
sumption that I had literal reference to him, because did not I 
distinctly say that the man in question was only a 6-footer, and 
does it not as distinctly appear that if the gentleman from 
Arkansas was measured by his own standard that his height 
would be 6 feet 5 inches or more, and therefore he could not 
have been the same person? [Great applause and laughter.|] 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to prolong this 
debate. 1 do not propose to bandy words with the gentleman, 
for I do not consider him worthy of bandying words with. I 
do not think that he or what he says is of enough importance 
to take up the time of the House with; but I do want to say 
that if he can substantiate his statement by any respectable 
number of Representatives upon this floor I will resign my 
seat in this House, and he can get rid of my manner of legis- 
lating in that way. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment is withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The titles to the tracts of land to be purchased for a workhouse and 
a reformatory provided for in the act approved March 3, 1909, being 
“An act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1910, and for other purposes,” shall be taken directly to and in the 
name of the United States; and in case satisfactory price can not be 
agreed upon for the purchase of either or both of said tracts, or in 
ease the title to either or both said tracts can not be made satis- 
factory to the Attorney-General of the United States, then the latter is 
directed to procure said tract or tracts of land by condemnation, and 
the expenses of procuring evidence of title, or of condemnation, or both, 
shall paid out of the appropriations made for the purchase of the 
tracts. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, before that amendment is read, I 
desire to make a point of order against that part of the para- 
graph commencing on line 18 with the words “And in case satis- 
factory price,” and so forth, down to the end of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make or reserve the 
point of order? 





Without objection, the pro forma amend- | 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. That 
relates only to condemnation proceedings. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota desire 
to diseuss the point of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to make this state- 
ment: This is substantially the language of the existing law. 
It is in substance a repetition of a provision in the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill passed at the last session of Con- 
gress, with the exception that the words “the United States” 
have been substituted for the words “ the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia.” This provision originally was for the pur- 
pose of enabling the Government to obtain title to two tracts of 
land outside of the District of Columbia, one in the State of 
Maryland and the other in the State of Virginia, or, in the dis- 
cretion of the commissioners, both could be in the same State. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does the law now providing for the purchase of 
this land specify any particular tract of land? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it does not specify any particylar tract; 
but under that authority the Commissioners of the District 
have selected two tracts of land authorized to be purchased— 
one in Virginia and one in Maryland—and have obtained op- 
tions from the owners for the purchase of the land; but when 
they were making the contract to purchase it was discovered that 
the District Commissioners had no authority whatever to take 
title for the District to the land which it was proposed to pur- 
chase. Under that purchase sovereignty, of course, would be 
transferred from the State in which the land is located to the 
United States, and the Government of the United States would 
have to exercise sovereignty and jurisdiction hereafter, and 
also assume all responsibility for the maintainance of these 
two institutions in these States. Therefore the Department of 
Justice sent this provision asking that it be incorporated in 
this bill, se that the purchase might be completed and the title 
taken to the Government of the United States. That is the 
only change there isy and to that extent it is a change of exist- 
ing law, but it is absolutely necessary in order to complete 
the authorization and acquire title to this land. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Is it not absolutely necessary to make 
this change in order to give the United States jurisdiction over 
the land after purehase? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. That is what I said. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The State of Virginia would have juris- 
diction and the United States could not exercise jurisdiction. 

Mr. TAWNEY. According to the statement of the Depart- 
ment of Justice, the State of Maryland and the State of Vir- 
ginia are authorized by general law to transfer jurisdiction 
over any land to the Government of the United States that may 
be necessary for the use of the United States, but to no other 
person or political organization. Now, in order to obtain a 
cession of this land to the commissioners, as now provided, it 
would require, first, an act of the legislature of the State of Mary- 
land and the legislature of the State of Virginia. 

Mr. CARLIN. I would like to inquire wheré the property is 
located in which the title is defective—Virginia or Maryland? 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no defective title at all that I know 
of. It is a question of a competent person to take title, and 
there is no competent person or organization to accept title or 
to take title except the Government of the United States. 

Mr. CARLIN. The gentleman does not seem to understand 
that the objection does not go to that feature of the paragraph. 
The objection is to that portion which permits the United States 
to condemn land if there be a defect in title. If there is no 
defect in title, what is the necessity for this condemnation 
clause? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The condemnation clause, as I said at the 
outset, was a part of the original provision carried in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill. At that time it was not 
known whether they could purchase at a reasonable price, and 
if they had selected the land and they could not purchase it vol- 
untarily or buy it by agreement at a reasonable price, then it 
was intended to clothe the District Commissioners with author- 
ity to go and condemn. 

Mr. CARLIN. Exactly so. Now, that you have purchased at 
a reasonable price and there is no defect in your title, accord- 
ing to your own statement 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know anything about the title. 





Mr. CARLIN. You stated that there was no defect. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; because I have not seen the abstract of 
title, nor have I seen anybody that has examined the abstract. 
I said the commissioners have arranged with the owners of 
this property te purchase it, and have obtained an option under 
which they could obtain title fo the United States, but they 
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could not obtain title to anybody or to any other person or 
political organization. 

Mr. CARLIN. The gentleman understands that there is no 
objection to that. But the part objected to here is the line 
which gives the power of condemnation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It has that right now. 

Mr. CARLIN. Then why insert it here? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Because we are reenacting the whole sec- 
tion. We are not merely cutting out one part of a section, but 

we are reeanacting the whole section. 

; Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think the question so far as Virginia 
is concerned is settled. They have made contracts for the 
purehase of the land in Virginia, taking in the stone quarry at 
Occoquan. But my understanding was, although I may be 
mistaken as to that, that in Maryland there is a difference be- 
tween the authorities of the United States and the property 
owners as to what should be paid for the land. 

Mr. CARLIN. That is what I am trying to get at. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think it is true of the property in the 
State of Maryland, unless it has been adjusted very recently. 
While it is true, it seems to me no harm could come to the 
Government’s interests, being protected by having the same 
rights in this bill as in the general law, and if they are being 
held up by the property owners in any State we should be will- 
ing to submit it to a jury before forcing the Government of the 
United States to pay—— 

Mr. CARLIN. What I am trying to get at, if the gentleman 
will permit me, is to learn whether or not there is any disposi- 
tion to condemn land in Virginia. If not, I have no objection 
to it. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. My understanding is that the purchase 
is absolutely made in Virginia, and it is simply being held up 
until the title can be taken by the Government and not by the 
District of Columbia, because the Government will not pay if 
the title is not taken in the Government. It has been so held 
by the Attorney-General of the United States that jurisdiction 
would not vest in the United States if title is taken in the 
names of Commissioners of the District. The United States 
ean not afford to establish a penal institution in any State 
where the Federal Government would lose the power to re- 
strain and control federal prisoners. ‘The change proposed is 
necessary to make effective the original law. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I desire to say that the state- 
ment made by the gentleman from Iowa is strictly in accord 
with the facts as I get them from one of the commissioners— 
that is, that the terms for a tract of about 1,100 acres in Vir- 
ginia upon the Occoquan River has been settled satisfactorily to 
all parties. The question now is as to whether that property 
can be ceded to the District of Columbia and the District have 
jurisdiction over prisoners from the District in the State of 
Virginia. The Attorney-General says that they can not, but 
that the cession must be to the United States. Now, that is 
the only question that is involved in this case, so far as Virginia 
is concerned. 

In Maryland, as the gentleman from Iowa has stated, the 
conditions are different. One or two tracts are under investi- 
gation. Conditions may arise where condemnation proceedings 
will be necessary. Therefore this provision carries out simply 
that which was put in the law in the last session for the pur- 
chase, when the purchase was authorized. 

Mr. CARLIN. I do not understand that to be the case. We 
are all trying to arrive at the facts. 

Mr. GAINES. I believe a point of order was raised. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order was made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, striking out all after line 18. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does not the gentleman concede that the Dis- 
trict Commissioners are in possession of the facts? Do you 
think that they would mislead the committee or Congress in a 
statement of the facts? 

Mr. CARLIN. I do not know what facts the commissioners 
have. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You are mistaken as to your facts, 

Mr. CARLIN. The gentleman himself said that he did not 
know that the title is included. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have not said any such thing. 

Mr. CARLIN. I understood you to say so. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You misunderstood me. 

Mr. CARLIN, I am trying to get at the facts the same as 
you are. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
him a question? 

Mr. CARLIN. Now, as I understand this matter, it is this: 
The facts in possession of the gentleman have not been read, 
and of course I could not expect to be in possession of those 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
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facts; but the act which passed the last Congress provided in 
effect that these two purchases might be separate and apart 
from each other. The District Commissioners have construed 
that to mean that they must be in separate States. I do not 
quite believe it was the intention of Congress to place any such 
construction upon the law as they placed upon it. As to the pur- 
chase of the land in Maryland, there seems to be a controversy 
as to the sale of land. The strong power of condemnation is 
now asked, in order that this land may be taken by condemna- 
tion when it can not be had upon terms mutually agreed upon, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is not the gentleman aware that the power 
was given last Congress for that very purpose? Why do you 
say it is now asked? 

Mr. CARLIN. Because it is provided in this provision of the 
law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is the law now. 

Mr. CARLIN. Then why enact it here? 

Mr. TAWNEY. We are simply amending this section and 
reenacting it. 

Mr. CARLIN. I do not understand that provision, and that 
is what I am trying to get at now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Indiana is recognized. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, in order to set- 
tle any controversy that there may be in regard to Virginia, I ask 
that the following be read about the Virginia tract. 

'The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Indiana is recognized. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Probably I can get the information 
from the gentleman from Michigan that I desire to obtain. You 
are a member of the Committee on Appropriations. How much 
was appropriated last session of Congress for the purchase of 
this property in question? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. There was an unexpended ap- 
propriation of $80,000 or $85,000 that was to be expended for 
additions to the workhouse in the eastern part of this city. In 
addition to that $20,000 additional, sufficient to make it $100,000, 
for the purchase of two tracts and to make certain specified 
improvements on those tracts. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Now, do I understand the Appropria- 
tions Committee to say that the Government now has an option 
on the land which it desires to buy? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. In Virginia. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is that option within the limit of the 
appropriation made at the last session of Congress? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I would answer that there are 
about 1,100 acres, roughly, at $18 an acre in Virginia. As I 
understand, no definite arrangement has yet been made for the 
purchase of a tract in Maryland. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is it the purpose to buy a tract in Vir- 
ginia and also in Maryland? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. As I recall it, the act provided 
for the purchase of two tracts at some distance apart. They 
may both be in one State, or one in Virginia and the other in 
Maryland. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will read 
the first paragraph. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Very well. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It reads: 


Sites for reformatory and workhouse: The Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are hereby authorized and directed to purchase two 
tracts of land widely separated, of not less than 1,000 acres each, either 
or both of which shall be situated in the State of Maryland or in the 
State of Virginia— 


Hither or both. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The site has been located in Virginia. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And not in Maryland. 

Mr. CARLIN. That is for one piece only. 

Mr. TAWNEY. These are two different institutions. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I understand the purpose of the pro- 
vision under consideration is to enable the Government to go 
ahead and take possession of the tracts either by purchase or 
condemnation. 


Mr. MANN. If the gentleman had been here during the dis- 


| cussion, he would know better than that. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. 
said. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, I stated 
that this law authorized the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to purchase these tracts of land and to take title to 
the land in the name of the District of Columbia. Now, under 
the general laws of the States of Virginia and Maryland, juris- 
diction over that land can not be transferred to the District of 
Columbia. It can only be transferred to the United States. 
Now, when they came to complete their purchase, they dis- 
eovered that there is no one authorized to take title from the 


I could not hear everything that was 
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State of Virginia, and this authorizes transfer of title to the 
Government of the United States. This is necessary in order 
that the General Government may have jurisdiction over these 
institutions when they are completed and in operation. That is 
the purpose of this, simply to change the name of the grantee. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. In other words, to find a grantee for 
the land. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; to change the name of the grantee 
from that of the District to that of the United States. 

Mr. CARLIN. There is another purpose here. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I think, for the general infor- 
mation of the House, I will ask to have read the paper which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be read in the time of the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Executive DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, July 14, 1909. 


Hon. WASHINGTON GARDNER, 
House of Representatives. 


My Dear Mr. GarRDNER: I inclose memorandum respecting the site 
selected for the workhouse, near Occoquan, Va., which was prepared for 
me by Capt. E. M. Markham, United States engineer, assistant to the 
engineer commissioner, who has been especially concerned in the selec- 
tion of the tract. 

Please note what Captain Markham, who has charge of all our street 
improvements, says at the end about the advantage found in the valu- 
able deposits of this tract. 


incerely, yours, Henry B. F. MACFARLAND. 





Orrice ENGINEER COMMISSIONER OF 
District OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, July 13, 1909. 


Memorandum respecting site selected for workhouse, known as the 
“ Dawson tract,” near Occoquan, Fairfax County, Va. : 

Location.—This site is located on the north shore of the Occoquan 
River immediately across from the town of that name, about 20 miles 
from Washington by an air line and possibly 22 miles by railroad. 

Acreage and topography.—The tract is supposed to contain about 
1,100 acres, of which perhaps 700 are in pine and oak timber running 
from scrub to saw size. 

The tract has a frontage of about 2,500 feet on the Occoquan River, 
with good water depths immediately adjacent to its river bluffs. From 
the river it rises ony to the north to a series of plateaus with ele- 
vations of perhaps 125 feet above water. ‘The river side of the tract 
is largely cut up by small streams and ravines, but the higher ground 
contains extensive areas for very excellent build sites. 

Character of soit and timber.—The soil, thro’ lack of attention, 
is at present poor, but the report of the horticulturist desi b 

Agriculture Department to inspect the tract is a most favorable 
one, and indicates that with proper care and fertilization it will sup- 
port all classes of farming, grazing, and general cultivation contem- 


plated. 

The timber has pene Sanesty removed, but sufficient quantity remains 
for all local building as well as, with proper conservation, for 
future needs of construction and fuel supply. 

Bu materiale.—Stone exists in abundant quantity on the river 
side of this tract, suitable for all classes of concrete construction as 
well as for road building, for which latter parposs there also exists 
bank gravel in quantity. In the 0 man River adjacent to this site 
are found beds of sa and gravel suitable for all classes of concrete 
construction and finish. 

Cost.—This tract is offered at $18 per acre, plus $6,000 for a rock- 
crushing plant located on the tract, consisting of two crushers, boilers, 
engines, rricks, etc., and $500 for certain improvements, consisting 
of fairly well conditioned cottage and barn, also located on the tract. 

Transportation.—This site lies about half a mile west of the Rich- 
mond, Fredericksburg and Potomac Railroad, connection with which is 

roposed to be made by prison labor through the intervening property. 

wn as the “ McElroy tract,” the owner thereof having expressed h 
willingness and desire to offer a right of way for that pur ‘ 

Water connection with the District is had by way of the Potomac 
River and Occequan Creek, with reasonable depths throughout and load- 
ing depths available without wharf construction immediately adjacent 
to the river bluffs of the tract. 

(Water transportation to a workhouse site is deemed desirable, with 
the idea that cheap trans tion may thereby be had for such stone 
product as shall be secu for municipal uses from quarrying operations 
as well as for the transportation of manure, street sweepings, etc., to be 
removed from the District for purposes of fertilization.) 

Health conditions.—This tract is located well back from the Potomac 
River and out of contact with any low, mosquito-breeding ground. The 
Occoquan River is one of very rapid fall and devoid of any condi- 
—_ or situations that could be objectionable from a health stand- 


point. 
The building sites will be on a high, well-drained plateau, entire! 
open to breezes that may prevail from whatsoever Givection.” m 


IN GENERAL. 


This tract would seem to be eminently suited to giving, in 
operations, farming, truck gardening, etc., a large A, of enplon. 
ment to the inmates of the workhouse, and should, with proper ad- 
ministration, be more than self-sustaining. Moreover, the existence on 
the site of building materials in the form of timber, stone, sand, and 
ye should make the expense of its permanent buildings a minimum. 
t is further expected that an eventual quarry development, turn 


out a stone product suitable for ———— Vv and m4 
work, should effect an important saving the on of sumnlaieat _ 


provements. 
B. M. MARKHAM, 


Captain of , United States A 


Engineers 
Assistant to Engineer Commissioner, District of Colum 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Minnesota 
{Mr, Tawney] says the present law provides for condemnation. 


Whether it does or not, I think, makes no difference in this case, 
so far as the point of order is concerned, although, as a matter 
of fact, it does not so provide. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Illinois will pardon 
me—- 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman just let me proceed for a 
moment? I should like to have time to make a short state- 
ment myself. The present law authorizes and directs the com- 
missioners to purchase the land. That is the law. Then, in 
making the appropriation, it provides for the purchase or con- 
demnation and the building. Whether that authorizes con- 
demnation proceedings I do not propose to argue. I do not 
think it does, and that is the very reason the commissioners 
have asked to have this item inserted. Knowing that this does 
not authorize condemnation, they propose that this shall author- 
ize condemnation. But even if the original act did authorize 
condemnation, that was for property to be purchased, the title 
of which should go to the District Commissioners. This pro- 
vides for the purchase of property the title to which shall run 
to the United States. 

So that if the original act did provide for condemnation in 
the same language this item would be subject to the point of 
order. It is not pretended, however, that the same language 
applies, that the same condemnation by the original act is one 
merely of inference, and in any case the law is changed. The 
original proposition was that the title to the land should run 
to the District Commissioners. This is a purchase of land the 
title to which is to run to the United States. 

Now, I would like to say a word on the merits of the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. GAINES. Before the gentleman goes to the merits of the 
proposition I would like to ask him a question. The gentleman 
has not made the point of order against that which he claims to 
be the new legislation, to wit, the change of authorization from 
the purchase in the name of the commissioners to that in the 
name of the United States. Is not that correct? 

Mr. MANN. I think the Chair understood the point I made. 
To authorize the condemnation of land to run to the District 
Commissioners is not the same as to authorize the condemnation 
of land the title to which shall run to the United States. I am 
not making the point of order on the purchase of the land at all; 
Iam making it on the question of condemnation of land. If the 
original act authorized the condemnation, it was a condemnation 
of land the title to which should go to the commissioners; this 
is a proposition to authorize the condemnation of land the title 
to which shall go to the United States. 

Now, as to the merits of the proposition. If this were for the 
purpose of purchasing a particular piece of ground, there would 
be warrant for putting in condemnation proceedings, but here is 
an authorization for the purchase of a few thousand acres of 
land in Maryland or Virginia, and in any event we shall pay two 
prices for the land. There is plenty of land in Virginia and 
Maryland near here that can be purchased for $8 or $10 an 
acre, and we will pay fully twice that. But if we condemn the 
land we would pay still more. 

What I want is this, and this is the point: If the commis- 
sioners buy the land they are responsible for the price they pay 
for it. They must be prepared to meet the criticism that may 
be made on the price of that as compared with other land, but 
if the commissioners can condemn the land, no matter what the 
price is, there is no criticism that can be leveled at them. 
It is often a convenient way of paying a high price for land to 
condemn it, because after the court has passed upon it you 
can not say it was their judgment; they say it was the judg- 
ment of the court, when we all know that the price paid for 
land depends partly upon the temper of the people around and 
largely upon the men who represent the two sides, and mainly 
upon the witnesses that are called. We have paid here two 
prices for the land upon which the House Office Building stands, 
three prices for that upon which the Senate Office Building 
stands, and we are now proposing under present condemnation 
proceedings to pay several prices for land between Fourteenth 
and Fifteenth streets south of Pennsylvania avenue. I think 
the gentleman from Missouri would admit that we pay a fancy 
price for it if we get it; but if we have to buy a particular 
piece of land we may be obliged to take it under condemnation 
proceedings; but there is plenty of competition for the sale of 
land in Virginia and Maryland for these people to get the 
land and be responsible for the price they pay for it without 
being able to shift the responsibility onto the courts. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the Congress of the United 
States has authorized the purchase of certain sites in Virginia 
and Maryland for the purpose of erecting and maintaining 
thereon two public institutions. Under the language of the sec- 
tion in the District of Columbia appropriation bill granting this 
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authority Congress has said, “for the purchase or condemna- 
tion of said sites”—that was after the authority had been ex- 
tended—and then, “for the purchase or condemnation of said 
sites, work of preparing same, for building said temporary 
structures, and means necessary thereto.” 

Now, this part of the law it is not proposed to change by 
the language against which the gentleman from Illinois makes 
the point of order. The only part of this law authorizing the 
purchase of these two sites that it is proposed to change is the 
name of the grantee in the instrument by which the title of the 
land is to be conveyed. The means of acquiring that title as is 
now authorized by law is not changed in the least. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is obvious to anybody who will read the 
two clauses that there is a change in the language. The lan- 
guage is a great deal more detailed—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘That does not affect the question at all. 
under either or both of these acts the right to exercise the 
power of eminent domain is conferred, the particular language 
under which that right has been conferred is immaterial. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. In just a moment. I am talking now, Mr. 
Chairman, about 
authorized by law, and it is not proposed to change that law 
which does authorize the exercise of the right of eminent do- 
main, nor dces it change the purpose for which the authority to 
exercise that right has been given. I now yield to the gentle- 
nan. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Is it not true, or can the gentleman of his 
own knowledge say it is not true, that no doubt existed as to the 
right to condemn under the former law when this language was 
so radically changed in this amendment? What was the object 
of changing it unless it was questionable whether the right was 
given under the statute? In the second place, will the gentle- 
man say if he doubts that it is a change of law in this, to 
change the name of the grantee from the Commissioners of the 
District to the United States? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I said in the outset that undoubtedly to 
change the name of the grantee was a change of existing law, 
but it is not against that part of the paragraph that the gen- 
tleman makes his point of order. There is no doubt about the 
right to exercise the power of eminent domain under the exist- 
ing law. The doubt is as to the party clothed with this au- 
thority. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If I understood the gentleman right, his 
point of order was to the language beginning in line 18. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota main- 
tain that the provision in the pending bill is identical in lan- 
guage with the existing law—the provision against which the 
point of order is made? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The language is not identical, but the power 
and the authority are identical. There is no change whatever 
with respect to the powers given under the proposed law and 


the power which has been granted under the existing law in re- | 


spect to condemnation. 


The CHAIRMAN. The comment made in the House Manual 
on page 415 is as follows: 


Existing law may be repeated verbatim in an appropriation bill, but | 


the slightest change of the text causes it to be ruled out. 

Under the authority there laid down the point of order is 
sustained. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 8, after line 2, insert: 

“The 12-inch main for the general use of and to afford fire protec- 


tion to the National Training School for Boys, authorized in the District | 


of Columbia appropriation act for the fiscal year 1910, shall be laid 
forthwith, and the cost thereof paid from the revenues of the water 
department.” 


The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I now ask for the 
reading of the amendment which I offered sometime ago. 

The clerk read as follows: 


Insert at the end of the paragraph: 

“ ‘That the act approved March 23, 1906, making it a misdemeanor in 
the District of Columbia to abandon or willfully neglect to provide for 
the support and maintenance by any person of his wife or of his or her 
minor children in destitute or necessitous circumstances, be, and the 
same is hereby, amended by adding thereto section 4, as hereinafter 
srovided. 

Bee Sec. 4.. Jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the juvenile court, 
concurrently with the criminal court, to hear and determine al! cases 
arising under this act.” 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


If | 


the fact that this condemnation has been | 
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Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, against that amendment I 
make the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
his point of order. 

Mr. BOWERS. I make the point of order because it is 
manifestly subject to a point of order, and I am going to renew 
it at the end of any discussion of it, and it is partly to save 
time and save the discussion that I make the point of order now. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I wish the gentleman would at 
least give me a moment in which I may show the necessity for 
the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. BOWERS. I will reserve the point, but I serve notice 
that I shall renew it just as soon as the gentleman from Michi- 
gan concludes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I hope I may be 
able to convince the gentleman. I am satisfied that I can not 
say what I desire to say in five minutes, and I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that I be permitted to proceed for ten 
minutes, 

Mr. BOWERS. 


I hope the gentleman will reserve 


I object to that. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Then I will proceed for five. 
Mr. Chairman, the act of March 19, 1906, creating the juvenile 
| court conferred upon that court concurrently with the criminal 
| court jurisdiction under the existing nonsupport law. ‘This 
law was subsequently amended by the act of March 23, 1906, 
so as to afford relief also to the wife and to children up to 
16 years of age, but made no mention of any particular court. 
| Recently the supreme court of the District has decided that 
the juvenile court has no jurisdiction under this latter act. The 
cases have been appealed, but the court of appeals has ad- 
journed for the summer months. The juvenile court has been 
proceeding in the trial of these cases, having disposed of 796 
of them during the last calendar year. 

Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman from Michigan yield a 
moment? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOWERS. I want to withdraw the objection I made a 
moment ago for unanimous consent for the gentleman to pro- 
ceed for ten minutes. So far as I am concerned, I will be glad 
to have him proceed for that length of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any other objection? 

There was no ebjection. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Recently, in the case of Leo West, 
Mr. Justice Stafford, of the Supreme Court, decided that the 
juvenile court had no jurisdiction. As I have said, the case 
has been taken to the court of appeals, but the court of ap- 
peals has adjourned for the summer, so that there can be no 
relief granted in this case for the present. During the last year 
the able judge who presides over this court has heard more 
than 796 cases, and by the aid of the police of the District has 
been able to collect from husbands and fathers, which have 
been paid over to wives and children, more than a thousand 
dollars each week, which doubtless would have been wasted 
or expended in other directions; otherwise these wives and these 
children might have been a burden upon the District of Co- 
lumbia. At this time there are more than 400 families that 
| are getting relief through this legislation, and it is for this rea- 
son that I hope that not only the gentleman who made the ob- 
jection, but every other member of the committee will be will- 
ing that this amendment be enacted into law. Ordinarily 
speaking, I am not in favor of legislating in this manner, but 
the necessities of the case seem to be such that I feel that this 
legislation ought to be enacted at this time. I have no hesi- 
tancy in saying that when we come together in December at the 
regular session, when the District Committee could have an 
opportunity to pass upon this legislation, they weuld imme- 
diately report it. and the House would adopt it. I ask every 
fair-minded gentleman, Why delay this legislation for that 
length of time if so much good can be accomplished in the 
meantime by enacting this into law now? 

I want to say that I am not alone by any means in my opin- 
ion that by the act of March 23, 1906, it was intended that the 
juvenile court should have concurrent jurisdiction with the 
criminal court in this District in this class of cases, and I want 
to add, in that connection, that the criminal court has only one 
judge presiding at this time, and that there will be no oppor- 
tunity for jury trials for some months to come, and therefore, 
in all of this class of cases, practically speaking, there can be 
no enforcement of the law for some months to come. And to 
show you that I am not alone in my contention in this respect, 
I send to the desk a letter from Mr. Baker, United States dis- 
trict attorney, addressed to the Attorney-General of the United 
States, calling his attention to the necessity for this legislation 
' and also suggesting himself that there was doubtless no ques- 
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tion upon the part of Congress but that they intended that the 
juvenile court had concurrent jurisdiction with the criminal 
court in these nonsupport cases. Now, I hope that each mem- 
ber of the committee will listen to that letter of the United 
States district attorney. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


JUNE 25, 1909. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Department of Justice, Washington, D. C. 


Sir: I respectfully recommend that an effort be made to obtain from 
Congress, at the earliest possible date, an act amending the act of 
March 23, 1406, making it a misdemeanor in the District of Columbia 
to abandon or willfully neglect to provide for the support and main- 
tenance by any person of his wife or of his or her minor children in 
destitute and necessitous circumstances, so as to confer upon the 
juvenile court (created by the act of March 19, 1906) jurisdiction to 
hear and determine cases under this act, and I inclose herewith a form 
for such a proposed bill. 

This amendment is desired on account of two recent decisions of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, one in the case of United 
States v. Leo 8S. West, at law No. 51481, which was a case of a writ of 
certiorari issued to the juvenile court to determine whether or not the 
juvenile court has jurisdiction over a case involving the desertion by a 
husband of his wife where there were no children. This office, together 
with the corporation counsel’s office of the District of Columbia, ap- 
peared on behalf of the United States and argued that the act of March 
23, 1906, under which this prosecution originated in the juvenile court, 
conferred jurisdiction =~ the juvenile court because it was an act 
in pari materia with the class of cases which had already been in- 
trusted to the juvenile court by the act of March 19, 1906. The su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia, acting through the Hon. Wen- 
dall P. Stafford, decided that the juvenile court had no jurisdiction of a 
case in which a wife was deserted by her husband where there were no 
children, under this act of March 25, 1906. 

There was another case argued and submitted in the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia on a petition for a writ of beas corpus. 
This is the case of Otto Linaweaver, Habeas Corpus No. 488. he 

tition was filed to release Otto Linaweaver from the workhouse of the 
Yistrict of Columbia, and in the — it was alleged that the war- 
rant of commitment of the juvenile court under which the said Lina- 
weaver was committed was null and void. Said Linaweaver was serv- 
ing the sentence in the workhouse of the District of Columbia for fail- 
ure to support his wife and minor child, under the age of 16 years, to 
wit, of the age of 1 year, as provided in the act of March 23, 1906. 
Chief Justice Clabaugh has announced in this case that his opinion will 
fellow the decision of Judge Stafford in the case just cited of Leo 8. 
West, and that he will discharge Otto Linaweaver from the custody of 
the superintendent of the workhouse on the ground that the action of 
the juvenile court was without authority. 

These two decisions strip the juvenile court of jurisdiction under the 
act of March 23, 1906. I have applied for a special appeal to the 
court of = of the District of Columbia from the order in the case 
of Leo 8. West, and as soon as Chief Justice Clabaugh has signed an 
order in the case of Otto Linaweaver I will appeal also from his de- 
cision in that case. 

It seems to me almost self-evident that Congress intended that the 
juventie court should have jurisdiction over this class of offenses pro- 
vided for in the act of March 23, 1906. ‘The machinery provided for by 
Congress for the juvenile court is one peculiarly adapted for handling 
this class of cases, and there is now collected and disbursed in the 
juvenile court over a thousand dollars a week from delinquent hus- 
bands and fathers. It would be a most unfortunate occurrence were 
this court to be deprived of that class of cases which it has handled 
most satisfactorily up to the present time. 

Respectfully, 
DANIEL W. BAKER, 
United States Attorney, District of Columbia. 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Diexema in the chair). The time of | 


the gentleman from Michigan has expired. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I would like two minutes more. 
Mr. BOWERS. The letter has been completed. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Does the gentleman still insist on | 


his point of order? 

Mr. BOWERS. I insist upon it, and I shall insist upon it if 
it is ten minutes or fifteen minutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


MILITARY ESTABLISH MENT. 


For expenses of the court of tegeley provided for in chapter 265 of 
the act approved March 3, 1909 ( Stat. L., 836): For services 
ef clerks and reporters, witness fees, messenger and janitor service, 
and such other employees as may be required, and for all other abso- 
lutely necessary expenses; to be expended by the Pay Department of 
the ay under the direction of the Secretary of War, to remain avail- 
able during the fiscal year 1910, $15,000. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a 
question or two on this matter. I do not know that I want to 
offer any amendment. The original estimate for this was sent 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and the principal item 
in it was for mileage. Now, I see the language does not cover 
inileage, unless it is covered under the general term “or other 
necessary expenses.” It seems to me, when you file a bill of 
particulars on expenses, as they do in this section, such as 
witness fees, clerks, porters, messengers, and janitor service, 
when the principal sum to be expended is mileage, you ought 
to mention the word “ mileage.” Otherwise the question might 
come up whether you are not giving $15,000 for these particular 
expenses, which is certainly a great deal more than is neces- 
sary for that, and let them charge the general mileage after 
providing for the general expenses out of the sum that is given 
by the Government for the entire army for this fiscal year. 


XLIV——284 


Mr. TAWNEY. I would say to the gentleman that the words 
“witness fees” of course include mileage. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, no. It might include witnesses, but 
it does not include the expenses of the court traveling from 
place to place and sending men from place to place. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They can not charge mileage. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. If an officer is brought before a court, 
he gets his mileage from a sum appropriated for the army as 
a whole. If he is summoned as a witness to this court, would 
he get his mileage? It seems to me that it ought to be paid 
out of this appropriation and not out of the sum appropriated 
for the army. This is a specific trial, entirely independent of 
regular business of the army. The officers are paid out of the 
general appropriation, so far as their salaries are concerned; 
but the War Department in sending this estimate to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs called attention to the fact that this 
court, being composed of officers on the retired list, it was a 
question whether they had the right to send them away from 
the seat of Government and pay mileage. This is a specifically 
appointed commission, through an act of Congress, and I think 
they should be paid as such, and especially so as to all ex- 
penses of the board. 

Mr. MANN. Why do you not add the word “ mileage?” 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. What I wanted to find out is as to the 
necessity, and I will add it if necessary. Now it strikes me as 
too much; but Ido not care to go into that particularly. 

Mr. BURLESON. I understand the gentleman to say this 
amount is excessive? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I do not understand that under the act 
we passed for the Brownsville court it was intended that they 
should send for all the soldiers that were discharged and compél 
them to go before that court. I think what was intended by 
Congress—certainly so far as I am concerned—was that a tri- 
bunal should be created before which every one of these dis- 
charged soldiers who believed he had been dealt with unfairly 
could himself appear before, and submit what evidence he could 
to show his innocence; and if he satisfied the court he could 
be reinstated, his reinstatement to date back to the date of his 
discharge. It seems to me there ought not to be any specific 
inducement for the court to summon all these men before it. 

If there is a man who has not evidence of his innocence to 
establish a right to reinstatement, he ought not to be harassed 
by a subpeena to be brought before the court when he does not 
want to go before the court. 

Mr. BURLESON. I would like to say that in my mind they 
are going to permit all these soldiers to reenlist. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. In my judgment they ought to be per- 
mitted to reenlist where innocent of crime. 

Mr. BURLESON. I do not think they ought. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think a very large majority of these 
soldiers should be reenlisted. ; 

Mr. OLMSTED. Suppose one of these soldiers should “ko 
| voluntarily, he would get his mileage, would he not? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think not. But I will tell you what 
he does get. If he is reinstated, he gets pay of the rank he had 
| when he was discharged to the date he is reinstated, and he is 
reinstated without loss of any pay, which is a very large in- 
ducement for the innocent to appear. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is not made a part of this appropriation? 

Mr. OLMSTED. He is to get reinstated at his own expense. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Certainly; and if he establishes his 
right to be reinstated he is abundantly compensated, although 
not compensated for the humiliation for the discharge when 
innocent. If mileage is paid from other appropriations, this 
amount should be reduced. I move to strike out “ fifteen” 
and insert “ ten.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 8, line 19, strike out “fifteen” and insert “ten.” 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutt] is opposed to the execution of 
the law which we passed on the 3d day of March last. That is 
a law which grew out of a very unfortunate affair. After long 
discussion in the Senate and not much here, a bill was passed, 
and then became law, providing for a court of inquiry to hear 
and report on the status of certain members of the Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, United States Army. In pursuance to that a court of 
inquiry, consisting of five officers, has been appointed. A re- 
corder has been appointed, and the court itself has entered upon 
the work required of it by the act. It*is required by the act to 
make a final report at the end of one year, and such other 
reports from time to time as it may be called upon to make by 
the Secretary of War. Everything is specifically provided for 
in that act, except there was no appropriation to pay the ex- 
peases of this court of inquiry. Now, it is not the purpose of 
this appropriation proposed here to pay the officers of the court, 
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certainly not their salaries, and I think not for any of their trav- 
eling expenses; so that it is not necessary to provide in the ap- 
propriation bill that we are passing to-day anything about the 
traveling expenses or salaries for the court. 

That court of inquiry will take the usual course, and the 
officers engaged upon it will be taken care of in the usual way 
of officers engaged upon a court of inquiry or a court-martial. 
The matter has been under investigation long enough to enable 
the court and the War Department to know approximately how 
much money they will need in order to carry out this law. It 
is not a matter of speculation any more. The Acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, as recently as June 8 last, recommended 
that there should be an appropriation in order to carry out the 
provisions of this act of March 3, 1909, of $25,000, and that 
recommendation was made on account of a report that was 
made to him by the Secretary of War, Hon J. M. Dickinson, 
who also reached the conclusion that $25,000 was necessary to 
compiete the work of this court of inquiry. There is no pur- 
pose to enlarge the powers of the court, but simply to have it 
proceed and carry out the law. The draftsmen of the bill un- 
der consideration here thought it might do to cut it down to 
$15,000. I am doubtful about the wisdom of making an ap- 
propriation less than the estimate. Now, the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hu tx] is to cut it down to $10,000, 
which is less than half the amount that the Secretary of War 
and the court of inquiry and the Secretary of the Treasury 
think is necessary. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. In each State the fees of witnesses are fixed 
by statute. For instance, in some States it is $1.50 and in 
other States $2 a day, and in taxing up costs you tax up wit- 
ness fees, so many days’ attendance, and mileage. Now, what 
statute is there which fixes the fee for the attendance of wit- 
nesses in this case? Is the amount of the fee to be determined 
by the court? 

Mr. KEIFER. It is determined by the general law of the 
United States and the practice as to courts-martial and courts 
of inquiry and the regulations of the department. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. How much is that? 

Mr. KEIFER,. I am not sure, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The word “fees” would not in- 
clude mileage. 

Mr. KETFER. It might include mileage. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It does not anywhere else. Costs 
elsewhere are taxed for fees, so many days’ attendance, and 
mileage. 

Mr. KEIFER. I can not say that the Secretary of War was 
mistaken when he recommended the appropriation in exactly 
the language used in this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, this court of inquiry is required to make a 
final report at the end of one year. Part of that time has ex- 
pired, and if we are going to give them no money, or too little 
money, to enable the court to proceed to its final work, we are 
certain to prolong the court and increase the expense, and they 
will be back here with another emergency appropriation, and 
this unfortunate affair will be extended into the future very 
greatly. So I think the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. Hut] ought not to be adopted, and I think really the bill 
does not carry enough. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutt] to strike out “ fifteen,” 
in line 19, and insert “ ten.” 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Kerrrer) there were—ayes 42, noes 55. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 8, after line 19, insert: 

“To provide for payment of extra compensation for the officers com- 
posing the board appointed to pass upon the eligibility of colored troops 


discharged by executive orders on account of the Brownsville riot for re- 
enlistment in the army, $1,500 each per annum; in all, $7,500.” 


Mr. BURLESON. 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will withhold 
the point of order, the purpose of the amendment is this—— 

Mr. BURLESON. It is very plain. The item speaks for 
itself. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman understand that these 
officers who are now conducting this court of inquiry are on 
active duty and will therefore get the compensation of an officer 
of the rank of major, with all the allowances? 

Mr. BURLESON. I do. 


I make the point of order on that item, 


JULY 19, 


Mr. TAWNBEY. And that this provision limits their addi- 
cae compensation on account of being on active duty to 

500? 

Mr. BURLESON. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman’s point of order? 

Mr. BURLESON. That this appropriation is not authorized 
by law, and is an increase of compensation allowed under the 
law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The funds accruing to the several States, Territories. and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the operation of section 1661, Revised Statutes of 
the United States, as amended, shall be applicable in the payment of 
expenses heretofore or hereafter incurred by the participation of their 


organized militia in joint and separate encampments for purposes of 
instruction. 


Mr. MANN. 
paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I offer an amendment to perfect the text. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what does the gentleman reserve the 
point of order? 

Mr. MANN. To the paragraph just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


nm page 8, line 24, strike out the word “ het ye ” and insert In 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order to the 


oO 
lieu thereof the words “‘ during the fiscal year 


Mr. MANN. I will withdraw the point of order if that 
amendment is to be offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the point 
of order. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I offer an amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not know that I care to make the point 
of order, but I want an explanation from the chairman; it 
may be that I am unduly ignorant about the matter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have here a letter from 
the War Department requesting this change in the existing law 
and giving the reasons therefor. The Secretary of War says: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 

Str: I have the honor to advise you that the Auditor for the War 
Department has ruled that the annual a riation under section 
1661, Revised Statutes, as amended, can not be used to pay the ex- 

mses of the militia attending joint camps of instruction, wh ruling 
es been confirmed by the Comptroller of the seegee? who holds that 
under the provisions of the act approved May 27, 108, these funds 
may no longer be applied to meet such ae is action is based 
upon section 15 of the act of January 21, 1903, as amended by the 
act above cited, which reads in —; 

“s * * all payments to the militia under the provisions of this 
section and allowances for mileage shall be made solely from the 
sums appropriated for such pu os 

The department, however, has taken the view that the language of 
section 15 does not restrict the payment of militia expenses to such 
appropriations as Congress may provide for joint encampments, and 
t ‘ = appropriation under section 1661, Revised Statutes, is also 
avaliable. 

‘As a result of the construction — oo the statute by the ac- 
counting officers a large number of accounts of disbursing officers of 
the organized militia will be disallowed, and it therefore becomes neces- 
sary to secure congressional authority to use the appropriation under 
section 1661 for the payment of the expenses in question, which have 
heretofore been met from these funds prior to the passage of the act 
of May 27, 1908. In order that this may be accomplished the follow- 
ing clause of legislation is submitted, with request that it be enacted 
into law in such form as may be deemed most jent : 

“And the funds accruing to the several Sta Territories, and the 
District of Columbia in the operation af section 1661, Revised Statutes, 
as amended, shall be licable in the payment of expenses heretofore 
or hereafter incurred by the participation of their organized militia 
in joint and se te encampments for purposes of instruction.” 

full citation of the laws invol in this matter will be found 
in the comptroller’s decision, a copy of which is inclosed for your 
information. 
Very respectfully, 

Hon. FRANCIS BD. WARREN, 

United States Senate. 

This is to enable the War Department and the accounting 
officers to settle the accounts of militia officers incurred under 
existing law and under the construction by the auditor. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, I insist on offering my 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman from Minnesota insists on 
his amendment now, I will insist on my point of order. 

Mr. STEENERSON. My amendment modifies the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STrEen- 
ERSON] be reported for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “or hereafter,” line 24, page 8, 


Ropert SHAW OLIVER, 
Assistant Secretary of War. 
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Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to submit 
my reasons to the gentleman in charge of the bill why this pro- 
posed clause or section should not be adopted in the manner in 
which it is here. If I may address the House on the amend- 
ment I have offered—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I submit that when the gentleman’s amend- 
ment is before the committee he will have an opportunity to 
speak. It is not before the committee, because the point of 
order is pending. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota what sums are involved under this amendment, what 
moneys will be paid out that can not now be paid under au- 
thority of law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know the amount, and I do not 
know the number of accounts. 

Mr. SHERLEY. What is the character of them? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are expenses incurred by the state 
militia officers under the militia law. 

Mr. BURLESON. The difficulty sought to be remedied was 
occasioned by a disallowance of the accounts of the disbursing 
officers of the States concerned in maneuvers of 1908. These 
accounts of disbursing officers were disallowed, and it is now 
sought to validate those expenditures. A million dollars was 
appropriated for joint maneuvers, and an amount in excess of 
this amount was expended, being taken from the appropria- 
tion for state militia instruction made under the Dick Act. 

Mr. MANN. I think that I can give the gentleman the in- 
formation. Under the law as it is now construed there is no 
appropriation out of which they can pay the expenses of these 
officers when attending a camp for instruction, because it is not 
a camp for maneuvers, and they have disallowed these items 
of expense. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the time of the gentle- 
man is extended two minutes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does this only relate to the pay of officers 
who are attending camps of inspection? 

Mr. MANN. That is what I understand. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it is general maneuvers. It is not the 
officers only. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is it held by the department that there is no 
authority for the payment of any expenditures for militia at- 
tending general maneuvers? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Let me say that when the maneuvers 
were provided for it appropriated in the act that the money for 
the payment of the militia should be limited to the regulars, or 
should be limited to the amount appropriated. Now, it seems 
that there is a shortage on some of the maneuvers, or will be 
for this year; and if they can utilize the appropriation for the 
militia it will go to help pay the expenses of the militia, as they 
claim to me, and would really save a deficiency next winter. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will let me read official infor- 
mation, he will not proceed any more in misinformation. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, let me finish what I was saying. 

Mr. MANN. I am talking about an official letter, stating 
what this is. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. And I am talking about a letter that 
I have. What I objected to in the language of the bill was that 
it looked like it made a permanent appropriation out of the 
general funds appropriated for the militia for other purposes 
and permitted their use for the joint camps of instruction and 
maneuvers, provided for by special appropriation. 

_Mr. SHERLEY. Is it not simply a case of robbing Peter to 
pay Paul? Are you not taking from the militia in order to 
pay what would ordinarily come out of these regular appro- 
priations? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. My idea is that the Congress of the 
United States in all its appropriations for joint maneuvers and 
camps of instruction should keep an accurate knowledge of 
what money it was expending for that purpose, and that the 
general fund for the militia is for the maintenance of the 
militia in the States, and that there ought to be no mixing of 
those two funds, that Congress should continue to keep accurate 
and full information as to what the maneuvers are costing, 
and that the militia and War Department should be controlled 
entirely by what Congress gives each year for that purpose and 
should under no circumstances or at any time intrench upon 
the general funds of the militia that go to the different States. 
That is my idea, and my objection to the words “ or hereafter” 
is that it seems to me it makes a permanent law out of this 
provision and that they could pay all expenses hereafter out 
of the militia funds that ought to be kept separate and used 
for the specific purpose provided for by law. 





— STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I have not the floor in my own right. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, of course we are proceeding 
here by unanimous consent. I want to get some information 
before I either make or withdraw the point of order, and I 
have not yet succeeded in obtaining it. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to address 
the House on the pending proposition for a few minutes. I have 
given this matter some attention, and I was much surprised to 
see this clause in this deficiency bill. It reads: 

That the funds accruing to the several States, Territories, and the 
District of Columbia in the operation of section 1661, Revised Statutes 
of the United States, as amended, shall be applicable in the payment 
of expenses heretofore or hereafter incurred by the participation of their 


organized militia in joint and separate encampments for purposes of 
instruction. 


The evident purpose of this clause is to legalize certain dis- 
bursements made on the authority of the War Department by 
militia officers of the different States, but which have been held 
illegal by a decision of the Comptroller of the Treasury. So 
far as this provision relates to the past it is proper enough, for 
it relieves the accounting officers, who ought to be relieved, as 
they acted in good faith on the authority of the War Depart- 
ment; but so far as it is prospective in its operation, it is cer- 
tainly improper in an appropriation bill. As a curative act it 
should be retrospective only, and I have therefore offered an 
amendment to strike out the words “or hereafter” where they 
occur in this clause. 

Unless those words are stricken out, we will be undertak- 
ing to amend a permanent law—a statute that has been on 
the books for a hundred years—in this hasty manner. There 
is no urgency, except as to the relief of the militia officers who 
are now charged with funds they disbursed under authority of 
the War Department pursuant to an interpretation of a statute 
now held erroneous by the comptroller. I am in favor of grant- 
ing that relief at once, but I object to legislating for the future 
in this hasty manner. I agree with the gentleman from Iowa 
{[Mr. Hutu], and for that reason I hope the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] will not insist upon his point of order, 
for if the clause is confined to curing past errors, curing the 
illegal appropriation of funds in the past, it is proper; but if 
you, in this way, seek to amend section 1661 of the Revised 
Statutes, I certainly, for one, desire to object. I desire the 
House to remember that there is a clear distinction between the 
appropriation reported for the army and the one for the militia. 
An appropriation for the army is limited by the Constitution to 
two years. 

The practice is to appropriate annually. Under the Constitu- 
tion there is no limit upon the appropriations for the militia, 
and hence we have had for more than one hundred years, under 
section 1661, an appropriation of $200,000, which has been in- 
creased on several occasions up to $2,000,000, a permanent 
annual appropriation expended by the War Depariment with- 
out consent of Congress, without our passing judgment upon it 
at all, It is sought by this urgent deficiency bill to insert into 
that permanent appropriation a diversion of the object for 
which the money therein appropriated is to be expended. It 
is to change a law that has been in force for one hundred and 
one years. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the gentleman any objection to limit- 
ing the operation of this to the fiscal year 1910? 

Mr. STEENERSON. I am not aware of any such error as 
to 1910. This ruling of the comptroller was made last 
March—— 

Mr. STAFFORD. It is to tide over a difficulty that has 
arisen by reason of the comptroller’s decision and make it 
available to this fiscal year 1910. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I will consider that suggestion. I am 
in favor of releasing all those who in good faith have expended 
the money. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That is the pending amendment, I would 
like to inform the gentleman. 

Mr. STEENERSON. This ruling was made last March. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. My question is this: The gentleman is 
doubtless an authority on militia, and I do not claim to be, but 
he is absolutely right on the idea that we ought to preserve 
these funds specially provided for the militia. My understand- 
ing from the War Department was that they had already di- 


verted some of these funds for the last maneuvers and encamp- 
ments, and that there was a little surplus there now that the 
officers had saved up, really robbing the militia, and now they 


could save a deficiency if they had it this year for the payment 
of debts already incurred. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Aye 


When» 
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Mr. HULL ‘of Iowa. I ask wnanimous consent that I may 
have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I want to supplement with one more 
statement. If the gentleman can say those expenses have not 
been diverted for the fiscal year, then he has got to strike out 
everything and confine it to that heretofore. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I am not advised positively as to 
whether there has been any expenditure for this year. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Has it been set aside for the maneuvers 
of this year from that fund? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Your committee reported a bill to ap- 
propriate $1,000,000 in 1908? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; and we appropriated a million for 
1909, and we appropriated $425,000 for 1910. 

Mr. STEENERSON. That is the law which the comptroller 
Says exactly covers this purpose; that that is an appropriation 
for joint maneuvers, and that is made annually. You made it 
in 1908 and in 1909. Now they seek to divert the money which 
is had under the permanent appropriation to something that 
never was intended. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The gentleman hardly catches the point 
I wanted to get at. I am in full sympathy with everything 
he says, but the maneuvers for 1910 are now just being started. 
They will all be in operation in August or September. Now, 
if the state government has set aside from the militia appro- 
priations a certain sum, as they did last year, that has been 
held up, and the maneuvers are proceeding on that basis, is 
it not necessary to let it go for this fiscal year, in order to 
have the maneuvers as perfectly conducted as they have been 
before? 

Mr. STEENERSON. I understand the question, and I think 
the gentleman can answer that himself. If the appropriation 
of $425,000, made in 1909, is not sufficient to cover the ex- 
penses of present maneuvers, perhaps we may have to resort 
to the money appropriated for another purpose, and, perhaps, 
we ought to legalize the taking of these funds this year. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. If we did not appropriate enough, let 
them have a deficiency, and not take it out of the militia fund. 
I would not want that done. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I understand the gentleman says that 
you reported a clause appropriating $1,000,000 for maneuvers. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Not for this year. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Then I am mistaken. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is $425,000 for this year; but I 
will say to the gentleman that it was what the War Depart- 
ment asked for, all they said was necessary. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Does not that cover these very same 
expenses? The comptroller ruled they ought to pay last year’s 
maneuvers out of the appropriation for 1908. Why not pay it 
out of the appropriation which it was intended to be paid out of? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. My idea is that they go on the theory 
that they can squeeze down on the militia funds of the various 
States for this year, as they did last, until it has gone to the 
point now where they have got to cut down the maneuvers if 
they do not utilize the funds as they did last year. If you con- 
fine it to this fiscal year, it is a notice that Congress does not 
want them to do it again. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I would say that I have carefully read 
the three decisions the comptroller has made on this statute, 
overruling the claim that they made that it was payable out 
of the permanent appropriation. They were held to be payable 
out of the item in the annual army appropriation bill for 1908 
of $1,000,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me ask my colleague a question. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that the sum has been paid 
out of the permanent appropriation for the militia? 

Mr. STEENERSON. They were paid last year erroneously, 
as the comptroller holds. Now, why should we authorize them 
again to illegally spend money? We certainly ought to confine 
it to the past. It is in the nature of a curative act. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is all it is, and because the appropria- 
tion which is given for the joint maneuvers has been made, the 
same condition will prevail unless this amendment is enacted. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Correct that by authorizing the payment for 
the maneuvers out of the fund that is set apart for this pur- 
pose, and not for the militia. Is it not the real effect of this 
simply to take the money of the militia fund and give it for 
this purpose, when it was supposed it was covered by the funds 
for the maneuvers? 

Mr. STEENERSON. The clause in question refers to “ joint 
and separate encampments for purposes of instruction.” This 
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no doubt refers to what is commonly called “ joint and separate 
maneuvers.” ° 

The militia act in section 14 refers to “field or camp service 
for instruction,” and in section 15 to “encampment maneuvers 
and field instruction of the Regular Army.” It is important 
to bear in mind that these two objects of expenditures have been 
treated as two separate and distinct things in all the legisla- 
tion with reference to the militia. 

Joint maneuvers were covered by a separate item in each 
of the annual army appropriation bills for the last few years. 
Section 15 of the militia act authorizes the Secretary of War to 
provide for the participation of the organized militia in the “ en- 
campment, maneuvers, and field instruction of any part of the 
Regular Army,” and then declares that all payments tothemilitia 
under the provisions of this section and allowances for mileage 
shall be made “ solely from sums appropriated for such purpose.” 

Section 15 of the militia act, which alone authorizes joint 
maneuvers to be held, declaring that all payments on their ac- 
count shall be made solely from the sums appropriated for such 
purposes, it would seem to be clear that Congress did not in- 
tend that these expensive encampments and maneuvers, involv- 
ing the transportation of troops long distances, should be held 
except when a special appropriation had been made for that 
purpose. I submit that the question of a change of policy on 
this subject so that the War Department shall be empowered 
to authorize these expensive joint maneuvers and direct the 
payment of the expenses out of the perfmanent appropriation 
under section 1661, without the consent of Congress, is one that 
ought to be considered by the regular committees of Congress 
whose special work it is to consider such subjects and then sub- 
mitted to each House in an orderly manner. 

From what has been said it is clear that the ruling of the 
Comptroller of the Treasury does not in the slightest degree 
affect expenditures for state encampments or “separate ma- 
neuvers,” and that any reference thereto in this bill is entirely 
unnecessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[Cries of “‘ Vote!”’] 

Mr. STEENERSON. I ask that I may have five more minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. GARRETT. I want one moment in which I want to ask 
a question of the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has asked five minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. I wish to ask if it will not méet the object 
of the gentleman from Minnesota and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that this section go over for a little while, until the end 
of the bill, with the point of order pending? 

Mr. STEENERSON. I did not yield for that purpose. I de- 
sire to say to the gentleman from Kentucky that the effect of 
passing this paragraph and making it law would be to authorize 
the expenditure of money for maneuvers that are not now au- 
thorized. So that it would relieve the States, it seems to me, 
of the expenses that it is intended they should bear, and which 
the Constitution evidently contemplated they should bear. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. What does section 1661 of the Revised Statutes 
as amended provide for? 

Mr. STEENERSON. I have it right here. It is a long sec- 
tion, but it provides for arming and furnishing ordnance stores, 
quartermaster stores, camp equipments, and then there is cer- 
tain authority for rifle practice and for expenses of inspection. 
It is to limit it to other purposes, in short, than those contem- 
plated by this act. 

Mr, MANN. Is it a permanent appropriation to the States? 

Mr. STEENERSON. It is a permanent appropriation and 
has been for one hundred years. 

Mr. MANN. For the. militia? 

Mr. STEENERSON. For this purpose. 

Mr. MANN. How much does it amount to in all? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Two million dollars a year, and it is 
divided according to population or representation in Congress. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Last year the militia was given $2,000,000 
for another specific purpose, not embracing maneuvers. 

Mr. STEENERSON. There is another appropriation for the 
militia, a permanent annual appropriation of $2,000,000, for 
about the same purpose. That is section 13 of the militia act, 
which authorizes the Secretary of War to procure by purchase 
or manufacture and issue from time to time to the militia arms, 
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ammunition, uniforms, clothing, equipage, and military stores of 

all kinds, but it is provided that the sum expended in the execu- 

tion of this section shall not exceed $2,000,000 in any fiscal year. 
To elucidate the subject further, I will insert in the Recorp 

the decision referred to and the act of June 22, 1906. 

An act to increase the efficiency of the militia and promote rifle practice. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended by the acts of February 12, 1887, and June 6, 1900, is hereby 
amended and reenacted so as to read as follows : 

“SecTion 1. That the sum of $2,000,000 is hereby annually appro- 
priated, to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the purpose of providing arms, ordnance stores, quar- 
termaster stores, and oe equipage for issue to the militia, such ap- 
propriation to remain available until expended.” 

Sec. 2. That section 2 of the act of February 12, 1887, is hereby 
amended and reenacted, so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That said appropriation shall be apportioned among the sev- 
eral States and Territories, under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
according to the number of Senators and Representatives to which each 
State respectively is entitled in the Congress of the United States, and 
to the Territories and District of Columbia such proportion and under 
such regulations as the President may prescribe: Provided, however, 
That no State shall be entitled to the benefits of the appropriation ap- 
portioned to it unless the number of its regularly enlisted, organized, 
and uniformed active militia shall be at least 100 men for each Senator 
and Representative to which such State is entitled in the Congress of 
the United States. And the amount of said appropriation which is thus 
determined not to be available shall be covered back into the Treasury: 
Provided also, That the sums so apportioned among the several States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia shall be available for the 
purposes named in section 14 of the act of January 21, 1903, for the 
actual excess of expenses of travel in making the inspections therein 
provided for over the allowances made for same by law; for the promo- 
tion of rifle practice, including the acquisition, construction, main- 
tenance, and ee gee of shooting galleries and suitable target ranges ; 
for the hiring of horses and draft animals for the use of mounted 
troops, batteries, and wagons; for forage for the same and for such 
other incidental expenses in connection with encampments, maneuvers, 
and field instruction provided for in sections 14 and 15 of the said act 
of January 21, 1903, as the Secretary of War may deem necessary.” 

Sec. 3. That section 3 of the act of February 12, 1887, is hereby 
amended and reenacted as follows: 

“Sec. 3. That the purchase or manufacture of arms, ordnance stores, 
quartermaster stores, and camp equipage for the militia under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be made under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, as such arms, ordnance and quartermaster stores, and camp equi- 

age are now manufactured or otherwise provided for the use of the 
tegular Army, and they shall be receipted for and shall remain the 
property of the United States, and be annually accounted for by the 
governors of the States and Territories and by the commanding general 
of the National Guard of the District of Columbia, for which purpose 
the Secretary of War shall prescribe and supply the necessary blanks 
and make such regulations as he may deem necessary to protect the 
interests of the United States.” 

Sec. 4. That section 4 of the act of February 12, 1887, is hereby 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4. That whenever any property furnished to any State or Ter- 
ritory or the District of Columbia, as hereinbefore provided, has been 
lost or destroyed, or has become unserviceable or unsuitable from use in 
service, or from any other cause, it shall be examined by a disinterested 
surveying officer of the organized militia, to be appointed by the gov- 
ernor of the State or Territory, or the commanding general of the 
National Guard of the District of Columbia, to whom the property has 
been issued, and his report shall be forwarded by said governor or com- 
manding general direct to the Secretary of War, and if it shall appear 
to the Secretary of War from the record of survey that the property has 
been lost or destroyed through unavoidable causes, he is hereby author- 
ized to relieve the State from further accountability therefor; if it shall 
appear that the loss or destruction of property was due to carelessness 
or neglect or that its loss could have been avoided by the exercise of 
reasonable care, the money value thereof shall be charged against the 
allotment to the States under section 1661 of the Revised Statutes as 
amended. If the articles so surveyed are found to be unserviceable or 
unsuitable, the Secretary of War shall direct what disposition, by sale 
or otherwise, shall be made of them, except unserviceable clothing which 
shall be destroyed, and if sold the proceeds of such sale shall be covered 
into the Treasury of the United States.” 

Approved, June 22, 1906. 


--, 
APPROPRIATION CHARGEABLE WITH PAYMENTS MADE TO MILITIA. 


The organized militia of a State, Territory, or of the District of 
Columbia, while participating, on the west of the governor of such 
State or Territory or of the commanding general of the organized 
Militia of the District of Columbia, in the encampment, maneuvers, and 
field instruction of any part of the Regular Army, can not properly be 
paid from the appropriation “Arming and equipping the militia,” but 
should: be paid from the appropriation “ Encampments and maneuvers, 
organized militia.” 


Assistant Comptroller Mitchell to the Secretary of War, March 29, 1909. 


I have received your communication of the 12th instant, as follows: 

“Under date of February 18, 1909, the Assistant Comptroller of the 
Treasury confirmed an original construction of a statute by the Auditor 
for the War Department under date of January 27, 1909. The ques- 
tion tavenving the use of an aqerentiatie® arose in connection with 
the examination of a pay roll of Company A, First Regiment, District 
of Columbia Militia, for pay for services While participating with 
troops of the Regular Army in a and field instructions at 
Fort Hunt, Va., in July and August, 1908. This camp was held under 
section 15 of the act of January 21, 1903, as amended by the act of 
May 27, 1908, payment for the services in question having been made 
from the a ‘Arming and equipping the militia,’ whereas 
the auditor held that such payment should have been made from the 
ee ‘Encampment and maneuvers, organized militia.’ 

*The opinion of the auditor is based upon so much of section 15 of 


the act of January 21, 1903, as amended by the act of May 27, 1908, 
as provides that: 
ee aes ae under the provisions of 


—— to the militia 
this section and all allowances for mileage shall be made solely from 
the sum appropriated for such purposes.’ 
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“As the question of intention is always an important consideration 
in the construction of a statute, I beg to say for your Information that 
the act of May 27, 1908, was framed by the National Guard Associa- 
tion, and, after careful review and consideration by the officers of the 
War Department, was —— before Congress for action. From my 
rsonal knowledge of the facts I am confident of the intention on 
he part of the framers of this law to perpetuate in permanent form 
the probibition of Congress against the use of any appropriation for 
the support of the Regular Army for militia purposes, as clearly indi- 
cated in section 15 of the aforesaid act. In order that this purpose 
might be more positively effectuated, the additional paragraph quoted 
above was placed therein. It was clearly intended, therefore, that no 
Regular Army appropriation should be used for the militia, but that 
all expenses of the militia in joint encampments should be met from 
the annual appropriation provided under section 1661, Revised Statutes, 
as amended, and from such additional appropriations as Congress might 
specifically provide therefor from time to time; and, further, that no 
mileage accounts should be paid from any militia appropriations. 

“The Judge-Advocate-General, in an opinion dated the 11th instant, 
has very ably and fully presented the views of the department in sup- 
port of its position that the language of section 15 does not restrict 
the payment of militia expenses to such appropriation as Congress may 
provide for joint encampments, but that in addition thereto the appro- 
priation under section 1661, Revised Statutes, as amended, is also 
available. The arguments presented by the Judge-Advocate-General, it 
is believed, cogently sustain the construction of the statute in reference, 
and I therefore have the honor to request that you review your con- 
firmation of the auditor's decision. 2 

“The attitude of Congress in providing for the militia the necessary 
funds for field exercises and joint camps of instruction has been liberal 
in its scope and the construction of the auditor results in restricting 
the use of an appropriation which, in the judgment of the department, 
is clearly contrary to the expressed will of Congress.” 

In my decision of February 18, 1909, approving the decision of the 
Auditor for the War Department (15 Comp. Dec., 514), it was held 
that the organized Militia of the District of Colmmbia could not be 
paid for the period from July 26 to August 9, 1908, inclusive, while 
participating with troops of the Regular Army in the encampment, 
maneuvers, and field instructions at Fort Hunt, Va.. in accordance 
with section 15, act of January 21. 1903 (32 Stat., 777), as amended 
by the act of May 27, 1908 (35 Stat., 399), from the anvropriation 
“Arming and equipping the militia’ made by section 1661, Revised 
Statutes, as amended and reenacted by the act of June 22, 1906 (34 
Stat., 449), but should be paid from the anpronriation “ Eneampments 
and maneuvers, organized militia,” act of May 11. 1908 (25 Stat., 115). 
Section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by the act of June 


| 22. 1906 (34 Stat., 449), provides: 


“Section 1. That the sum of $2,000,000 is hereby annually appro- 
priated, to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 


| propriated, for the purpose of providing arms, ordnance stores. quarter- 


master stores, and camp equipage for issue to the militia, such appro- 
priation to remain available until expended.” 

Sections 14 and 15 of the act of January 21, 1903 ( 
778), provide : 

“Szc. 14. That whenever it shall appear by the report of inspec- 
tions, which it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to cause to be 
made at least once in each year by officers detailed by him for that pur- 
pose, that the organized militia of a State or Territory or of the District 
of Columbia is sufficiently armed, uniformed. and equipped for active 


290 
ve 


Stat., 777, 


duty in the field, the Secretary of War is authorized, on the requisition 
of the governor of said State or Territory, to pay to the quartermaster- 


general thereof, or to such other officer of the militia of said State as 
the said governor may designate and appoint fer fhe purpose, so much 
of its allotment out of the said annual appropriation under section 1661 
of the Revised Statutes, as amended, as shall be necessary for the pay- 
ment, subsistence, and transportation of such portion of said organized 
militia as shall engage in actual fleld or camp serrice for instruction, 


| and the officers and enlisted men of such militia while so enzaged shall 


be entitled to the same pay, subsistence, and transportation or travel 
allowances as officers and enlisted men of corresponding grades of the 
Regular Army are or may hereafter be entitled by law, * * =. 
“Sec. 15. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to provide 
for participation by any part of the organized militia of any State or 
Territory on the request of the governor thereof, in the encampment 
maneurers, and field instruction of any part of the Regular Army at or 
near apy military post or camp or lake or seacoast defenses of the 
United States. In such case the organized militia so particinatine shall 
receive the same pay, subsistence, and transportation as is wiorided by 
law for the officers and men of the Regular Army, to be paid out of the 
appropriation for the pay, subsistence, and transportation of the army : 


The act of April 23, 1904 (33 Stat., 265), makin¢ appropriation for 
the support of the army for the fiscal year 1905, provides: 

“That no part of the sums appropriated for the support of the Recu- 
lar Army shall be used to pay any part of the expenses of the organ- 
ized militia of any State, Territory. or District «f Columbia, while en- 
gaced in joint encampment, maneuvers, aud field instruction of the 
Regular Army and militia, as provided by section 15 cf the act of Janu- 
ary 21, 1903, entitled ‘An act to promet- the efficiency of the militia 
and for other purposes.’ . 

“That the following sums be, and are hereby. appropriated for pay- 
ing the expenses of the organized militia of any State, Territory, or Dis- 
trict of Columbia, participating in joint encampment, maneuvers, and 
field instruction of the Regular Army and militia. as provided by sec- 
tions 15 and 21 of the act of January 21, 1903, entitled ‘An act to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the militia. and for other purposes.’ 

“For pay of officers and enlisted men, $300.000. 

“For purchase of supplies for the Quartermaster’s and Ordnance de- 
partments, including recular supplies. incidental expenses, barracks and 
quarters, transportation of the militia and its supnlies, clothing and 
equi e, leases of land and damaces of property. £690,000. 

“For purchase of subsistence and supplies, $100,000. 

“The sums hereby appropriated for the expenses of the organized 
militia for such joint encampment, maneuvers. and field instruction 
shall be disbursed as, and for that purpose shal! constitute, one fund; 
and the Secretary of War shall hereafter forward to Congress, at its 
next session. a detailed statement of the expenses of such encamp- 
ments and maneuvers.” 

By section 14, act of January 21, 1903, supra, the officers and en- 
listed men of the organized militia of a Sfate, Territory, or of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, while engaged in actual! field or camp service for in- 
struction as therein provided, are paid from its allotment out of the 
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annual appropriation under section 1661, Revised Statutes, as amended 
by the act, supra. 

By section 15, act of January 21, 1903, the officers and enlisted men 
of the organized militia of any State or Territory, while participating 
in the encampment, maneuvers, and field instructioa of any part of the 
Regular Army at or near any military post, etc., of the United States, 
were to be paid as therein provided out of the appropriation for the pay 
of the army. 

In other words, such officers and enlisted men of the organized militia, 
while participating in the encampment, maneuvers, and field instruction of 
any part of the Regular Army as provided in section 15 of said act, 
were treated in respect to pay as if they were part of the Regular Army. 
They were paid by a paymaster of the Regular Army out of the ap- 
progeiation pay of the army, and they could not be paid for such serv- 
ce out of the appropriation mentioned in section 14 of said act. 

The act of April 23, 1904, supra, provided that no sum appropriated 
for the support of the Regular Army should be used to pay any part 
of the expenses of the organized militia of any State, Territory, or 
District of Columbia while engaged in joint encampment, maneuvers, 
and field instruction of the Regular Army and militia as provided in 
said section 15, act of January 21, 1903, and appropriated specific sums 
for that purpose, and provided that “the Secretary of War shall here- 
after forward to Congress at its next session a detailed statement of 
the expenses of such encampments and maneuvers.’ For like purposes 
sums were appropriated by the act of June 12, 1906 (34 Stat., 249). 
for the fiscal year 1907; the act of March 2, 1907 (34 Stat., 1164), for 
the fiscal year 1908; the act of May 11, 1908 (35 Stat., 115), for the 
fiscal year 1909. 

Section 9 of the act of May 27, 1908 (35 Stat., 402), amends the act 
of January 21, 1903, as follows: 

“That section 15 of said act as amended be, and the same is hereby, 
amended and reenacted so as to read as follows: 

“*Sec, 15. That the Secretary of War is authorized to provide for 
participation by any part of the organized militia of any State or 
‘erritory on the request of the governor thereof in the encampment, 
maneuvers, and field instruction of —_ yart of the Regular Army at or 
near any military post or camp or lake or seacoast defenses of the 
United States. In such case the organized militia so participating shall 
receive the same pay, subsistence, and transportation as is provided by 
law for the officers and men of the Regular Army, and no part of the 
sums appropriated for the support of the Regular Army shall be used 
to pay any part of the expenses of the organized militia of any State, 
Territory, or District of Columbia while sone in joint encampments, 
maneuvers, and field instruction of the Regular Army and militia, but 
all payments to the militia under the previsions of this section and all 
allowances for mileage shall be made solely from the sums mapmertete’ 
for such purposes: Provided, That the command of such military post 
or camp and the officers and troops of the United. States there sta- 
tioned shall remain with the regular commander of the post without 
regard to the rank of the commanding or other officers of the militia 
temporarily so encamped within its limits or in its vicinity: Provided 
jurther, That except as herein specified the right to command during 
such joint encampments, maneuvers, 
governed by the rules set out in articles 122 and 124 of the rules 
and articles for the government of the armies of the United States. 
The sums appropriated for the organized militia for such joint encamp- 
ment, maneuvers, and field instruction shall be disbursed as, and for 
that purpose shall constitute, one fund; and the Secretary of War 
shall forward to Congress, at each session next after said encamp- 
ment, a detailed statement of the expenses of such encampments and 
maneuvers.’ " 

By the above provision of the act of May 27, 1908, “the organized 
nilitia so participating shall receive the same pay, subsistence, and 
transportation as is provided by law for the officers and men of the 
Regular Army, * * * but all payments to the militia under the 
provisions of this section and all allowances for mileage shall be made 
solely from the sums appropriated for such purposes.” 

in other words, the officers and enlisted men of the organized militia 
of any State of Territory while participating in the encampment, 
maneuvers, and field instruction of any pert of the Regular Army at 
or near any military post, etc., of the United States are treated for 
pay purposes as officers and men of the Regular Army, and while they 
are not now, as provided by section 15, act of January 21, 1903, prior 
to its being amended, paid out of sums appropriated for the support 
of the Regular Army, they are paid out of specific ay ton peg made 
for that purpose and not out of the allotment of the State or Territory 
or District of Columbia from the annual appropriation under section 
1661 of the Revised Statutes, as amended. he act of May 27, 1908, 
supra, provides that “the sums appropriated for the organized militia 
for such joint encampment, maneuvers, and field instruction shall be 
disbursed as, and for that purpose shall constitute, one fund; and the 
Secretary of War shall forward to Congress, at each session next after 
said encampment, a detailed statement of the expenses of such encamp- 
ment and maneuvers.” 

While it is true that the object to be accomplished by the “actual 
field or camp service for instruction,” as contemplated by section 14, 
act of January 21, 1903, is in a broad sense the same as the object 
sought to be accomplished by the “ joint encampment, maneuvers, and 

field instruction” of the organized militia and the Regular Army, as 
contemplated by section 15 of said act as amended, the fact remains 
that Congress has provided that the expenses of the joint encampment 
shall be id out of appropriations specifically made for that purpose, 
and requires that the Secretary of War “shall forward to Congress, 
at each session next after said encampment, a detailed statement of 
the expenses of such encampment and maneuvers.” The object of 
making specific appropriations for specific purposes susceptible of 
definition is to prevent money appropriated for such specific purposes 
from being diverted and used for other purposes, and also to prevent 
money appropriated for more general purposes from being diverted and 
used for the purposes for which specific appropriations are made. 

The above statutes show that Congress has made, from time to time, 
specific appropriations for a specific purpose, namely, the joint encamp- 
ment and maneuvers of the organized militia and the Regular Army, 
and requires the Secretary of War to forward to Congress, at each 
session next after such aa a detailed statement of the ex- 
penses of such encampment and maneuvers, and I am of opinion that 
said appropriations for said Le are exclusive, and that the de- 
cision made by the auditor and approved by this office, supra, is correct 
and the same is adhered to. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, when two such authorities on 
the militia as tne distinguished gentleman from Minnesota 
{Mr. Steenerson] and the distinguished gentleman from Iowa 


and field instruction shall be | 
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(Mr. Hutt] disagree, it is difficult to know where to turn, unless 
to the War Department itself. 

Mr. STEENERSON. We do not disagree. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. We do not disagree at all. 

Mr. MANN. Perhaps they do not. I heard the gentlemen 
arguing for fifteen minutes, and everybody else in the House 
thought they were disagreeing, but perhaps they were in 
agreement. 

I stated a while ago that this was to reimburse the militia 
for expenses incurred in attending joint camps of instruction. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutt] stated that it was to 
reimburse them for expenses incurred in attending general 
maneuvers. Now, for aught I know the two may be the same. 
It may be that a general maneuver is the same as a joint camp 
of instruction, and I appeal to the gentleman from Iowa for 
information upon that point, whether they are different things 
or whether they are the same thing. 

Mr. BURLESON. I will print as a part of my remarks the 
following letter: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, July 14, 1909. 

Dear Srr: Replying to your telephone message, I beg to advise you 
that the Treasury Department has decided to pass the requisition of 
your state disbursing officer, and instructions to that effect have been 


pees and wire notification thereof sent to the adjutant-general of 
Texas. 

The difficulty in honoring this requisition resulted from a disallow- 
ance of the accounting officers of the Treasury Department of certain 
accounts of disbursing officers of the States concerned in the maneu- 
vers for 1908. It has been necessary to ask Congress to validate the 
expenditures in question, and accordingly Senator WARREN has intro- 
duced a bill (S. 1691) to accomplish this. Hon. J. A. TAWNEY has 
under consideration a similar clause of legislation for embodiment in 


| a deficiency bill, which, it is understood, will be passed by Congress at 


this session. 
As the disallowance in question not only affects the accounts of your 


| disbursing officer, but involves the disbursing officers of a number of 
| other States, the department is extremely desiro' 


of having this matter 
would ‘suggest that you give 


corrected by legislation. paca id thed t in it 
a e department in its purpose. 


the matter such consideration as wi 
Very respectfully, 
Rosert SHAW OLIVER, 


Assistant Secretary of War. 
Hon. A. 8. BURLESON, 
Cosmos Club, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. I understood the gentleman from Illi. 
nois to say it was for the purpose of paying for attendance at 
the schools of instruction. That is quite a different proposition. 
“ Joint camps of instruction” are what we call the maneuvers. 
A camp and a school should not be confounded. 

Mr. MANN. That is what I asked. Are the general maneu- 
vers the same as the joint camps of instruction? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Joint camps of instruction and maneu- 
vers are the same, but schools of instruction are not the same. 
I understood the gentleman to say this was for the purpose of 
paying for attendance at schools of instruction. 

Mr. MANN. It is very likely that that is the statement which 
I made, because I have not differentiated. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. If so, the gentleman was in error. The 
schools of instruction are at Leavenworth, and they do not 
pay a dollar out of the militia appropriation. They are at the 
different regimental headquarters, and nothing is paid out of 
the militia appropriation. That is paid for out of the army 
appropriation, while for the general maneuvers, in general 
camps of instruction, where large bodies of troops are brought 
together~on a large scale, running up to a great many thou- 
sands, organized in brigades and divisions, Congress pays for 
that by specific appropriation for the militia and provides that 
they must not exceed the amount appropriated by Congress. 

Mr. MANN. Where the War Department refers to a joint 
camp of instruction, does it mean the same thing that the gen- 
tleman means when he referred to general maneuvers? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; undoubtedly. 

Mr. MANN. It is a wonder that they would not adopt some 
system of language in military tactics so that gentlemen who 
refer to the same subject use the same words. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly, but not to give any information. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman explain the differ- 
ence between joint and separate camps of instruction which are 
named in the provision, and for which this money is to be 
utilized ? 

Mr. MANN. I will not. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, 
this is the same provision as the bill introduced in the Senate 
by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren]. By the courtesy 
of the gentleman in charge of the bill I have a letter from the 
Secretary of War, relating to the Senate bill, which I under- 
stand the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] will have 
printed in the Recorp. Otherwise I should ask to have it 
printed myself. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Illinois has been 
so embarrassed in endeavoring to ascertain which of the two 
gentlemen, who are experts on the militia, knew what he was 
talking about, that he was paying no attention to gentlemen 
who were near him. Perhaps the gentleman from lowa [{Mr. 


HvLt] can answer the question that was beyond the ability of 
the gentleman from Illinois, and that is to state the difference 
between joint and separate encampments for the purpose of | 


instruction, in this provision in the bill. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I should imagine that the joint is when 
the Regular Army and the militia are together, and separate 
when each is on their own hook. I do not want that to be taken 
as correct, because all the appropriations are for joint ma- 
neuvers. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Since the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, or who was formerly chairman, is unable to tell 
just what this language means, I wish to ask him whether the 
separate encampments are those which are held without the con- 
currence of the War Department by the militia in the various 
States? 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I can only guess the 


same as the gentleman from New York can, and he is a pretty 
good guesser. In Massachusetts last year and this year they 


have camp instruction, or maneuvers, and it may be that they 
have ihem in some place where there is no coast artillery. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. ‘There is no place in Massachusetts 
where they can be held where there is no coast artillery, for 
they took care of that ten years ago. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. As to the separate maneuvers, I refer 


the gentleman to the War Department, for I never had it under | reported to the House, when it will carry this audited account. 
| It is only a question of whether you will pay the obligation 
Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention of | 


the gentleman from Minnesota, if he will agree to two amend- | 


my jurisdiction. 
Mr. SHERLEY. 


ments to strike out the words “or hereafter” and strike out 
the words “and separate,” so that the provision will be merely 


future expenditures, I will withdraw the point of order. 
wise I will be compelled to make it. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
point of order. 
Mr. SHERLEY. All right, I make the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Other- 


for the 


surchase of furniture, 
replace thos 


apparatus, reagents, fixtures, 


States Geological Survey, 


including the repairs te 
equipment made necessary 


by said fire, 


instruments 
these emergency 


prescribe, $425. 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


_ After line 14, page 10, insert “to pay Orville H. Southmayde, United 
States deputy mineral surveyor, the amount found due him by the 


sa esemee officers of the Treasury as per certificate No. 8526, | 
Mr. MANN. To that I reserve a point of order. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I reserve a point of order to that. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I do not | 


think it is subject te a point of order. 
for the fiscal year 1906. 
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I would rather have the gentleman make the | 
| Hon. Espen W. MARTIN, 


To replace articles and material destroyed by fire, namely, to provide 
etc., to 
e destroyed by fire on the 9th of May, 1909, im the chemical 
laboratory on the fourth floor of the building occupied by the United 
and 
purchases | 
to be made undér such rules as the Secretary of the Interior may 


| certificate No. 8526, 


It is an audited account 
The certificate has been given, but 
owing to the unnecessary delay of examination by the examin- 
ing officers of the Interior Department the appropriation was 
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Mr. TAWNEY. All the accounts for the payment under the 
contract were settled and allowed, but the appropriation had 
lapsed? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
elapsing since the fiscal year. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The account has been audited and the cer- 
tificate and warrant has been issued? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Daketa. Yes; and so certified to by 
the officer. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask whether there |as 
been any estimate of an appropriation for this item sent in from 
the Treasury Department? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will state to the gentleman from L[llinois 
{Mr. Mann] that there is never any estimate submitted for an 
appropriation for audited accounts. At the close of every ses- 
sion of Congress the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions calls upon the Treasury Department to certify to Congress 
for payment all audited accownts or all accounts that are at- 
dited for which appropriations have lapsed or have not been 
made, and these audited accounts are always carried as cer- 
tified by the Treasury Department in the general deficiency bill 
at the close of every session of Congress. 

Mr. MANN. For which I believe an estimate is always made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is only this about it. It is simply a 
question of whether we will pay the amount found due by the 
auditing officers of the Government to this man who has per- 
formed the services now, or Wait until the end of the next 
session of Congress, when the general deficiency bill will be 





Yes; by reason of two years 


now or six months from now. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I have here 
a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury and also 


| from the auditor certifying te the completion and auditing of 
corrective of the mistake that has been made and not authorize | 


the account, and giving the number of the certificate issued for 
it, which I would like to put in the Recorp. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, June 17, 1909. 


House of Representatires. 

Sie: Im reply to your inguiry of the 15th instant, I have to inform 
you that this department holds a certificate of the Auditor for the In- 
terior Department, No. 8526, of June 9, 1909, in favor of Orville H. 
Southmayd for $2,234.82, payable from the appropriation “ Surveying 


the public lands, 1906,” for which there is no money now available 
for its payment. 
Respectfully, J. B. Reynoups, Acting Secretary. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, June 18, 1909. 


| Hon. Espen W. MARTIN, 
Mr. Chairman, I offer the | 
| that settlement of the claim of Orville H. 


House of Representatives. 
Ih 


My Dear MR. MARTIN: In response to your inquiry you are informed 
Southmayd, United States 
deputy surveyor, for surveys executed under his contract, No. 162, 
dated March 22, 1906, was made on the 9th instant, per Interior civil 
and certified to the Secretary of the Treasury 
for payment in the sum of $2,234.82 when an appropriation shal! have 
been made by Congress, the balance of the appropriation from which 
the claim is payable having, under the provisions of the existing law, 


| been carried to the surplus fund. 


Respectfully, R. 8. Auditor. 
Mr. MANN. Why is it that an account now regular in form, 
as the gentleman says, for services rendered three years ago 
has not been disposed of before this? 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Simply because not until 
within a few months did the examining officer complete the 


PERSON, 





examination of the work in the field for the Interior Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, they are not behind in the auditing of cur- 
rent accounts two years. There is no use of saying that to me. 
of the United States and because of the special authority in the| Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Well, I will say it to the 
appropriation act under which the contract was made, the | ¢e@tleman, if he wants to hear it or not. It is a fact. I am 
sundry civil act of March 3, 1905, authorizing the appropriation | ®t Saying that the auditor was delayed, but I am saying that 
of $400,000 for the purpose of additional surveys of the public | the examining officers in the field delayed in their work until 
lands. The circumstances are that that survey was made tle appropriation lapsed. There is nothing unusual or irregu- 
promptly, but owing to delay on the part of the field examining | }4t in the account except the delay in the payment of it by the 
officers, the appropriation was allowed to lapse a little over q | Government. 
year ago. The account has been audited, and I have the cer-| Mr. MANN. It is certainly unusual and very irregular for a 
tificates of the auditing officers, and there can be no objection | ™82 to whom money is due from the Government to wait for 
to it being allowed. three years before he gives his account before the accounting 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield? officer. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Certainly. Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. He has not waited at all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. When was the work done by the person who He has simply done the work and sent in his official surveys to 
was employed by the Government to de the work? the surveyor-general of the State, and they have been trans- 


allowed to lapse. It is not subject to a point of order, I appre- 
hend, because it is an audited account. Furthermore, it is not | 
subject to a point of order because of the general authority in | 
the Secretary of the Interior te make surveys of public land 


Mr. MARTIN of South Daketa. In 1906 and 1907. | mitted in the usual way, and then the examiner has been sent 
Mr. TAWNEY. It was completed in 1907? | from the Interior Department in the field to examine the work 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Completed in 1907, | in the field, and there is where the delay has been. 
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Mr. MANN. That does not take three 
These accounts are paid promptly. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It is not three years. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says it was done in 1906. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 1906 and 1907. The work 
was completed in 1907. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am not sure about the point of order, but I 
make the point of order that these audited accounts, except 
when transmitted in the regular way—if it is an audited ac- 
count, of which we have no official knowledge, and of course I 
do not question the statement of the gentleman that, in his 
opinion, the account has been audited—unless transmitted from 
the auditing department as an audited account, are not in order 
on a deficiency appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman insist on his point of 
order? 

Mr. MANN. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. In view of the fact that there is no offi- 
cial information of the auditing of this account from the Treas- 
ury Department, the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I have 
already offered for the Recorp the certificate to this effect on 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not presume to pass upon 
the character of the testimony which the gentleman offers. In 
view of the general practice for these matters to be certified by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, it would seem to be an irregular 
and unwise proceeding to accept any other than the usual 
manner of laying it before the cominittee. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] 
las éxamined this matter himself, and says that this item will 
be included as a regular matter in the next deficiency appro- 
priation bill, I shall not insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say in answer to the gentleman from 
Illinois that I have gone over this account and have examined it. 
It is an account that will be certified here as an audited account 
before the close of the next session of Congress, and is such an 
audited account as would go into the bill as a matter of course 
under the law authorizing the appropriation of money for au- 
dited accounts. The delay arises as follows: First, the con- 
tract for the making of the survey was not made until a long 
time after the appropriation for the survey was made, and then, 
after the survey was made by the man authorized under the 
contract to do the work, the examining force in the Land Office 
had to go all over the work again, as they do in every contract 
for the survey of public lands. 

And it was the verification of the original work by the de- 
partment, as the gentleman from South Dakota said, that caused 
the delay, and that necessitated the return of the appropriation. 
The delay being beyond the life of the appropriation, the appro- 
priation had to be returned to the Treasury. Now the work 
has been approved, accepted by the Government, the account has 
been audited, and it has passed to a certificate for a final war- 
rant. The only reason the warrant is not issued is because 
there is no money to meet the payment. I am satisfied that it 
is 2 demand that would not be carried in the general deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 
an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


years or three months. 


To pay the amount found due by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury for surveys of public lands in Colorado as per settlement 
certificate No. 8208, $5,493.97. 


Mr. MANN. 
that amendment and beg to ask the gentleman whether this 
account has ever been audited? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes, sir. 


month, in which he says: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, July 14, 1909. 
Hon. Epwarp T. TAYLor, 
House of Representatives. 

Sir: In reply to your communication of the 13th instant I have to 
inform you that this office holds certificate of the Auditor for the In- 
terior Department No. 8208, of May 11, 1909, payable to the American 
Bonding Company, of Baltimore, sursty on the bond of William C. 
O'Brian, United States deputy surveyor, for surveys of public lands in 
Colorede under contract No. 835, dated June 25, 1904, etc., in the sum 
of $5,493.97, which said certificate is made.payable from tke appro- 
priation “ Surveying the public lands, 1504 and 1905 (certified claims),” 
when such appropriation shall have been made by Congress. 

Respectfully, 
J. B. REYNOLDs, 
Acting Secretary. 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer | 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on | 


Mr. Chairman, I have | 
the letter here of the Acting Secretary, dated the 14th of this 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. Taytor] that his amendment is not in order as 
an amendment to the one proposed by the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. Martin]. ; 

Mr. BURLESON. Nobody has made the point that it is not 
germane. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist on his point of 
order? 

Mr. MANN. I will not make the point of order on the gen- 
tleman’s statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CAPITOL BUILDING. 

To purchase from the heirs of Thomas U. Walter 552 sheets of 
original designs and drawings relating to the Capitol building, $2,500. 

‘Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order on the 
paragraph. 

Mr. MADDEN. I make a point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, 
that I may state why this provision was inserted in this bill. 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the point of order for that purpose. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The recommendation was made by the Super- 
intendent of the United States Capitol Building and Grounds, 
Mr. Elliott Woods, in which he says in a letter addressed to me: 


OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDENT, 
Unirep STATES CAPITOL BUILDING AND GROUNDS, 
Washington, D. C., July 7, 1909. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


Hon. JAMES A. TAWNEY, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
ouse of Representatives. 


Dear Sir: I am authorized by the Joint Commission on the Ex- 
tension of the Capitol Building to lay before your committee a request 
that there be inserted in some deficiency bill, during the present session, 
an item appropriating $2,500 for the purchase of 552 sheets of original 
designs and drawings, all of which — to the Capitol building, and 
which were made by the late Thomas U. Walter, architect of the last 
extensions to the Capitol. These are now in the possession of the sole 
surviving heirs, the Misses Ida and Olivia Walter. 

The commission considered this matter upon recommendation 
(copy of which I inclose) and p so far as to authorize me 
to make a tender to the Misses Walter in the sum named. In this 
the commission took my appraisement, which I am frank to state is 


' 
very much lower than the real value of the drawings. 


Then he goes on and describes the value of it. It is at the 
| request of this commission that we inserted this provision in 
| the bill. 
| Mr. MANN. I think no one criticises the gentleman for that. 
| I make the point of order on the paragraph. 
| The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 
| Mr. TAWNEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offered an amendment 
a moment ago that I would like to have submitted at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
against that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
what is the reason they did not bring this thing in here before 
| that hot spell? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If we had, it would have been impossible to 
have constructed the plant in time to meet the conditions that 
_we have been laboring under here, or loafing under here, for 
| some time. ‘i 
I want to say, Mr. Chairman, to the committee that this is a 
| matter that a great many, in fact all the Members of the House, 
are particularly interested in. The power and heating plant of 
' the Capitol building, office buildings, and Library building will 
' be completed this fall. 
| It is proposed to construct a refrigerating plant for the pur- 

pose of furnishing ice for the Capitol, for the Office Buildings, 
and also for the Congressional Library. In addition to that, 
$15,000 of this $72,000 it is proposed to expend for the purpose 
of putting in the Capitol building here an equipment that will 
' absorb the moisture in both the House and Senate Chambers in 
‘the summer time, and make these Chambers fit to work and 
‘live in. A few days ago I visited the Bureau of Standards for 
the purpose of looking over the work of that bureau. Going 
through the different rooms the temperature was 80 degrees. 
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The atmosphere was very oppressive. Opening a door and | Formerly I had something to do with the House Office Building 
stepping into another room, we were impressed by the marked myself and was chairman of a committee that had certain duties 
change in the temperature. The change in temperature I | in relation to it. I have noticed that ever since the gentleman 
thought was at least 20 degrees below the room we had just | assumed his duties it has been impossible to get ice water over 
come from. On inquiry I found that it was only a difference | in the House Office Building; whereas while I was having the 
of 5 degrees from the temperature in the other.room. There | management over there, there was no trouble in getting ice 
were only 5 degrees difference between the room we had entered | water all the time. 

and the room we had just come from. On inquiry I ascertained Mr. FITZGERALD. ‘The gentleman has been so busy over in 
that this room is cooled by means of pumping liquid ammonia | this building that he has not spent enough time in the other to 
into a coil of pipe inclosed within a cylinder, and around this cyl- | find the ice water. 

inder is another larger cylinder with a coil of pipe through which Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken. I spend more time 
is pumped brine, and this brine is pumped through large pipes | in the House Office Building than the gentleman from New York 
for the purpose of cooling several rooms, in which rooms it is | does, but I can not get ice water. The plant they have provided 
necessary to conduct accurately scientific tests that have to be | will not furnish it. 

made. Then there is a coil of pipe in each room that absorbs Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is mistaken. “The gen- 
the moisture in the atmosphere. The reason for the marked | tleman from New York” has nothing to do with that. The 
change in the atmosphere is that in one room we had the high | commission of which I am a member has nothing to do with 
humidity in the atmosphere and in the other room there was | the equipment or erection of that building. That is completely 


absolutely dry air. under the control of another commission, which is still in ex- 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri, That is the ordinary refrigerating | istence, and over which I have no authority or control, and 
apparatus, with which I have no connection. 
Mr. TAWNEY. It is not the ordinary refrigerating appa-| Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken. 
ratus, because the ordinary refrigerating apparatus is con- Mr. FITZGERALD. No; “the gentleman” is not mistaken. 


ducted by liquid ammonia. Of course that is not used in this | There are two commissions existing under the law. One of 
case, and it is far less expensive. Now, the Superintendent of | them is still completing that building, and that is the commis- 
the Capitol Building and Grounds informed me that he has | sion to which the gentleman will have to make his complaint 
made a careful estimate of the cost, which is less than $7,500 | for the inadequacy of the ice water. 

for each legislative Chamber in the Capitol building, and that Mr. MANN. No; the building is completed, as far as that is 
by the time the long. session reaches the period of warm | concerned. The furnishing of ice water has nothing to do with 
weather, this Chamber as well as the Senate Chamber can be | the completion of the building. That is a part of the current 
cooled so that it will be comfortable and far more agreeable | maintenance of the building, and the gentleman from New York 
to work in than either Chamber is now. is responsible for the Members not having ice water in all 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask | their rooms over there. 
him a question? | Mr. FITZGERALD. I supposed that the gentleman from 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. Illinois really knew something about the House Office Building. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. After the next long session this Cham- | Under the original plan a refrigerating plant was proposed 
ber will be considerably changed ? by which ice water was to be supplied in every room of the 

Mr. TAWNEY. That will not offect this at all, because the | building. That plant has not yet been completed, and its com- 
cool air will be pumped into this Chamber as well as the other | pletion is under the control of the original commission. The 
Chamber. I am informed by the Superintendent of the Capitol commission that was subsequently appointed has no jurisdiction 
building that the proposed change in the size of this Chamber | over the matter. 
will not in any way affect the appliance nor the preparations | The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
that we will have to make. | sota has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not thinking of the change in the| Mr. TAWNEY. I ask a further extension of five minutes for 
size, but we all understand that the changes in this Chamber | the benefit of gentlemen who desire to ask questions. 
will be very radical, and this plant being for installation for The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
one session Thre was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It will not affect it. I am informed by the| Mr. BARNHART. I should like to inquire how it could be 
Superintendent of the Capitol building that any change that is | supposed that the gentleman from Chicago and the gentleman 
made in the Chamber here will not affect in the least the | from New York would know anything about ice water any 
equipment provided for the purpose of cooling the atmosphere | way? [Laughter.] 





in the Capitol. | Mr. TAWNEY. I refer that to the gentleman from New 
Mr. FITZGERALD. How much ice do they expect to make | York and the gentleman from Chicago to answer. 

out of this expenditure provided for? Mr. MANN. It is true we do not come from a prohibition 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. State, where you can not even smoke cigarettes. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say to the gentleman from New 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for five | York that I have a letter here from the Superintendent of the 

minutes more. | Capitol building, in which he says: 


Mr. TAWNEY. We are expending $3,000 a year for furnish- Dear Str: Some four or five years ago I sent to Congress an estimate 
ing ice to the House of Represenattives. I do not know how | for a proposed refrigerating plant for the Capitol building, which would 
much they expend_at the other end of the Capitol. be sufficiently large to make all the ice required for the Capitol, and in 


y , 7’ addition, to cool the air furnished the Senate and House chambers, s 
Now, I wish to say, in regard to that expenditure, that the that they could be made comfortable by the introduction of ecol and 


departments here, by reason of the enormous increase in the | dried air in case Congress was compelled to sit during hot weather. 
price of ice, have been installing ice plants of their own. In The present heated term, and the extremely uncomfortable conditions 


» in the Senate and House, have reminded me of the former proposition, 
the Post-Office Department they have installed an ice plant and I respectfully request that your committee consider the eatter dur- 
at an expenditure of $3,500 and are manufacturing their ice | ing the present session of Congress, if possible. I believe, if appro- 
now at 67 cents a ton, for which the ice company here was | Priation was made at this session, that the installation might be com- 
charging the Government $8 a ton pleted by next December, or at least in time to take care of any un- 

ging 10VE al ° comfortable conditions which might arise during the coming long session 
The Treasury Department and the Interior Department are | of Congress. , . 
also installing plants operated with The heating, lighting, and power plant will no doubt be completed and 
£ P pe 1 th power that they have, and in operation by December, and this will furnish the necessary power for 
the equipment costs only about $3,500. the operation of the refrigerating machines. I would further suggest 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Considering the size of the Post-Office | that if this installation be made in the Capitol building, it be extended 
Department, how is it possible for that department to get an | to cover the Senate and House buildings. 





~ , * . I am sure that with such a plant we could produce all the ice neces- 

ice plant that costs only $3,500, while that for Congress and sary for the Capitol and Office buildings at a very much lower rate than 
the Library is to cost $57,000? is paid at the present time. In this connection I will furnish the com- 
Mr. TAWNEY. There is a difference between a refrigerating mittee a little later a memorandum of the amount of ice used at the 
plant and an ice plant, a very great difference. Capitol and the average cost per ton, based upon the expenditures for 


ZO the past fiscal year. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. There is not a difference of $54,000. My estimate of the cost of this proposed installation is $72,000, which 


The gentleman said the purpose of this $72,000 is to make ice | would cover all machinery and appliances and the necessary structural 


for the Capitol and Library, and $15,000 is to reduce the hot air | S74,°Cr‘the Capitol, st ne Ventilating apparatus lm eae 


of this Chamber and the other. That leaves $57,000 for the ice Very respectfully, 
plant. es 5 wis ELLIOTT Woops, 
Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me, in the time of Supcrintendent United States Capitol Building and Grounds. 


the gentleman from Minnesota, the gentleman from New York Of course as the superintendent of the building has net been 
(Mr. Frrzerratp] is a member of the House Office Commission. | able to say what the exact structural changes that will be 
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necessary to make in order to install the cooling apparatus for 
the use of the House and Senate, it is impossible for him at 
this time to determine these changes or what the exact cost 
wili be, but that he felt that he had estimated the cost suffi- 
ciently high to cover all the expenses incident to the structural 
or architectural changes made necessary by reason of the 
installation of this equipment. I hope the gentleman from 
New York will not insist on his point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it seems that four or five 
years ago an estimate was submitted for this plant, and because 
of a season during the hot weather of the past week or two 
the superintendent calls attention to that long-forgotten esti- 
mate, and, with no further information, it is sought to expend 
$72,000 to install it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, we have further information. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have the greatest confidence in the 
Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds, but I do 
not think it is advisable, without investigation, to expend this 
large amount of money. The letter upon which the appropri- 
ation is based is dated July 7. Nobody knows how much ice is 
consumed in the Capitol, what the cost is—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. The cost is $8 a ton. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That happens to be the cost just at pres- 
ent; but what it has been in the past or what it will be in the 
future, nobody knows. At any rate, I do not believe that we 
should authorize the expenditure of $72,000 simply upon the 
request of some official, no matter how much confidence we may 
have in him. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would like to suggest to the gentleman 
from New York that there is absolutely no estimate of what it 
will cost to run this ice plant. Probably the cost of running it 
will supply the ice that is needed. I hope the gentleman will 
insist on the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I insist on the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING. 


uipment for the rooms assigned to the House 
ce Building, including necessary labor in movy- 


For steel shelving 
library in the House O 
ing books, $4,200. 

Mr. CARLIN. 
that paragraph. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I make this motion because I want to in- 
sert some remarks in the Recorp, and I want to make this brief 
statement. Some time ago I made some remarks in the House 
in connection with the reduction of telegraph rates in this 
country. Since that time telegraph rates have been increased 
from 14 to 25 per cent, and I desire to introduce some addi- 
tional table or tables in addition to the remarks previously 
made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from 
Michigan extending his remarks in the Recorp? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

What was the point of order of the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. CARLIN. I raise the point of order that there is no 
existing law for the paragraph, beginning with line 21. 

Mr. TAWNEY. As I understand it, that transfer has been 
ordered by a committee of the House authorized to make the 
transfer. There is no money to defray the expense incident 
to the equipment of the rooms in the House Office Building, nor 
is there any money to defray the expense of the labor in making 
the transfer. 

Mr. CARLIN. The gentleman from Minnesota is discussing 
another paragraph of the bill, and not the paragraph to which 
I raised the point of order. My point of order is to the para- 
graph at the bottom of page 10, providing for an appropriation 
for steel shelving in the House Office Building. My point of 
order is that it violates the provision that no appropriation 
shall be reported in any general appropriation bill or be in 
order thereto 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is exactly the section that I referred to. 

Mr. CARLIN. The gentleman was talking about the cost of 
removal, which is over on page 15. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is also included in the paragraph that 
the gentleman has made the point of order to. 

Mr. MANN. They have no relation to each other at all; 
one is to remove the books from the folding room and the other 
pertains to the library in the House Office Building. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia deny 
that this is a continuation of the completion of the House Office 
Building? 

Mr. CARLIN. Yes; I hold it is not. The rule is that no 
appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation 


Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order as to 
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bill or be in order as an amendment thereto unless in continu- 
ation of appropriation for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress. ‘“ Already in progress” is the language 
of the rule. Now, this building is no longer in progress. The 
building is completed; so far as the specific appropriation is 
concerned, it has certainly been exhausted. There is no ap- 
propriation pending for progressive work and therefore there 
is no law authorizing it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any law limiting the cost of the 
House Office Building? 

Mr. CARLIN. Yes; specifically limited to $4,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has that been reached? 

Mr. CARLIN. I have no doubt of it; long ago. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, this is for furnishing the 
rooms that have been assigned to the House library in the 
Office Building, and of course I suppose it is always in order 
to carry the appropriation fer equipping and furnishing rooms 
which Congress had authorized to be occupied. That has 
always been the rule heretofore. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this is a part of 
the construction of the House Office Building, but it is the en- 
largement of the library. The library on the east side of the 
Chamber here and the library in the galleries behind us are still 
parts of the Congressional Library. We have the right to extend 
them, and do so constantly. Now, here is a proposition to fur- 
ther extend the Congressional Library by providing the neces- 
sary shelving in the House Office Building, just as though you 
were providing additional shelving in the library to the left of 
me or in the library up above us. or. the library of the Su- 
preme Court—all parts of the Congressional Library. It is a 
part of the extension of the library, which is itself a work in 
progress, which must be accommodated both in the way of shelv- 
ing and by the addition of new books. I may say for the benefit 
of the membership of the House, who will use the library— 
probably not interesting to my friend from Virginia [Mr. Car- 
LIN]—that it is proposed to establish a working library in = 
House Office Building under the rooms now occupied by the 
Committee on Ways and Means, a large and light room, very 
convenient for the purpose, and to have there the books and 
some others such as are now in the library on the gallery floor. 
Up here they are at present practically inaccessible to the mem- 
bership of the House which is located in the House Office Build- 
ing. Of course they are accessible to those who are located with 
their committees in this building. But it is desirable and de- 
sired to provide this working library with at least the statutes 
and the records, and probably the various Supreme Court opin- 
ions, both of the United States and other supreme courts, and 
such other books as will necessarily be convenient for the mem- 
bership of the House at the Office Building, where they can 
step into the room and either sit at a table and consult the books 
or send down for the books. 

Mr. SIMS. Do they contemplate putting this library in the 
large room that has been used for public hearings? 

Mr. MANN. In the large room in which the gentleman and 
I had hearings on pulp and paper. 

Mr. SIMS. Will that then prevent its being used as a room 
for hearings? 

Mr. MANN. That would prevent its being used as a room 
for hearings, There is a room now at the northeast corner of 
the building like the room occupied by the Ways and Means 
Committee which has already been set apart for general hear- 
ings, and which will take the place of the other room. 

Mr. SIMS. And therefore we would still have a room for our 
hearings in which large numbers of people are interested. 

Mr. MANN. There is still a room specially designed for that 
purpose. , 

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Chairman, I call the Chair’s attention to 
this language: 

Uniess in continuation of appropriations for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress. 

Now, on page 413 of the Manual “ works in progress” seems 
to have been construed: 

By “ public works and objects already in progress"’ are meant tan- 
gible matters like buildings, roads, ete. 

My contention is that this building is no longer in progress; 
that a specific amount was appropriated for it, and the specific 
amount has been exhausted; and that therefore this item is 
new legislation and there is no existing law authorizing the 
appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. Qh, well, Mr. Chairman, when the Office Build- 
ing was created, it was created in part for the purpose of havy- 
ing a library in the rooms there, and to say that we can not 
equip that library seems to me ridiculous. It is no part of the 
original construction of the building under the limit of cost. 
It is just like putting furniture into the building. 
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Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Ohairman, I withdraw the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, st ts 
ment of assistan 

to * ees =? ry PEt ed States. dis tr ict attorneys em- 
ployed by the Attorney-General to aid in cases for the fiscal 
year 1909, $27,000. This appropriation shal eS avatinble also for the 
payment of ‘tae ecuuat employed by the Attorney-General in special 
cases, and such counsel shall not be ul to e oath of office in 
accordance with section 366, Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, on that I reserve the point 
of order. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the chairman of the committee if any amount of the money used 
for the employment of foreign counsel is in the case of the 
Government against Delavan Smith and Joseph Pulitzer? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I will say to the gentleman that that 
language is not included for the purpose of covering or provid- 
ing for the compensation of counsel engaged in that case or like 
cases, 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana. 
for that purpose. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will state that this appropriation is made 
in identically the language the annual appropriation is made in 
in the current sundry civil appropriation act. 

Some years ago it became necessary, notably in the Carter 
case, to ‘employ foreign counsel in Canada for the purpose of 
taking testimeny and performing other services in extradition 
cases. It was found we had no authority to do it, as the oath 
required by our law could not be taken by these foreign attor- 
neys. This provision was inserted at that time and has re- 
mained there, for the purpose of meeting emergencies of that 
character. That is the only reason. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
ehairman of the Committee on Appropriations some questions 
for information. I see that the paragraph under consideration 
appropriates $27,000 to cover a deficiency in the Attorney-Gen- 
eral’s office. 

Mr. TAWNEY., I will say that that is the actual deficiency in 
the appropriation for the fiscal year 1909. 

Mr. COX of Indiana, What has brought about the deficiency? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The additional business that is conducted 
by the Department of Justice. More cases have been instituted 
and more cases tried and determined. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman inform me whether 
or not the Attorney-General’s Department makes a practice of 
employing district attorneys of the United States to go out of 
their territory and prosecute other cases while still drawing a 
salary from the Government? Is any part of this deficiency 
brought about by reason of the fact that the Attorney-General 
has sent United States district attorneys to other States and 
Territories to conduct prosecutions? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not at all. That would be a positive viola- 
tion of the law. A district attorney gives his time and his 
labor to the Government for the statutory compensation, and 
can draw no other salary or compensation. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Has this deficiency been brought about 
by the employment of new counsel entirely? 

Mr. TAWNEY. By additional and independent assistant at- 
torneys-general or assistants to the Attorney-General here, 
and assistant district attorneys to the district attorneys of the 
United States. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. What kind and character of cases 
have they assisted in the prosecution of? 

Mr. TAWNEY. All classes of cases. There are land cases, 
there are corporation cases, there are trust cases; all classes of 
business arising under the laws of the United States over which 
the Department of Justice has jurisdiction. I can not enumer- 
ate the cases. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Can the gentleman tell us of any trust 
case in which special assistant counsel has been employed to 
aid the Government in the prosecution of? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; the action of the Government against 
the tobacco trust. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How much did they pay out in that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know. I have a complete list of all 
the assistant attorneys—that is, assistants to the district attor- 
neys and assistants to the Attorney-General—and the amount 
paid to each one of them. If the gentleman wishes to look it 
over, he can do so. It will require about half an hour to an 
hour's time for me to read it. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is any part of this deficiency brought 
oat by amounts of money paid to Mr, Heney, of San Fran- 
cisco? 

Mr. TAWNEY. None whatever. I will say, for the informa- 
tion of the gentleman and the committee, that the payments 


This appropriation is not to be used 
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made to Mr. Heney, of San Francisco, were made out of appro- 
priations made for years prior to the fiscal year 1909. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. So that there is no part of this defi- 
ciency —— 

Mr. TAWNEY. No part of this deficiency arises by reason of 
any payment made to Mr. Heney. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I wish the gentleman would explain 
this peculiar provision in this bill about appropriations to be 
made available also for the payment of foreign counsel to be 
employed by the Attorney-General in special cases. What kind 
of cases? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Extradition cases. I do not know whether 
the gentleman was here when I answered that question, asked 
by another gentleman on that side of the House, or not. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Exclusively extradition cases? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Exclusively extradition cases, I may say; 
but in the particular case which gave rise to this language, 
which was the Carter case, some years ago, these counsel were 
employed. They had to employ foreign counsel. They could 
not employ or compensate foreign counsel, because under the 
law no man can draw compensation from the Government with- 
out first taking the oath of office, and this foreign counsel can 
not do. This was to give authority for the employment of 
counsel in extradition cases, cases like that of Carter, and 
compensate them lawfully from the Treasury of the United 
States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. In the hearings I find this question 
propounded by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Burtrson] to a 
Mr. Field, who was before the committee: 

I wish you would look up that matter and put into the record who 
has been employed by the Government, if anyone, to prosecute the cases 


against Delavan Smith and Joseph Pulitzer, the amounts paid them, 
and the amounts contracted to be paid them.—A. Yes, sir. 





[After a pause.] The 


That is to be found on page 142 of the hearings, and I will 
ask the gentleman whether or not Mr. Field ever furnished the 
committee any information along that line? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Attorney-General, I will say, wrote two 
letters, as I now recall it—I think I have them here—in respect 
to the inquiries which Mr. Field was unable to answer, and 
gave the only definite information we had before our committee ; 
but these two letters were not received in time to incorporate 
them in the hearings, because the hearings were printed before 
the letters were received. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then, the Attorney-General disclaims 
that any part of this money is going to the prosecution of these 
two men, does he? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will read the last paragraph of the letter 
from the Attorney-General covering the question asked, “ Who 
is in charge of the Panama Libel case?” “The United States 
attorney in New York is in charge of the case there, and in 
Washington Mr. Stuart McNamara, Assistant Attorney-General, 
is in charge of the case here.” I do not know whether the 
Attorney-General fully understood the purport of the question 
of Mr. BuRLESON or not. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is that all the information which the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations has bearing upon 
this point? 


Mr. TAWNEY. Bearing upon the Panama Libel cases? 


Mr. GOX of Indiana. Yes, sir. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, this appears to 


me as rather a remarkable appropriation, especially in view of 
the fact that in the last session of the Sixtieth Congress we 
appropriated $500,000 to aid the Attorney-General in looking 
after the interests of the Government of the United States: 
and yet during this special session of Congress we are asked to 
appropriate an additional sum of $27,000 to aid the Department 
of Justice in the United States for the current year 1910. I 
do not know whether any part of this deficiency is brought 
about as a result of the prosecution now being conducted against 
Mr. Delavan Smith, the editor and proprietor of the Indianapo- 
lis News, and Mr. Pulitzer, of the New York World, or not; 
and, in my opinion, the information so far given is rather vague 
and indefinite. The hearings had before the Committee on 
Appropriations fail to disclose anything upon that proposition, 
and the only information we have is a letter addressed to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the House by 
the Attorney-General of the United States, and it fails to dis- 
close how much is being paid to these parties for the purpose 
of aiding in this prosecution. 
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Now, I have no defense whatever to make of Mr. Delavan 
Smith, the editor and proprietor of the Indianapolis News, for 
he needs none, and, in fact, the Indianapolis News needs none; 
because, if there be in the United States a paper which desires 
to give intelligent and honest news and to .tell the true facts 
in any matter, it is the Indianapolis News. ,I wish, Mr. Chair- 
man, that all the information that could possibly bear upon this 
point had been brought out by the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, so that we could have been thoroughly and 
intelligently informed whether or not any part of this appro- 
priation is being used for that unjust purpose. This is indeed 
a very large deficiency bill, following so soon after the close of 
the last session of Congress, and yet, so far as the present in- 
formation is concerned, only one trust has been prosecuted by 
any part of the money out of which this deficiency appropria- 
tion has grown, and the tobacco trust, one of the most vicious 
and destructive of all the trusts, is still doing business at the 
old stand. : 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
give the gentleman from Indiana a little piece of information. 
He asked if there were trusts prosecuted by counsel paid out 
of this fund. I happen to know of one. That was the tur- 
pentine trust, which was prosecuted during this year at Savan- 
nah, Ga., in which a distinguished southern counsel, Hon. 
William M. Toomer, was employed, and was successful. Distin- 
guished gentlemen were convicted and sentenced to jail terms, 
one of them, Mr. Shotter, who was included in the class called 
“ millionaires,” and the others who were of the class usually 
alluded to as of “ high standing in the community.” 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How much was paid to that assistant? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I have not the slightest idea. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Why was he employed? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. To convict the men. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Was not the district attorney confpe- 
tent and able to handle the prosecution? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I suppose the Department of 
Justice knew its own business. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Who was the district attorney? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I have not the slightest idea. 

Mr. SABATH. If he knew his business, he would not need 
additional counsel. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Whoever the district attorney 
was, I suppose he had other business also to attend to. I know 
there was a large array of counsel on the side of the defendant; 
and some gentlemen on that side seem to want one district at- 
torney to conduct such a case against all the counsel whom 
wealthy defendants can employ, no matter how many. I will 
say to the gentleman that I know Mr. Toomer’s reputation in 
the South as an able and distinguished counsel. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The gentleman does not know how 
much was paid him? 

Mr. RENNET of New York. No; but I hope he got a good, 
big fee for the valuable service he rendered. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Do you not believe it would be wise for 
the Government of the United States to employ Mr. Toomer to 
prosecute the sugar trust? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Well, we have just as good 
counsel in New York as they have anywhere else. 

Mr. SABBATH. They are not succeeding yet, are they? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say that the compensation of the 
counsel employed in that case, as in other trust cases, was 
paid out of the lump-sum appropriation for the prosecution of 
trust cases. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How much has been appropriated for 
that purpose? 

Mr. TAWNEY. There was $500,000 appropriated originally, 
and we have since supplemented that appropriation by adding 
about $300,000 more. 

Mr. MURPHY. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota a question. Did I understand him to say that none 
of this money was paid to Francis J. Heney? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I say none of this deficiency is in any way 
due to payments heretofore made to Mr. Heney on account of 
any service he may have rendered to the Government in the 
past. 

Mr. MURPHY. Can you tell us how much money has been 
paid to Mr. Heney during the last year and what services he 
rendered to the Government for the money so paid him? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Twenty-three thousand dollars, and no sery- 
ices whatever that year. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question in reference to the payment of special counsel in the 
Indian Territory for the recovery of lands belonging to Indians 
sold by them to citizens of Indian Territory, now Oklahoma, 
and whether or not any of this fund is for that purpose, either 
as payments to counsel or court expenses? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think that expenditure is all out of a 
specific appropriation made for that purpose, carried in the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There have been a great many 
unwarranted suits brought in that country against citizens who 
have bought lands from Indians who had a legal right to sell 
their lands. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I so understand. Complaint was made last 
winter about that. There is a specific appropriation, as I now 
recall it, $50,000, for that purpose; but none of the people em- 
ployed under this appropriation are paid out of that, and those 
employed under that appropriation can not be paid out of this 
one. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There was $79,000 appropriated 
in the last Indian appropriation bill that could, in my judgment, 
have been used, and I think $39,000 of that was paid for the 
purpose of enabling the department to investigate the matter of 
illegal transfers of Indian lands and to ascertain the names and 
number of persons against whom suits ought to be brought, and 
about $40,000 of it was appropriated for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the Indians who were competent to sell their lands. 
Now, this state of affairs has arisen in Oklahoma: Thousands of 
unwarranted suits have been brought against men who have 
good titles to their lands, having acquired them from Indians 
who had a right to sell their allotments; one of these Indians 
by blood is a Member of this House now. But, Mr. Speaker, I 
will print as part of my remarks a full statement of the injury 
done to the State and people of Oklahoma by federal officials, 
who have so unjustly cast a cloud over the title to all lands in 
the Indian Territory recently bought from Indians. ‘These suits, 
Mr. Speaker, also prevent Indians whose restrictions from sell- 
ing their lands have been removed by law from selling them at 
a fair price, for no sane man will buy a lawsuit, well knowing 
from the records of the courts that some government agent or 
attorney would, as soon as his deed was recorded, bring suit to 
set it aside. The Ardmore Statesman, a reputable Republican 
paper published in Ardmore, Okla., set forth in the following 
editorials the facts specifically, viz: 


RANK INJUSTICE OF LAND-TITLE SUITS. 


For nearly a year a large portion of the employees of the United 
States Government in the eastern, or Indian Territory, portion of 
Oklahoma have been doing nothing else but prepare and bring suits 
against the owners of lands that have been acquired from the Indians. 
This has been a grievous burden upon us of the eastern portion of the 
State, who have seen prospective purchasers of our !ands, thousands 
in number, scared away by these suits, fearful lest in case they buy 
they shall be made defendants of suits by Uncle Sam. But, despite our 
great loss as the direct result of these suits, we have sat idle and 
remained quiet. There has been rank injustice, in many instances, in 
the manner in which white men have secured property of Indians, and 
we reasoned that these suits were founded, more or less, in justice; 
that these questions of title would have to be settled at one time or 
another. 

But the suits kept coming, deputy marshals continued to wear out 
their sole leather all last summer and fall and winter serving notices 
upon the thousands made defendants by the Government in these suits. 
And the best of our people, those whose reputation for honest, upright 
character, and square dealing with their fellow-men, is known of every 
man, have been charged by Uncle Sam with having come into posses- 
sion of their holdings fraudulently. 

And yet again we sat silent, biding our time, hoping that the in- 
auguration of our wise, patient and justice-loving Taft as President 
would put an end to this unjust “ justice.” 

But Taft has now been President more than sixty days, and the suits 
are beginning to fall faster, yet faster. And now we shall speak. 

First, we shall give an instance that recently came under our notice 
showing how unjust, even ridiculous, puerile, some of these suits are. 

An Indian woman, Annie Hunt, née Beal, had restrictions removed 
on October 2, 1906, to take effect thirty days after date. On Novem- 
ber 3, 1906, yok Mens days after the above date, she sold 10 acres of 
asphalt land to Peter Schmaal. Mr. Schmaal next sold this land to 
W. B. Frame. Mr. Frame transferred it to the Ardmore Asphalt, Oil 
and Gas Company, which thinks it now owns the 10 acres in ques- 
tion. And here the comedy of errors begins. 

Act. I. The United States Government, through its wise, all-seeing 
and all-known Muskogee office, sued Mr. Schmaal, who had pur- 
chased the 10 acres of asphalt land above mentioned and who had 
in turn disposed of it to Mr. Frame. As soon as Mr. W. B. Johnson 
heard of this suit, he took a train to Muskogee and took the matter 
up with the office there. The error was admitted as soon as Mr. John- 
son exhibited the papers in proof of the fact that the Indian woman 
had disposed of her land only after she had had her restrictions re- 
moved and was therefore free to do so, and the suit was dismissed at 
once and with apologies. 

Act If. In course of time the Ardmore Asphalt, Oil, and Gas Com- 
pany, the final owners of this elusive 10 acres, were sued by the Gov- 
ernment in connection with the much-litigated property. Again Mr. 
Johnson took the matter up with the people at Muskogee. Again they 
admitted foe r error, bowed and apologized, and promised it wouldn't 
oecur again. 
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Frame, the second holder of this fatal 10 
by the Government, as represented by 
. Frame is disgusted is 


Act IIL But now, Mr. 
acres of ex-Indian soil, is sued 
its piushogse employees. To say that Mr 


ightly. 
That something is, must be, and can not help being wrong is a fore- 
gone conclusion. For there are numerous 0 instances. In fact, 
we can give a hundred or more instances of governmental! sults in this 
city almost as foolish. 

henever the Government sues on a particular piece of property, the 
owner in ma demurrer must file a fee of with t uskogee 
office, which is perquisite of the clerk’s office. Besides, an attorney 
must be hired and other expense incurred. For no matter how innocent 
of wrongdoing the sued may be, nor no matter how big an error the 
Government may have made in filing suit, the defendant must go to the 
expense of digging up $5 for the clerk’s office, and of hiring an attorney 
whose fee is generally $10 in such cases, for the ordinary mortal can 
not be allo to invade the sanctity of that office long enough to ex- 
plain the wrong that has been done him; he must answer in court, 
and that’s an expensive way of making reply. 

There are even those who insinuate that there is at least a remote 
connection between the large uumber of suits being filed and the fact 
that each suit filed means another $5 bill in the clerk’s Jee Twenty- 
eight thousand suits at $5 r is lots of money, $140,000, to be re- 
ceived as fees; and 28,000 times $10, $280,000, is a pretty big sum to 
be received by the lawyers making the defense of government suits “a 
specialty,” while $420,000 is altogether too big a price for the land 
owners of this section to pay in finding out whether they are rascals or 
not. 

There was a time when it was considered good form by the Govern- 
ment to investigate conditions first and sue afterwards, but in this 
modern day it would seem to be the more correct form to sue first and 
investigate afterwards. 

There is something wrong somewhere, and that something should be 
found and eliminated at once! 

However, we will now take up a number of cases revealing the abso- 
= inconsistence, if not ignorance, shown by the Government in bring- 
ng these suits. 

There is the case of Mr. Poland, one of the leading Indians of this 
city, whose communication on this subject appears elsewhere in this 
issue. We will ty just one instance in connection with him. Some 
time ago he bought a tract of land from another Indian, Alitchatubby. 
Later he sold one-half of this to N. P. Anderson, of Fort Worth. An- 
other half he disposed of to Mr. Harris, of Marsden, who, in turn, sold 
it to Mr. Poland’s son, Rob, as he was leaving the country; but after 
a time he returned and repurchased the 1 ‘ow, Mr. Poland has 
been sued in connection with this land, also Mr. Anderson of Fort 
Worth, then Mr. Harris, and then Mr. Poland's son, Rob. Up to date 
Harris, who repurchased the land, has not received notice his sec- 
ond suit. Inasmuch as Mr. Poland gare a clear title to this property, 
he will have to defend each suit, and has had to put up $5 clerk’s fees 
in each case and $10 or more attorney’s feees. Mr. Poland ts ve 
solicitous, therefore, for fear Mr. Harris, the present owner of the land, 
will again sell it, which will, of course, mean another suit for Mr. 
Poland to defend. If the land cha hands much more, he will have 
to spend more money than the land is worth in defending the title. 

Another case is that of our Congressman, 1s Carrer, himself 
an Indian. CHARL#@® tells this story himself and thinks it a huge joke. 
It seems that during his cam for C when, as everyone 
knows, money was rather tight, he was compelled to go to the banks 
and borrow money for his campaign expenses, giving as collateral some 
of his Indian land. Some time ago, however, paid off these loans. 
thus releasing his property, but the other day our ambitious suit-mad 
Government filed suits nst these selfsame banks because at one time 
they held a lien on Mr. Carrer’s property. Will some one endowed with 
a little more gray matter than we posses please explain to us why 
these suits are justified? 

The course of the Government in bringing these suits by the thou- 
sand, bad, and indifferent, | mw us in mind of a story they tell 
on a local merchant. It seems t during the rush hours a saddle 
had been sold, but in the hurry no memorandum had been made of 
the sale, and the clerk in question had forgotten to whom it had been 
sold. So the proprietor was consulted. 

“Charge it to every customer we have on the books,” said he. 
“Those who didn't get the saddle, of course, will object to paying for 
it, while he who got it won’t say a word.” 

The Government, in its effort to find the guilty one, has evidently 
concluded that the only safe way is to accuse every one, th that 
the innocent can establish their innocence or prove an alibi, and that 
those who can not are guilty. It is indeed fortunate that the same 
custom is not followed in criminal matters, else all of us would stand 
. chance of being hanged for murder, it being up to us to prove our 


That the wholesale way in which the Government is bringing these 
suits is indicative of there a SS ee somewhere there 
ean be little doubt, and we intend to keep ae on this subject 
until we either find the cause or are convinced that we have erred 
in inferring that things are not exactly what they should be. Onr 
opinion in this matter is shared by many of the employees of the 

partment of the Interior itself, but who for obvious reasons can not 
allow their views to become too generally known. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the numerous instances here cited of these 
outrageous suits—taken from a Republican paper giving the 
names of some of the parties—is, in my judgment, a full justifi- 
cation of my desire to prevent the use of these funds for un- 
justly bringing suits indiscriminately to set aside sales of 
Indian lands. Only last week, Mr. Chairman, I understand that 
more than 200 of these cases were dismissed by the federal 
court at Muskogee, thus showing that my contention is true. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that this appropriation can not be 
used for the purpose the gentleman refers to at all, because a 
specific appropriation is made for that purpose. 

Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
The gentleman has stated that $23,000 was paid to one gentle- 
man for no service rendered. I would like for the gentleman 
to explain to the House how it comes that those officers paying 
out our public funds pay them out for no services, rendered? 


putting it 


Mr. TAWNEY. It is claimed that he was paid that sum for 
service rendered in previous years; that there was no service 
rendered in the fiscal year 1908. It was for services previously 
rendered. 

Mr. SIMS. Upon the authorization of Congress? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Authorization of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. He was paid the additional money after 
he had resigned and had been paid and receipted in full for his 
services. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am informed that is the fact, although I 
have not been able to verify it. 

Mr. SIMS. Can not the gentleman so clothe the language 
of legislation in appropriation bills as to prevent a thing of 
that sort? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Heney was appointed Assistant Attorney- 
General of the United States on the 7th of November, 1903. 
He served for some time as assistant to the Attorney-General 
and then was appointed as an assistant district attorney for the 
district of Oregon. He was then appointed district attorney 
for the district of Oregon, and served in that capacity a few 
months, and then resigned and was again appointed assistant 
to the Attorney-General and appointed to prosecute certain 
cases as assistant to the Attorney-General. His services ex- 
tended from November 7, 1903, until 1906, since which time he 
has performed no active service for the Government, as is shown 
by the testimony of Mr. Field, the chief clerk of the Depart- 
ment of Justice, which is printed in the hearings. For that 
total service as assistant to the Attorney-General, as assistant 
to the district attorney, and as district attorney he has received 
$69,125. These are the facts disclosed by the testimony of the 
chief clerk of the Department of Justice before the gentlemen 
who prepared this bill. 

I want to add that it appears from the testimony of Mr. 
Field that for the last three years Mr. Heney has not performed 
any active service in any of the cases in which he has been re- 
tained by the Government of the United States. It is also 
claimed that he gave a receipt in full shortly before the close 
of the last calendar year, and that subsequent to the giving of 
that receipt in full for all services he was paid, on the order of 
the then Attorney-General, Mr. Bonaparte, $5,000. 

Mr. BARNHART. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 
I note here, on page 11, beginning in line 11, “ this appropria- 
tion shall be available also for the payment of foreign counsel 
employed by the Attorney-General in special cases, and such 
counsel shall not be required to take the oath of office in ac- 
cordance with section 366, Revised Statutes of the United 
States.” 

On page 12, in line 5, it says “for payment of such miscella- 
neous expenses as may be authorized by the Attorney-General 
for the United States courts and their officers, including the 
furnishing and collecting of evidence where the United States 
is or may be a party in interest.” Now, I want to inquire if 
any part of these appropriations is intended io be used in the 
prosecution of the Indianapolis News or the New York World, 
and if it would not be possible for the Attorney-General to use 
the whole $37,000 in those prosecutions? 5 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleg@an from Indiana 
that not a dollar of the money carried in the first paragraph 
referred to can be expended in any prosecution carried on in 
the fiscal year 1910, because it is a deficiency appropriation for 
1909. The obligation has already been made, and this appro- 
priation is made for the purpose of enabling the department to 
pay the obligation created under authority of law. 

Mr. BARNHART. I was not in during the initial discussion. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is a deficiency bill. 

Mr. BARNHART. Has any part of this been appropriated to 
the prosecution of these cases? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; it has not, as shown by the testi- 
mony of the chief clerk of the department. None of it has been 
appropriated for the prosecution of these cases, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question or two. I would ask if the gentle- 
man has observed the fact that the habit of employing special 
counsel and assistant attorney-generals to help out incompetent 
prosecuting attorneys is increasing? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Very materially in the last five or six years. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why do not they appoint men who 
are competent? 


Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think it is increasing now. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It has been in the last three or 
four years. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why do not they appoint men 


who are competent to do their duty? 
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Mr. TAWNEY. I belong to the legislative department of the 
Government and not to the executive. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know, but you run this Appro- 
priations Committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no; I do not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And the executive department of 
the Government can not turn a wheel unless you give them the 
money. Now, it seems to me that they ought to appoint men 
who are competent to discharge the duties of the office of 
district attorney. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in answer to 
the gentleman from Missouri that I do not believe his criticism 
of the United States district attorneys is well taken. I believe 
that the district attorneys appointed by this administration 
and by the previous administration have in every case been 
competent to discharge the duties of their office, but there have 
been a great many prosecutions instituted on the order of the 
Department of Justice, cases that involve a great deal of time 
and labor in investigation and preparation, which made the 
employment of special counsel absolutely necessary, and the em- 
ployment of special counsel is in no sense an evidence of the 
incompetency of the district attorneys of the United States. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I will give you a sample 
now 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
Minnesota will permit, I would like to answer the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CrarkK] in regard to one question. The 
craze for special attorneys started in this House, by this House, 
and not by the Appropriations Committee when you voted 
$500,000 to the Attorney-General for that purpose. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The way they got that $500,000 
was a kind of a bluff game run here. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, you did it just the same. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will tell you how they got it. 
There were no prosecutions under the trust law, and my recol- 
lection is that Colonel Hepburn, of Iowa, made a motion to 
appropriate $250,000—— 

Mr. BURLESON. No; it was the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BARTLETT] who made that motion. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The way of it was this: Judge 
BartLetTt, of Georgia, then offered an amendment to a bill to 
appropriate $250,000 to prosecute the trusts, and Colonel Hep- 
burn, of Iowa, raised him at his own game and made it $500,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That was Mr. Lacey, of Iowa. It was not 
Mr. Hepburn. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to say this. I will give 
you a sample of how it is done. Out in St. Louis they had as 
good a district attorney as there is in the United States. He 
was an ex-Member of Congress, one of my predecessors, was 
elected in 1870, a fine lawyer, and the proof of that is that he 
has been made United States district judge out there since that 
time, They had a case out there to prosecute that any or- 
dinarily good lawyer—country lawyer, especially [laughter]— 
oh, well, Mr. Chairman, people can laugh, but country lawyers 
are better lawyers than city lawyers. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. MANN. In their opinion. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. I never ran across one of them yet 
that did not clean up in a lawsuit, I do not care who he was; 
but notwithstanding that they had as good a district attorney 
there as there was in the United States, in an easy case they 
sent here to Washington and got an assistant attorney-general 
to go out there and supervise the whole transaction. He was 
a very fine man—I like him—but the other man could have done 
it just as well, and, as the gentleman from Georgia, Colonel 
Livineston, states—well, he does not give the right reason; he 
is like a good many judges I have heard, who rule the right 
way, but give the wrong reason. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
reason. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The gentleman did give the reason, 
and the reason was that we fellows here forced this matter on 
the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You made it yourself; yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. My observation is that this thing 
of the employment of special counsel and appointing assistant 
attorneys-general has grown into a fad, and it is a very ex- 
pensive fad, too, and there ought to be an end to it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And with but very few good results. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And very few good results. It is 
not any more trouble to prosecute a peonage case than it is to 
prosecute an ordinary case for assault with intent to kill. If 
they had had a good district attorney out there in those Western 
States when they began stealing the public lands, they would 
not have stolen so much of them; and if they can not find any 


I did not have an opportunity to give the. 
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good Republican district attorneys, they might draw on the 
Democrats for them. 

= FITZGERALD, Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, the district attorney in Chi- 
cago prosecuted some of the greatest trust cases known in the 
history of the country without any outside assistance. He 
was the one district attorney in the United States who prose- 
cuted Rockefeller successfully and obtained a $29,000,000 fine 
against the Standard Oil Company. Chicago is recognized as 
the center of genius in the line of prosecuting attorneys. We 
have one there who has made a name for himself. He has 
proved his valor and his worth. He has been able to demon- 
strate his ability to prosecute these trust cases without outside 
assistance, and I believe that if such men as the district attor- 
ney located at Chicago were appointed to these places all over 
the Union we would not need any outside assistant district 
attorneys. . 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappEN] a question. 

Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Was not that appropriation for 
$500,000 to prosecute the trusts made for this reason, that Mem- 
bers were continually asking why the trusts were not prose- 
cuted, and the answer was always given that they did not have 
any money to prosecute them with—to hire detectives and law- 
yers, and all that—and for that reason that appropriation was 
made? ; 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not know. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Barrierr] first made the motion to increase the 
appropriation and make it $250,000. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Was the gentleman from Illinois 
here then? 

Mr. MADDEN. I was here. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do you not know that this propo- 
sition grew out of that very state of affairs? 

Mr. MADDEN. It was generally stated that there was not 
sufficient money with which to prosecute these cases. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That was given as an excuse why 
the trusts were not prosecuted, was it not? 

Mr. MADDEN. That was the rumor. I do not know whether 
it was officially given or not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, I want to ask the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] a question, and that is: If you 
have not a list in your possession of all these attorneys that 
have been compensated, and if you have, I wish you would put 
it in the Recorp. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that I have a list of the attorneys 
and the compensations paid to them, and I will say for the last 
four years, at every session of Congress, that same list has been 
published in the hearings of the subcommittee on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, and I want to ask the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CrarK] if he ever looked at it? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I never did. But what I want is 
to have it put in the Recorp, where people read things. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to ask the gentleman 
if he will put the list in the Recorp? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will print the list in the Recorp. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to detain the 
House, but from the debate that was carried on here for a 
while it may seem that the House was very much inclined to 
criticise Mr. Heney for his special counsel work for the Govy- 
ernment, and the insinuation is made through the debate that 
Mr. Heney, who has made himself famous through the prose- 
cution of boodlerism, was himself subject to the charge of 
grafting from the Government. He needs no defense at the 
hands of anyone. The only people who are opposed to Heney 
in the United States are those who sympathize with some of 
the people who have been accused, if not guilty, of grafting. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. A point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man. I hesitate to raise a point of order against the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN], but he is clearly out of order. 
In the second place, his own admission that Mr. Heney needs 
no defense disposes of the necessity of his taking the time of 
this committee. There is no pending amendment before the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark: at this time that 
the gentleman on the floor is too late to raise the point of order. 
The time of debate has been exhausted. 

Mr. MANN. I do not intend even to proceed with the re- 
marks. I have said all I intended to say, and I am glad that 
one gentleman from that great and pure State of Pennsylvania 
openly denounces Mr. Heney. 
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Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order was reserved by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garrett]. 

Mr. GARRETT. I take it that it is not subject to a point 
of order. I withdraw it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After “ States,” line 16, page 11, insert: 
“ Provided, That no part of the amount hereby appropriated shall 
be paid to Francis J. Heney.” 


Mr. FITZGERALD. This appropriation is a deficiency in the 
appropriation bill for the payment of assistants to the Attorney- 
General. I do not propose to characterize the conduct or actions 
of Mr. Francis J. Heney; but when I find that in the course of 
four or five years, while engaged in important public business 
for other divisions of a state or municipal government, he re- 
ceived $69,000 for alleged services to the Federal Government, 
it does seem to me that some check should be placed upon the 
possibility of paying him further for his supposed services, at 
least until some investigation can be made. I am further in- 
clined to this belief, Mr. Chairman, for the following reasons: I 
find from an examination of what purports to be a compilation 
of the vouchers on file in the Department of Justice, that on the 
8th of January, 1907, Mr. Heney filed his resignation with the 
Attorney-General as a special assistant in the case of the 
United States against Binger Hermann. This was accepted on 
the 11th of January. Some time later—February 19, 1908, I 
believe—he filed a claim for $8,000 in full payment for services 
as special assistant to the Attorney-General in the case of the 
United States against Hyde, United States against Diamond, 
United States against Benson, and United States against Binger 
Hermann. Yet in January, 1909, he was paid a further sum of 
$5,000 for services in the Hermann case. It may be that al- 
though he had resigned, and his resignation had been accepted, 
although he had been paid in full for his services, and at that 
time had received all told in the nature of $64,000, he was still 
entitled to $5,000 additional for his services. However, I should 
like to have that investigated. 


This amendment, Mr. Chairman, should be adopted for several 
reasons. I find that while Mr. Heney has resigned as special 
assistant in the cases to which I have called attention, yet, 
under date of June 13, 1906, he was “ appointed special assistant 
to the Attorney-General of the United States,” as the appoint- 
ment reads, “to aid in the preparation and trial of such of the 
land-fraud cases in the circuit court and district court of Oregon 
mentioned below as are not covered by your existing powers as 
special assistant to the Attorney-General.” And his compensa- 
tion was to be determined upon the completion of his service. 
A hurried examination discloses that there are some 28 addi- 
tional cases covered by this blanket appointment, for which 
he has apparently received no compensation. If the same pro- 
cedure is to be followed, and if he is to be paid proportionately 
for his services in these cases as he has been in the three cases 
already mentioned, then this deficiency appropriatiof will neces- 
sarily be very greatly enlarged. 


I do not wish to charge that the payments have been improper 
or that the claims have been excessive. I recall that during the 
consideration of the sundry civil bill during the last session of 
Congress this question as to the payment of special attorneys was 
brought up. The Attorney-General was asked for a statement of 
the amounts that had been paid to special assistant attorneys- 
general. He filed with the committee a statement, and after it 
had been filed I took pains to examine it in order to ascertain 
whether Mr. Heney Nad received any payment during that year. 
This statement was brought down, as I recall it, to about the 
10th or 11th of February, 1909, and the statement does not dis- 
close any payment to Mr. Heney. A payment was made to him 
on the 2ist of January, 1909; but that payment did not appear 
in the statement, Mr. Chairman, because it had been charged 
against the appropriation for the fiscal year 1907, and not 
against the appropriation for the fiscal year 1909, which it was 
assumed we had desired information concerning. 


I have somewhat hastily gone over the hearings of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations for the past two or three years, and I 
have not found mention at any time of a single payment made 
to Mr. Heney. He may have rendered these services; he may 
have earned not only all that was paid to him, but more; but 
it seems to me that when the entire appropriation for special 
assistants to the Attorney-General has never exceeded in a 
Single year $135,000, that the sums which have been paid to 
this man deserve some explanation. 













































Now, I had in mind making some statements that perhaps 
might have created some sharp differences of opinion. I doubt 
the advisability, Mr. Chairman, at this time of indulging in 
harsh criticism or unkind comments upon this man’s acts. I 
find that from July 16, 1904, to January 21, 1909, he has been 
paid $65,000 in addition to that which he has been paid for his 
services as a regular United States district attorney during a 
portion of that period, resigning from one office and accepting 
the other, in and out, so as to meet the situation, and, in addi- 
tion, for a considerable period has been retained by a munici- 
pality upon the Pacific coast. 

It seems to me that whatever may be their value, no one will 
wish to pay excessively for services of any character. My 
attention has been called to the fact that it has been disclosed 
that during these prosecutions on the Pacific coast the same 
gentleman has received from a private source the sum of $23,000 
for his services.. If he has succeeded in bringing to justice men 
who have been persistently violating the laws of the United 
States and whom it was difficult to apprehend and punish, I 
doubt if anybody will find fault at any amount paid for his 
services; but it seems to me that this House ought at least, 
before consenting to further payments, to take time to ascertain 
whether the money already paid has been earned or whether 
it is intended to pay some additional sums for services of the 
same character, which may or may not be of any value. For 
that reason I hope this money will not be paid to him. 

Mr. SIMS. I want to ask the gentleman from New York a 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. SIMS. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the time of the 
gentleman from New York will be extended one minute in order 
to allow him to answer the question. 

Mr. SIMS. I wish to ask if the amount paid to Mr. Heney 
for the time covered by his services, as shown by what the ger- 
tleman has read, does not equal or exceed the salary of the 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States for a 
like time? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I should not think that would make 
much difference, because many men in the conduct of important 
litigation readily earn much more than the compensation of an 
entire court. The assistants in cases of this character have 
never been remunerated upon the extensive scale which seems 
to have been adopted in this case, and whatever payments are 
made as a rule are made upon a scale which is supposed to com- 
pensate in view of all the surrounding circumstances. It is well 
known to this House that even this Government would not long 
be able to pay at the rate that seems to have been paid to this 
man in all of the cases that it is necessary for it to prosecute 
and to retain special counsel. It is better to provide much more 
liberally for competent regular assistants than to pay sums 
equal to those which have been indicated here as having been 
paid in the way disclosed. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania was recognized. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not think my time has expired 
yet. I moved to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
was extended for one minute, in order to enable the gentleman 
to ask his question. 

Mr. SIMS. I misunderstood the Chair. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I do not pro- 
pose to take the time of this committee in useless discussion, 
and I would not take my place upon this floor now if it were 
not for the fact that, willfully or inadvertently, I have been 
placed in the position of denouncing a competent and earnest 
and honest public officer. The gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. 
Mann], in answer to the point of order raised by me during a 
discussion which was not pertinent, but which was out of order, 
stated that the gentleman from “the great and pure city of 
Pittsburg,” he was glad to learn, had risen in his place to de- 
nounce Mr. Heney. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman never made any such statement as 
that. He said “the great and pure State of Pennsylvania.” 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Very well. I am perfectly 
willing to apply the adjectives to either one or the other or 
both. Now, Mr. Chairman, my point of order was that there 
was nothing pending before this committee to which the discus- 
sion pertained. I was not denouncing Mr. Heney. I was de- 
nouncing an abuse of the privileges and patience of this com- 
mittee. So much for that. So far as Mr. Heney is concerned, 
lest any false impression may go out as to my attitude toward 
him, or opinion of him, I say that so far as my knowledge of 
him is concerned, so far as my knowledge of his public service 
goes, it has been an honorable service and entitled to the re- 
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spect and credit of the people of this country, and I do not pro- 
pose to be placed in the attitude of denouncing a man for the 
performance of his duty under the laws of this country. 

In reply to the gratuitous suggestion of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] that he was gratified to have the gentle- 
man from “ the great and pure State of Pennsylvania” take his 
place upon this floor, I only wish to state that the gentleman 

‘from the great and pure State of Pennsylvania very rarely rises 
in his place upon this floor and never abuses the patience of this 
committee; but I want to say to him that when the great and 
pure State of Pennsylvania wishes to have its politics or its 
moral tone improved, which it needs not now, it will not go to the 
State of Illinois or to the city of Chicago for the accomplishment 
of that purpose. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask my colleague from the western part of the State a question. 
Did not you regard as highly complimentary the remarks of the 
gentleman from Illinois in regard to the State of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Any truthful references to the 
State of Pennsylvania must be complimentary. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Do you deny that it is a great 
State? 

Mr. BURKE 

Mr. MOORE 
State? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I do not. [Laughter.]* But I. 
do deny that I denounced Mr. Heney, and I resent any insincere 
reference to my Commonwealth as a “ pure and great State.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I trust that this amendment 
will not be adopted. In the first place, no payment to Mr. Heney 
or to any other assistant to the Attorney-General or to the district 
attorneys could be made out of this appropriation unless an obli- 
gation for service previously rendered now exists for whicn this 
deficiency appropriation is made. I am informed by the Attor- 
ney-General that this deficiency is not occasioned by reason of 
any payment that has been made to Mr. Heney, or by reason of 
any service he has rendered to the Government under his pres- 
ent appointment during the fiscal year for which the appropria- 
tion was made. Therefore, to adopt this amendment would be 
to assume that the present Attorney-General, without Mr. 
Heney’s rendering any services whatever, would compensate him 
for services that he had not rendered in the past. I am willing 
to trust the administration with the expenditure of this defi- 
ciency appropriation. I know it will not be used except to meet 
valid obligations now existing. I do not believe it would be pos- 
sible for Mr. Heney to draw one dollar of compensation from | 
this appropriation for any services rendered heretofore. 

In this connection I want to say that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CLarK] asked me to print the list of special | 
assistants to the Attorney-General for the fiscal year 1909, | 
which I hold in my hand and which I will do. I will say that | 
the list not only contains the names of the attorneys, but also | 
contains the list of the transportation companies who received 
compensation for traveling expenses of assistant district attor- 
neys. So that Members will know that when they see the 
Illinois Central Railroad, for instance, it does not mean that | 

the railroad was an attorney, but that they received compensa- | 
| 


I do not. 
Do you deny that it is a pure 


of Pennsylvania. 
of Pennsylvania. 


tion for transportation furnished to assistant United States 
attorneys. I ask that this be printed, and also the statement 
of the Attorney-General accompanying the letter giving a list 
of all the cases in which Mr. Heney has received appointment 
and in which he has served in order that the House may have 
full information. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? 
none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Statement of appointments and amounts paid as compensation to 
Francis J. Heney, special assistant to Attorney-General. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Francis J. Heney, appointed special assistant to the Attorney- 
General, to assist the United States attorney, Oregon, in case of United 
States v. McKinley, Puter, et al., November 7, 1903; compensation to 
be determined by the Attorney-General. Oath, November 6, 1903. 

Francis J. Heney, special assistant to the Attorney-General in pro- 
ceedings to remove F. A. Hyde and others from California to District 
of Columbia; a inted February 23, 1904. Oath, February 24, 1904. 

Francis J. eney, special assistant to the Attorney-General, to 
assist United States attorney, Oregon; appointed October 18, 1904, in 
case of United States v. Puter, McKinley, Ware, Watson, and others, 
No. 1107, pending in said district. Compensation to be determined by 
the Attorney-General. 

Francis Heney, special assistant to the Attorney-General, to 
assist United States attorney, Oregon. Oath, November 1 4. 

Francis J. Heney, Portland, Oreg., resignation as special assistant 
to the Attorney-General in re United States v. Puter et al. and Tarpley, 
et al. accepted, to take effect at civze of business December 16, i902 

Francis J. Heney, special assistant to the Attorney-General; ap- 

ointed December 2, 1905, in cases of United States v. F. A. Hyde, 
nited States v. H. P. Dimond, United States v. John A. Benson, and 


[After a pause.] The Chair hears 
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United States v. Binger Hermann, ees in supreme court, District 
of Columbia. Compensation to be determined to Attorney-General 
on_ completion of services. Oath, December 2, 1 i 

Francis J. ie her assistant to the Attorney-General; ap- 

inted June 13, 1 , to aid in preparation and trial of such of the 
and-fraud cases in the circuit and district courts for Oregon numbered 
below as are not covered by existing a intments as assistant 
to the Attorney-General : Nos. 2799, DBOe, 2808, 2809, 2887, 2892, 2895, 
2897, 2898, 2899, 2900, 2907, 2908, 2909, 2910, 2911, 2912, 214, 
2918, 2937, 2938, 2940, 2941, 2942, 2943, 2944, 5, 2984, 2987, 
2988, 2991, and 3006, pending in circuit court for Oregon, and Nos. 
4735, 4750, and 4751, pending in district court for Oregon. Compen- 
anten to be determined by the Attorney-General on completion of 
service, . 

Francis J. Heney, special assistant to the Attorney-General; oath, 
June 20, 1906. 

Francis J. Heney, special assistant to the Attorney-General in case 
of United States v. Binger Hermann, in supreme court, District of Co- 
ae? resignation accepted January 8, 1907, to take effect imme- 

ately. 


Fiscal year of appropriation from which payment Date of 


payment. 


July 16,1904 
| Mar. 10,1905 


In addition to the above, Mr. Heney was paid as assistant United 
States attorney and United States district attorney for Oregon as 
follows: 

Assistant United States attorney, December 16, 1904, to Janu- 
ary 9, 1905, inclusive 

United States district attorney, January 10, 1905, to Decem- 
ber 1, 1905, inclusive 


$100 
4,025 


4, 125 
Above payments 


Statement of payments made from the appropriation for pay of special 
assistant attorneys, United States courts, fiscal year 1909. 


| Date. 


| July 30,1908 
do 
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Name. Date, | Amount. 

Pre Cia nw vtec centctbenbessce ncdstocbascoeses Sept. 4,1908 $22.50 
Wiliam A. NOGbOGiaon onc ctnceccsesccennssescesccescecsdocces a 346.89 
DRE Bis itecinitcisatindenn «és docnadunebba 296.85 
qe > ae ee Sept. 5,1908 239.00 
We ic Be iirtinicdttntncnaddinrbadddissiadidaibtacaes Sept. 8,1908 439.57 
, A SR Se ee ee ee |----- Bieotasnd 174.55 
OR ee ee ee ee ee 302.85 
TR, ee it idntcnnahngtitintidsncoctningtiaines Sept .10, 1908 642.03 
Borate Hee Ci etitciditctnnestensccdsrcs a | Sept. 11,1908 33.15 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Is the gentleman from Minnesota aware 
whether Mr. Heney is new serving under appointment in any 
capacity? 

Mr. 'TAWNEY. Mr. Heney’s several appointments continue 
until the termination of the suit-or until he resigns or is asked 
to resign. In that connection, I want to read a paragraph from 
a letter of the Attorney-General: 

I have given general instructions and instructions in all the cases 
in which Mr. Heney is retained to make a careful examination of the 
cases, and if they can not be brought to trial within a reasonable — 
with any prospect of success, that the indictments be dismissed, 
have caused some indictments to be dismissed under eos ponncieee 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is not the information I wanted. 
I read a list of 28 cases in which it would appear that Mr. 
Heney is still acting——— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I intend to publish this statement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Im which he is acting as special assist- 
ant attorney for the Government. It is possible that he may 
have a claim for services purported to have been rendered dur- 
ing 1909. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If he has such compensation due him, does 
not the gentleman want it paid? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; because my information is that he 
has been so busy on other matters of public notoriety that it 
has been utterly impossible for him to render any service to 
the Federal Government. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. But the gentleman asked if he had rendered 
such and such service, and I ask if he has, if he ought not to 

id? 

6 4 FITZGHRALD. I did not ask whether he had rendered 
such ‘service, but if he claimed to have rendered such service. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I have not had opportunity 
to study in detail the merits of this amendment, but ft is clear 
to me that two important questions are involved. The first is 
an absolute question of right. The gentleman who proposes this 
amendment has not shown to this House that compensation is 
not due to Mr. Heney. On the contrary, he has cited cases of 
services where there were no records of compensation. He.-cites 
cases where compensation was paid Mr. Heney, but in no case 
bas he shown that this was not for full value given in legal 
services. 

If compensation is now due Mr. Heney, he ought not to be 
denied settlement from this fund. The gentleman has not 
given any good reason why Congress should single out ‘this 
ease to withhold or delay compensation that may be justly 
due. It is not the custom of this House to pass personal legis- 
lation or to specify individuals, unless there is very special and 
serious ground for it. Such a ground has not been shown. It 
would clearly be unwise to establish a bad precedent by de- 
parting from this custom in this case. The second question 
that I regard as of prime importance in this case is one of 
justice and fair play. © 

This House has not been called upon to investigate the ques- 
tions that have been taken up on the Pacific coast. Clearly 
the amendment is based on ex parte information that the gentle- 
man has received. I stand subject to correction if the docu- 
ment from which he has ‘been quoting is not an ex parte decu- 
ment, prepared at the instance of parties whom Mr. Heney has 
been prosecuting. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I stated that I was quoting from adocu- 
ment which purported to be a copy of the vouchers on file in 


‘the Department of Justice. 


Mr. HOBSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, there has been no state- 
ment of ‘the other side of this case. Mr. Heney and those asso- 
ciated with him have not gotten up such documents on their side 


as the one above and sent them over the country. 
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I know Mr. Heney. I believe he is honest to the core. Ac- 
cepting proper remuneration for his services is no reflection 
upon his honesty, nor can this acceptance lower the motives 
that have prompted him. Men do not carry their lives in their 
hands months at a time for money. 

I know the man is courageous. No man would be as fearless 
as he has been in the way he has been unless his soul were 
honest and his heart were pure. At this juncture, while the 
forces of law and justice are striving to purify the municipal 
governments of the country, it would be a public calamity for 
Congress to be put in the light of disapproving the work that 
Mr. Heney has done. For the Congress of the United States 
to single out for humiliation a fearless man, who has been 
doing his duty in the public service at the risk of his own life 
and who is at this moment working against stupendous odds 
in the cause of justice and right, would be inherently wrong. 
It would be inherently wrong, I say, for this body, without an 
investigation and upon no grounds whatever, to single out and 
specify by name this faithful public servant and appear before 
the country as condemning Francis J. Heney and the stalwart 
work that he has done in the cause of justice and good govern- 
ment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman 
know what this amendment proposes to do—what the object 
of the amendment is? 

Mr. HOBSON. It specifies by name a man—prevents a par- 
ticular man who may have a just claim against the Govern- 
ment from receiving compensation from a fund provided for 
compensating men for similar services. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It does nothing of the kind, and I 
suggest to the gentleman that he inform himself of what is 
proposed before he criticises anybody’s action. 

Mr. HOBSON. I will ask the gentleman if it does not forbid 
his receiving any of the money carried by this paragraph ir- 
respective of his claims? If it does not mean this, what else 
could it mean? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. A deficiency appropriation is asked 
here for a specific purpose, and it appears that payments were 
made after the man had received compensation for services that 
he receipted for in full. This amendment provides that no part 
of the amount that is now appropriated for another purpose 
shall be paid to him, and I took particular care to say that I 
did not wish to criticise Mr. Heney’s action, because what I 
am driving at is not so much Mr. Heney as it is the department 
which made possible such payments under such circumstances. 

Mr. HOBSON. It is sometimes hard to find out just what 
the gentleman in his own mind is driving at. But the plain 
effect of his amendment, whether intended or not, would be to 
cast an invidious and unwarranted reflection upon Mr. Heney. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Minnesota a question or two. I presume that all of 
these amounts appropriated here are appropriated for services 
already rendered? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. And in those amounts is there included any- 
thing for services rendered in Indian land suits in Oklahoma? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 16, page 11, insert: 

“ Provided, That no part of the sum hereby appropriated shall be 
expended in employing special counsel to assist in the extradition pro- 
ceedings of Delavan Smith, of Indianapolis, Ind., and Joseph Pulitzer, 
of New York.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of the salary of Oscar R. Hundley as United States 
district judge for the northern district of Alabama, on account of the 
fiscal years as follows: 

For the fiscal year 1907, $1,350; 
eo MACON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to make a parliamentary 

nquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know if pbe- 
ginning with line 17, on page 11, and running down to and in- 
cluding line 2, on page 12, is to be considered as one paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, if the gentleman so 
desires, the gentleman may reserve a point of order on the lines 
to which he refers. 

Mr. MACON. Very well, as against the whole paragraph. 








The Clerk read as follows: 


. For payment of the salary of Oscar R. Hundley as United States 
district judge for the northern district of Alabama, on account of the 
fiscal years as follows: 

For the fiscal year 1907, $1,350. 

For the fiscal year 1908, $6,000. 


For the fiscal year 1909, $5,383.33; in all, $12,733.33. 
Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 


against the paragraph for the purpose of asking the gentleman 
in charge of the bill a question or two. I notice on page 11, 
line 20, that for the fiscal year 1907, $1,350 is to be paid this 
gentleman. Is that for services he performed as judge prior to 
the time the Senate refused to confirm his appointment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was. This is for services that have been 
actually rendered to the Government as judge under an appoint- 
ment made by the President of the United States. 

Mr. MACON. I knew that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And his appointment was not confirmed, and 
then he was reappointed again. The entire appropriation is for 
his compensation for services actually rendered, for which he 
has received no compensation during the time that he served 
as a judge of the United States district court under appointment 
made by the President of the United States. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against lines 22, 23, 24, and 25, on page 11, and the word 
“cents,” in line 1, on page 12. I make a point of order against 
that language of the paragraph only for this reason: The first 
part of the paragraph, which appropriates $1,350 for the fiscal 
year 1907, is not included in my point of order, because the gen- 
tleman was appointed in vacation, as I understand it, and he 
had a right to serve as judge up to the time the Senate had 
an opportunity to confirm his appointment and ought to be paid 
for his services up’to the time the Senate refused to confirm 
his appointment. If when the Senate met it had confirmed the 
appointment, then he was entitled to sit as judge until he was 
either disqualified by law or saw fit to resign, and would have 
been entitled to compensation therefor. But when the Senate 
refused to coniirm the appointment and adjourned, he should 
have known that his services were not wanted and have retired 
from the contest. The gentleman, however, not willing to ac- 
cept the action of the Senate, though it had just as much right 
under the law to act in connection with his appointment as did 
the President in appointing him, insisted upon another appoint- 
ment, 

And the President, in accordance with his wish, attempted to 
force him upon the people of the United States, more particu- 
larly the State of Alabama, one of the United States, as a dis- 
trict judge by a second appointment, against the will of the 
Senate that had the same right to confirm that the President 
had to appoint, and, under the law, he is not entitled to pay 
under his second appointment. Then when the Senate next 
convened it failed to confirm his second appointment, and ad- 
journed without doing so. Again he and the President rebelled 
against the nonaction of the Senate, and he received a third 
vacation appointment, and for the third time the Senate re- 
fused or failed to confirm the appointment. Now, after all of 
these turn downs, this gentleman insists that he ought to be paid 
for his services as a vacation appointee, when he is not entitled 
to a cent under the law. I am opposed to paying his salary 
for the last two appointments, because he knew he was not in 
favor with the Senate, and had no right to expect a confirmation 
of his last two appointments at its hands, and hence acted 
with his eyes wide open, and is not therefore entitled to com- 
pensation under the law for his services during the time he 
served under them. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to giving anybody a salary who 
deliberately attempts to force himself upon this Government as 
an officer in violation of the Constitution and laws of the United 
States, as this gentleman attempted to do, aided and abetted by 
the then President. 

Mr. BURNETT. Is it not a fact that he was a judge? I 
was one of the Members of the Alabama delegation which pro- 
tested against the appointment of Mr. Hundley; but when he 
was appointed and when he was acting, was it not a fact that 
he was a judge during all of that time? He had all the powers 
of a judge, did he not? He had all the expenses that a judge 
has to incur. He was not a usurper. Now, then, is it not true 
that while he was acting as judge under presidential appoint- 
ment there during the time that the Senate was not in session, 
or during vacation, de facto, was he not a judge? Is it not 
right that he should be paid? 

Mr. MACON. I think not, when the Senate refused to con- 
firm him. Then it was that he induced the President to reap- 
point him. Another session came on; it again refused to con- 
firm him, and he went out of office again. Then he tried to 
force himself upon the people again by accepting a recess 





appointment. I do not think that kind of service ought to be 
rewarded in this easy way. 

If he is entitled to his salary, let him get it according to 
law, just as all other claimants do. He can not get it in an 
appropriation bill as long as I can make a point of order 

against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The Chair 
does not feel that the question of the propriety of paying or 
withholding this salary is a question of parliamentary law. 
As the Chair understands the statement made by the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, it is that the judge was not entitled to 
pay. It appears he was acting as judge, and therefore may, if 
the House wishes it, have his salary appropriated as provided 
in the act. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. MACON. My point of order, Mr. Chairman, is that it 
is not such an appropriation as is authorized by existing law 
to be carried in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, in view of the remarks made 
by the gentleman from Arkansas, I ask the indulgence of the 
conunittee to make a brief explanation of the matter. It is 
well known in Alabama, and is well known here in the Senate, 
that the appointment of Mr. Hundley as judge was originally 
opposed by six Representatives here in the House, and that I 
was one of them. We opposed it at the time President Roose- 
velt first gave him a temporary recess appointment. We op- 
posed him again before President Roosevelt after the expiration 
of the first temporary appointment. When the matter finally 
went to the Senate Judiciary Committee those six Members 
went there and opposed his confirmation. We fought him with 
all the energy we could command and ability that we possessed 
from the very beginning to the end, resulting in his defeat. We 
went to President Taft and protested against his appointment. 
Let me repeat, we kept the fight up before President Roosevelt 
whenever the appointment was pending or under consideration 
there, and we kept it up before President Taft and we kept it 
up before the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate. He 
was never formally rejected by the Senate, but from time to 
time before his final defeat his appointment died, because the 
Senate failed to confirm him. But he did act as judge. 

The bill states the time of his service correctly. He acted as 
judge—performed all the services required of him as a judge. 
I believe his conduct was such on the bench that it subjected 

‘him to criticism, and I think that his conduct as judge fortified 
the case of protest that we had made against him. It resulted 
finally in a majority, I think, of the bar of the district affected 
most largely opposing him, whereas in the beginning many of 
the lawyers there had favored his confirmation. He was sup- 
ported in his efforts to be confirmed by gentlemen elsewhere in 
another body. He had no opposition from any man here or in 
the Senate in his official capacity from the State of Alabama 
except the six Representatives here. Finally, President Taft 
did not appoint him, but sent in the name of another gentleman 
after the expiration of the last temporary appointment; when 
another gentleman was appointed, he was promptly confirmed, 
is now judge of the northern district of Alabama, and resides 
in Birmingham, in that State. 

Now, this man mentioned in the bill performed services as 
iudge. I think I may be permitted to say that perhaps in some 
respects it was a poor service, and demonstrated his unfitness to 
be judge; but he was judge under lawful authority, under lawful 
appointment, and under the law and under ruling of the Treas- 
ury Department he could not draw his pay until confirmed ; and 
never having been confirmed, he did not draw any pay. The 
six of us here who opposed his confirmation think that this is 
a proper item in the bill. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will ask the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Crayton] if it is not true that the reason why 
the judge did not receive his pay was because he was appointed 
in recess to fill a vacancy which occurred while the Senate was 
in session, and no appointment was made during the session? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am not sure that I heard all of the gen- 
tleman’s question. I wish he would restate it. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The proposition is this: 
That a vacancy occurred in that district while the Senate was in 
session and no appointment was made until after the Senate 
was adjourned, and then a recess appointment was made. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I can state the facts as I recollect them, and 
J will ask my colleague [Mr. Burnett], who now honors me 
with his attention, to correct me if I am in error. Mr. Hundley 
was first appointed a district attorney during the lives of Sen- 
ators Morgan and Pettus, and the Senate failed to confirm him 
on aceount of the opposition of those great men. 

About that time, at the end of that session of Congress, the 
pil! creating a new judgeship for the northern district of Ala- 
bama was passed. Mr. Hundley failed of confirmation as dis- 
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trict attorney, as I have stated. President Roosevelt in the 
vacation then appointed him for the first time to be the district 
judge. He then held his office, and had several other vacation 
appointments. The last appointment that he had was given 
him, it being understood that it was to be a temporary appoint- 
ment, by Mr. Taft, and this last temporary appointment was 
made, as stated by the Attorney-General, March 5, 1909. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I ask five minutes more, so that I may 
answer questions on this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. 'TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I do not 
think the gentleman from Alabama has fully stated the facts 
as to Judge Hundley’s appointment. I have here a letter from 
the Attorney-General showing why he could not compensate him 
under the general law for his services. He says: 

Oscar R. Hundley was originally appointed United States district 
judge for the northern district of Alabama on April 9, 1907, during a 
recess of the Senate, to a yorengs which occurred during a session of 
the Senate. On December 3, 1907, Judge Hundley'’s name was sent to 
the Senate by the President, but the Senate adjourned May 30, 190 
without taking any action. May 30, 1908, Judge Hundley receiv 
another recess appointment, and on December 8, 1908, his name was 


again sent to the Senate by the President, but the Senate adjourned 
March 4, 1909, without taking action. March 6, 1909, Judge Hundley 


received his third recess appointment, serving until May 24, 1909, on 


which date his successor, who had 
qualified and entered upon the duties of his office. 

Judge Hundley served as United States district {ode for the northern 
district of Alabama aa from April 9, 1907, to May 23, 1909, 
inclusive, with the exception of March 5, 1909, on which date he was 
without commission. The amount due Judge Hundley for this service 
is $12,733.33, which I am prohibited from paying under section 1761 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which reads as follows: 

“No money shall be paid from the Treasury, as salary, to any person 
ee during the recess of the Senate, to fill a vacancy in any 
existing office, if the vacancy existed while the Senate was in session 
and was by law required to be filled by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, until such appointee has been confirmed by the Senate.” 

Respectfully, 


been confirmed by the Senate, 


Gro. W. WICKERSHAM, 
Attorney-General. 


Mr. CLAYTON. That is correct. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The appointment was made as a recess ap- 
pointment. The Senate was not then in session, but the appoint- 
ment was made to fill a vacancy that occurred while the Senate 
was in session. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I think that was my statement. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman’s statement a moment ago 
was that the appointment had been made, and the Senate ad- 
journed failing to confirm him. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I stated that in the beginning his first ap- 
pointment as district attorney failed of confirmation, and Mr. 
Roosevelt in the vacation appointed him judge the first time. 
At least that is what I intended to say. He had these several 
appointments and served as judge during this whole period 
specified in the bill. And much as I was opposed to the judge 
and delighted as I am that he was defeated, regretting as much 
as I did that he had the support in some quarters here in 
Washington and in Alabama that he did, it was gratifying to 
see that the bar of Alabama finally took the view of this man 
that the six Representatives in the House took of him, and 
that the President finally took that view, and that another man 
was appoined to his place; but he is entitled to this pay, in 
my judgment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit another inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In view of the gentleman’s statement, has 
he any objection to my inserting in the Recorp a letter from 
Judge Hundley to the Attorney-General? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No; I am willing that it be done. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent to print in the 
Recorp a letter of Judge Hundley’s to the Attorney-General. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

UNITED States District JupGn’s CHAMBERS, 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA, 
Birmingham, Ala., May 24, 1909. 

My Dear GPNERAL WICKERSHAM: I desire to bring to your attention 
and to that of your department a matter somewhat personal and to 
myself, though in a degree of public concern. 

I was commissioned as United States district ju by President 
Roosevelt on the 9th day of April, 1907, and have held that office con- 
tinuously since by successive reappointments immediately on the ex- 

iration of the a commission, except as to the Seas 
y President T: in which case there was an intermission one day, 


to a the 5th day of March, 1909, this appointment being made on 
the 6th. At the time the office of the judge of the northern district 


of Alabama was created there was also included in one of the appro- 
Is—I think the appropriation bill—a provision for 


priation bil general 











1909. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4549 





the salary for the judge of the northern district of Alabama, but on 
account of the general statute, section 1761, this salary could not be 
= until my appointment was confirmed by the Senate. My con- 
rmation was prevented alone by the parliamen tactics employed 
by two Senators only, who by means prey: the Senate from 
taking a" action. 

When first took charge of the duties of my office I found the 
dockets in every division of this district greatly congested and from 
four to seven years behind. By constant and persistent work—often- 
times both day and night—I have succeeded in clearing the dockets 
in every division in this district, with the exception of this, the Bir- 
mingham, division, and in this division I am almost up with the 
work. I have disposed of nearly 3,000 matters brought before me in 
this district and in the northern district of Florida, where I held two 
terms of court by assignment, and hence my labors have been greatly 
for the public good a welfare. By President Taft's kindness in per- 
mitting me to remain on the bench for neatly three months under his 
own appointment, every official act of mine in which I have been criti- 
cised G my opponents has now been fully vindicated either by the 
decision of the court of ap ls or by the open admissions of all the 
parties in interest. In a dition to this, the favorable report of the 
subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate and the two fa- 
vorable reports by that committee in full, requesting my confirmation 
by the Senate, will show that I shall go out of office with a clean 
record and an amount of work to my credit for the same length of 
time second to that of no other federal judge in the United States. 

I feel that under these circumstances I am justified in respectfully 
requesting that oy department will urge the passage of a bill or 
resolution provid for my remuneration for this work done for the 


n 
public good. Kindly 
With assurances of my regard, I have the honor to remain, 


Very respectfully, 
Hon. Grornce W. WICKERSHAM, 
Attorney-General, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. CLAYTON. I do not agree that the services performed 
by Mr. Hundley were greatly for the public good and welfare. I 


advise me if you will do this for me, | 

i 

| 

think that his services tended to demonstrate his unfitness for 
| 


Oscar R. HUNDLEY. 


the high office of judge, and I think his conduct convinced many 
of the best lawyers in Alabama of his unfitness. And I think his 
conduct also convinced President Taft of his unfitness. And while 
it cost the sum specified in the bill to convince some people of his 
unfitness, I am glad that they were convinced even at that price. 
But I have no objection to the eulogy that he pronounces on | 
himself in his letter. The action of the Senate in failing to con- | 
firm him, the action of President Taft in finally appointing to | 
this office of judge for the northern district of Alabama another | 
gentleman demonstrates the original and sustained wisdom of the | 
six Representatives from Alabama and the final and correct con- | 
clusion reached by many of the most eminent lawyers of that | 
State in regard to Mr. Hundley. I repeat that, having acted as | 
judge for the time mentioned in the bill, he is entitled to the 
compensation named in the bill, and whether or not he is al- 
lowed the same here, I am sure that it will be eventually paid to 
him. I have nothing to do with his reference to the two Sen- 
ators of sister States of Alabama. They have been vindicated, 
if they needed any vindication, by the defeat of this man, and 
many of the leading citizens of Alabama have thanked them for | 
their righteous conduct. 

Mr. MACON. I want to ask the chairman of the committee 
a question about this appropriation. If it is authorized by ex- 
isting law, I want to ask him why it was not paid? 

Mr. TAWNEY, I did not say it was authorized by law. I 
said if it had been authorized by law it would have been paid 
out of the general appropriation made for the payment of the 
salaries of the judges of the United States courts. 

Mr. MACON. My point of order was that it is not authorized | 
by existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was misled by the concession 
that was made into the supposition that this gentleman, Mr. 
Hundley, was lawfully a judge, appointed as such, who served 
as such and was entitled under the law to his salary. From 
the statement presented by the gentleman from Minnesota it 
appears that the Chair was in error in this-supposition, and 
the Chair ought not to haye overruled the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Arkansas. Does the gentleman from 
Arkansas insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. MACON. Ido. That was what I made it for. 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope the gentleman will not do so. The 
gentleman is so correct usually that I hope he will not insist on 
the point in this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For rent of additional building or parts of buildings in the Di 
Saat _ =< the ee ef Justice, ‘fnehinn oime tna 
enance, including personal services and repairs, to contin - 

able until the close of the fiscal year 1910, $4125. em 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve a point 
of order to that paragraph. Will the gentieman from Minne- | 
sota explain the occasion for an increase of appropriation for 


| the Whole House on the stat: 





rent by the Department of Justice. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I think I can explain why it is necessary, 


but I want to say that under the ruling of the Chair the para- | journed until to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon. 


graph would not be subject to a point of order. Before insert- 
ing this item in the bill I visited the Department of Justice 
at the request of the Attorney-General for the purpose of famil- 
iarizing myself with the conditions. I found there employees 
of the Government working in the old bathrooms in the resi- 
dence occupied by the Department of Justice. They have 
finally been forced to fit up rooms in the attic for the accom- 
modation of employees in the department. There is an abso- 
lute necessity for the use of more room there in order to 
accommodate decently and with some degree of comfort the 
employees. ; 

Mr. STAFFORD. What additional 
nished by this appropriation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is to rent a building 
building now occupied by the Department of 
on Fifteenth street. 

Mr. STAFFORD. This is a proposition to 
another building? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I withdraw the point of 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMBPERCE AND LABOR. 

Until otherwise provided by law, no bond shall be accepted from any 
surety or bonding company for any officer or employee of the United 
States which shall cost in excess of the rate of premium charged for 
a like bond during the calendar year 1908, except that in any par- 
ticular ease or class of cases if the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
determine that the maximum rate of premium charged during the 
calendar year 1908 was less than a reasonable rate, he may, in his 
discretion, direct the acceptance of such bond or class of bonds, at 
premium rates exceeding not more than 50 per cent those charged 
during said calendar year: Provided, That hereafter the United States 
shall not pay any part of the premium or other cost of furnishing a 
bond required by law or otherwise of any officer or employee of the 
United States. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I make a point 
of order against that paragraph, that it is a change of existing 
law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
order for a minute. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The purpose of this provision is to compel 
the bonding companies of the United States to charge no greater 
compensation or premium rates for bonds issued for employees 
of the Government of the United States than was in force in 
the calendar year 1908. Practically all the bonding companies 
in the United States united in 1908 and formed a combination, 
and ‘by agreement arbitrarily increased the premium rates to 
officers and employees of the Government from $1 to $38 a 
thousand, or an average of almost 300 per cent. The result has 
been that the government officials and employees of the Goy- 
ernment who are obliged to give bond find that in order to give 
the bond required by law or regulation they must submit to a 
substantial reduction in their salaries or, if this policy is to 
continue, then the Government must either pay the premium di- 
rectly out of the Treasury of the United States or indirectly 
by increasing the salaries of all the bonded officers of the Gov- 
ernment. That is the reason for this provision. It is intended 
only to enforce the rates which they voluntarily established in 
1908 and to prevent this extortion on the part of the bonding 
companies. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania wishes to 
take the responsibility for preventing these companies from 
charging these excessive rates, he can do so. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
this increase was confined to the officers employed by the Govy- 
ernment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not confined to agents and employees 
of the Government, but it also includes all governmental con- 
tract work. I do not know what increase has been made to 
bank employees or other people outside of the government serv- 
ice, but I do know that it is practically an increase of 300 per 
cent on all government bonds. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. \W ‘hairman of the Committee of 
of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 11570, 
the urgent deficiency bill, had come no resolution 
thereon. 


quarters will be fur- 


adjacent to the 
Justice, I think, 


obtain rooms in 


order. 


I ask the gentleman to reserve the point of 


I will reserve it. 


ANGER, ¢ 


to 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. TAWNEY. that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 117389) to pro- 
vide for an appropriation of $20,000 with which to investigate 
cotton wilt or “ blackroot,” anthracnose, root knot, and other 
diseases of cotton, and to experiment therewith, and carry ou 
experimental work to develop varieties of cotton sufficiently 
early in its growth to evade the cotton boll weevil, as well as 
varieties that will be resistant to the above-named diseases and 
that will be beneficial in the control of seriously injurious cotton 
insects and diseases, in the State of Georgia, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 11740) providing for the 
erection of monuments over the graves of Maj. Gen. Elijah 
Clark and Col. John Dooly, in Lincoln County, Ga.—-to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 11741) permit- 
ting the building of a railway bridge across the Mississippi 
River in Aitkin County, State of Minnesota—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 11742) for the protection 
of wild animals in the Coronado National Forest—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 11748) for the incorporation 
of the Phi Gamma Sigma Sorority—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 63) to enable 
Senators, Representatives, or Delegates to obtain certain infor- 
mation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, 
memorializing Congress to enact a law to prohibit railroads from 
increasing their rates and charges except upon notice—-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin memorializing 
Congress in regard to international peace—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 11744) for the relief of 
Capt. H. C. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11745) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
award the congressional medal of honor to Capt. Etienne de P. 
Bujac—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 11746) granting an increase of 
pension to Christopher C. Roddy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11747) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie S. Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11748) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11749) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse A. Lynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 11750) granting an in- 
erease of pension to James P. Bonnell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 11751) granting a pension 
to Jacob Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11752) for the relief of Frank H. Hands— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. COVINGTON: A bill (H. R. 11753) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oscar Ernst—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R, 11754) granting an increase of 
pension to Harvey Stockstill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11755) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay John Pinion the sum of $1,500— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 11756) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 11757) granting a pension to 
Charles H, Goldsmith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11758) for the relief of the 
estate of John H. Kenyon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 11759) granting an increase 
of pension to Philip Beller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 11760) granting an increase of 
rension to Daniel Fero—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R, 11761) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Felts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 11762) granting an increase 
= pension to Elbridge H. Benham—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: A bill (H. R. 11763) to correct the mili- 
pe Pag of George Haraldson—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. MADISON: A bill (H. R. 11764) granting an increase 
of pension to Mortimer Stiles—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11765) to correct the military record of 
Thomas McCabe and grant him a pension—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MALBY: A bill (H. R. 11766) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathan Donaldson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 11767) granting 
an honorable discharge to Seth Wardell—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 11768) granting a pension to 
Emma C. Wiese—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11769) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Townsend—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 11770) granting an increase of 


.pension to Frank Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. RICHARDSON. A bill (H. R. 11771) granting an 
increase of pension to Gaines C. Smith—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11772) granting a pension to Bettie Brock— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 11778) granting an increase 


of pension to Melchor J. Armacost—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: Petitions of Chamber of 
Commerce of Macon, Burden Smith & Co., Joseph N. Neal & 
Co., Union Dry Goods Company, the Macon News, Adams 
Brothers Company, J. W. Burke Company, Birch Hardware 
Company, Jesse B. Hart & Bro., Juliette Milling Company, 
Jordan Realty Company, Lamar, Taylor & Riley Drug Com- 
pany, the Macon Telegraph, the Macon, Dublin and Savannah 
Railway Company, Oscar B. Dooley, Charles B. Lewis, and 
Eugene W. Stetson, and a committee from the Macon Clearing 
House Association, all in the State of Georgia, against the cor- 
poration tax amendment to the tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of National Straw Works, of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., relative to tariff on horsehair, braids, plaits, 
laces, ete.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Oshkosh, favoring 
a permanent nonpartisan tariff commission—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONRY: Petition of American hosiery and underwear 
manufacturers, against reduction of duty on hosiery—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New England Shoe and Leather Asso- 
ciation, for free hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Southern Produce Company, against 
raising duty on Paris green—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of clear Havana cigar manufacturers of the 
United States, against proposed graduated tax on cigars—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Nassau Bank of New York, against 
corporation tax amendment to H. R. 1438—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOK: Petition of New York Mercantile Exchange, 
favoring a material reduction of the duty on butter, cheese, 
and eggs—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ International Union of 
America, against admitting free tobacco and cigars from the 
Philippines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DANIEL A, DRISCOLL: Petition of Rodman Wana- 
maker, for a statue of an Indian to be placed on Fort Lafayette 
Island in the Narrows of New York Harbor—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Also, petition of the Nassau Bank, of New York City, against 
corporation-tax amendment to H. R. 1488—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of Herman Wile & Co., of Buffalo, N, Y., against 
Schedule K of the tariff bill (H. R. 1488), as per the Senate 
amendment—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of American hosiery and underwear manufac- 
turers, against reduction of duty on hosiery—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Peck, Stowe & Wilcox Company, of New 
York, against corporation-tax amendment to H. R. 1438—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New England Shoe and Leather Association, 
of Boston, Mass., for free hides—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of New York Mercantile Exchange, favoring a 
material reduction of the duty on butter, cheese, and eggs—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Cigar Makers’ International 
Union of America, against free cigars and tobacco from the 
Philippines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of American builders of machines for paper 
making, against reduction of tariff on paper and wood pulp— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of American hosiery and underwear manufac- 
turers, against reduction of tariff on hosiery—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Charles BE. Sheldon and others, 
of Rockford, I, fayoring exemption of holding companies from 
proposed corporation tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the United States Annuity and Life Insurance 
Company, for exemption of insurance companies from corpora- 
tion tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Chicago Clearing House Association, to ex- 
empt banks from corporation tax—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Merchants’ Marine League, fa- 
voring appropriation in aid of the merchant marine of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petitions of Snyder & Black and Jacob Rosenberger, of | 
New York City, favoring the House rate of duty on litho- | 
graphie products, ete.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New England Hide and Leather Association, 
for free hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the Nassau Bank, the Peck, Stowe & Wilcox 





Company, and the Olin J, Stephens Company (Incorporated), | 


all of the State of New York, against the corporation-tax amend- 
ment to H. R. 1488—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of president and officers of the Lancaster County 
(Pa.) Growers’ Association, against free tobacco and cigars 
from the Philippines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of American hoslery and underwear manufac- 
turers, against reduction of duty on hosiery—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New York Mercantile Exchange, for material 
reduction of duty on butter, cheese, and eggs—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 
UNIVERSAL POSTAL UNION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Postmaster-General submitting an estimate of ap- 
propriation of $1,500 to enable the Post-Office Department to 
be properly represented at the unveiling at Berne, Switzerland. 
in the year 1909, of the monument erected by the countries of 
the Postal Union in commemoration of the founding of the 
Universal Postal Union (S. Doc. No. 133), which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

HEATING AND LIGHTING, NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
eation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy submitting a supplemental esti- 
mate of appropriation in the sum of $10,000 for heating and 
lighting, Naval Academy, for the fiscal year ending June 50, 
1910 (S. Doc. No. 132), which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

LAWS OF HAWAII, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the secretary of state of the Territory of Hawaii, 
transmitting one copy each of the session laws, journal of the 
senate, and journal of the house of representatives of the fifth 


| regular session of the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, 


which, with the accompanying document, was referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
| passed a bill (H. R. 11572) to authorize the construction, main- 
| tenance, and operation of various bridges across and over cer- 
tain navigable waters, and for other purposes, in which it re- 
| quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. DICK presented a memortal of sundry citizens of Akron, 
Ohio, indorsing the action of the Senate in protecting the lemon 
industry of the United States, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry cigar manufacturers, 
of Dayton, Ohio, remonstrating against any advance of the 
internal-revenue tax upen cigars ranging below the wholesale 
price of $75 per thousand, which was ordered to He on the 
table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 





By Mr. LOUD: Petition of George W. Keeney and members 
of Sterling Grange, of Sterling, Mich., and John E. Driscoll and 
others, of West Branch, Mich., for creation of a national high- 
ways comimission—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. LOWDEN: Petition of citizens of Sublette, Orange- 
ville, and Thomson, against a parcels-post lIaw—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of New York Mercantile Exchange, 
for decrease of duty on butter, cheese, and eggs—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Clearing House Association of Chicago, favor- 
ing amendment to H. R. 1438 exempting incorporated banks 
from taxation—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of A. 8S. Gette 
man, president Public Educational Association of Washington, 
D. C., favoring an appropriation for treatment of stray cats— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. OLDFTELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Benjamin J. Matteson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Gaines C. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of New York Mercantile Exchange, 
favoring material reduction of tariff on butter, cheese, and 
eggs—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ International Union of Amer- 
ica, against free tobacco and cigars from the Philippines—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Arthur T. Leseh and others, favoring the 
House sehedule relative to lithographic products in H, R. 1489— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


of Columbus, Ohio, calling attention to the injurious effect the 
proposed tax on corporations would have in that State, and re- 
monstrating against the adoption of such a tax, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTER. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11579) to amend an act relative to 
the erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Ten- 
nessee River, reported it with an amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 17) thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 2945) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Bellefourche. in the 
State of South Dakota; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. ELKINS (for Mr. Scorr): 

A bill (S. 2946) to authorize the Parkersburg Bridge Com- 
pany to construct a bridge across the Ohio River connecting 
Parkersburg, W. Va., with Belpre, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 2947) for the relief of heirs or estate of James 
Watson, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: 

(By request) a bill (S. 2948) for the relief of the county of 
Nelson, State of Kentucky; to the Committee on Claims. 
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A bill (S. 2949) granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 
Morris; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S, 2950) granting an increase of pension to David E. 
Jones (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MONEY: 

A bill (S. 2951) for the relief of the estate of Stephen Herren 
‘(with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2952) for the relief of the estate of Stephen Herren; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BEVERIDGE: 

A bill (8. 2953) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Harmon (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2954) granting an increase of pension to Charles N. 
Taylor (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H.R.11572. An act to authorize the construction, main- 
tenance, and operation of various bridges across and over cer- 
tain navigable waters, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


BRIDGES OVER NAVIGABLE WATERS. 


Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 11572) to authorize the construction, 
maintenance, and operation of various bridges across and over 
certain navigable waters, and for other purposes, which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAXES ON INCOMES. 


Mr. BROWN. I submit a concurrent resolution for which I 
ask present consideration. P 
The concurrent resolution (S. C. Res. 6) was read, as follows: 


Senate concurrent resolution 6. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the President of the United States be requested to transmit 
forthwith to the executives of the several States of the United States 
copies of the article of amendment proposed by Congress to the state 
legislatures to amend the Constitution of the United States, passed 
July 12, 1909, respecting the power of Congress to lay and collect 
taxes on incomes, to the end that the said States may proceed to act 
upon the said article of amendment; and that he request the executive 
of each State that may ratify said amendment to transmit to the 
Secretary of State a certified copy of such ratification. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the concurrent resolution? 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senate 
to the unanimous-consent agreement under which we are meet- 
ing. I should like to have it read. 

Mr. BROWN. I will say to the Senator from New Jersey 
that this is not legislation. It is simply the formal and usual 
resolution calling upon the Executive to submit to the several 
States the joint resolution proposing an amendment of the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
New Jersey that the agreement to which he refers can not 
nossibly relate to business which the Senate has already taken 
up. It might relate to it if it were an original proposition, and 
if the question were whether we should proceed to a matter of 
legislation; but the Senate having passed the joint resolution, 
everything necessary to effectuate it is in order and is not in 
contravention of the agreement previously made. 

Mr. SMOOT. I call the Senator’s attention to the agreement, 
which reads: 

It is agreed by unanimous consent that the Senate will adjourn from 
time to time for three days at a time until the conference report is 
ready upou the bill (H. R. 1438) “to provide revenue, equalize duties, 
and encourage the industries of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses,” and that no business shall be transacted at the sessions of the 
Senate prior to the report of the conference committee 7 the said 
bill, other than the transaction of the routine morning business and 
the consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill now pending in 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘This is routine morning business, so that the 
agreement would not apply to it. It relates to a formal pro- 
ceeding made necessary by the action of Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If it is routine morning business, 
it can not be considered this morning in the face of an objec- 
tion. If an objection is made, it will have to go over. 

Mr. BROWN. I have not heard any objection made. 

Mr. KEAN. Under the wunanimous-consent agreement the 
concurrent resolution is not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey ob- 
jects, and the concuzrent resolution goes over. 

Mr. STONE. At the last meeting of the Senate the Senator 
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from Virginia [Mr. Martin] reported a bridge bill and asked 
unanimous consent to have it passed. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopeE] called attention to the unanimous-consent 
agreement, and the Chair ruled that it was not in order to put 
the bill on its passage. 

Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey that 
if his contention is correct, it would not be in order even for 
the Chair to lay before the Senate a joint resolution requir- 
ing his signature. The unanimous-consent agreement can not 
possibly relate to doing whatever may be necessary to effectuate 
what has already been determined upon by Congress. The two 
Houses passed a joint resolution. It is not proposed to add to 
that joint resolution in any particular, but simply to make it 
effective. It is not an independent piece of legislation; it is 
not an independent proposition; and it strikes me that it is no 
more objectionable to the unanimous-consent agreement than 
would be the laying of a joint resolution before the Senate with 
the statement on the part of the Chair that the joint resolution 
had received the signature of the Vice-President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not passed upon 
that question. The Chair has simply ruled that under an ob- 
jection the resolution must go over in any event. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I invite the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that the Senator from New Jersey did not object generally 
under the rule, but he put it upon the ground that the resolu- 
tion is contrary to the unanimous-consent agreement. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the objection 
controls, no matter what ground leads the Senator to object. 
The concurrent resolution goes over. 


RETIREMENT OF. EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. CUMMINS. I ask unanimous consent that an order be 
made for a reprint, for the use of the Committee on Civil Serv- 
ice and Retrenchment and the Senate, of the bill (S. 1944) for 
the retirement of employees in the classified civil service. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
the cost, or the approximate cost, of the printing? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not know. 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, we have already given notice that 
we shall object to any documents being printed unless the mat- 
ter is referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am perfectly willing that it shall be re- 


| ferred to the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. SMOOT. That would be the best course. I will assure 
the Senator that we shall take the matter under consideration 
promptly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have been absent one meeting, and I 
should like to inquire who has given notice that they will re- 
quire matters presented by Senators to take a certain course, 
The Senator says “we have already given notice,” I am cu- 
rious to know who gave the notice. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Committee on Printing have these matters 
in charge, and they decided that the proper course to pursue is 
iS have all requests for printing referred to the Committee on 
-rinting. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It strikes me that the Committee on Print- 
ing might very well take notice of the rights and privileges of 
the Senate and of Senators in this matter. The rules say 
what shall go to the committee and what shall not. The Com- 
mittee on Printing are not standing at the gate here with a 
flaming sword to see what shall go through. 

Mr. SMOOT. There is no such purpose, I assure the Senator, 
on the part of the Committee on Printing, but simply, as all 
expenses of printing are to be passed upon by that commit- 
ee 


Mr. HEYBURN. My objection is to the use of the word 
“we;” that “we” have done this and “we” have done that. 
I am not inclined to be factious, but it is a bad habit to get into, 
We are all “ we'’s” here. 

Mr. SMOOT. That may be true; but—— 

Mr. KEAN. I think the Senator from Utah does not under- 
stand the request of the Senator from Iowa. It is to have a 
reprint of a bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then I will withdraw any objection to it. 

Mr. KEAN. It is not a request for the printing of a docu- 
ment, but merely for the reprint of a bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to that. 

There being no objection, the order was reduced to writing, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That there be printed 2,600 additional copies of the bill (8. 
1944) for the retirement of employees in the classified civil service, 


1,000 copies for the use of the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment and 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate document room, 
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STEPHENSON GRAND ARMY MEMORIAL, 


Mr. WETMORE submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion (S. C. Res. 7), which was referred to the Committee on 


Printing: 
Senate concurrent resolution 7. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed and bound, in the form of eulogies, including illus- 
tration, 14,600 copies of the Lime s on the occasion of the dedica- 
tion of the Stephenson Grand Army Memorial, in Washington, July 3, 
1909, of which 4,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 8,000 for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 to be delivered to the 
Stephenson Grand Army Memorial committee. 


ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid 
eration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o’clock 
and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Friday, 
July 23, 1909, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations received by the Senate July 20, 1909. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


The following-named commanders to be commanders in the 
navy from the dates set opposite their names, to correct the 
ae from which they take rank as previously confirmed: 

Villiam W. Gilmer, January 23, 1908; 

Robert E. Coontz, January 7, 1909; 

William H. G. Bullard, February 1, 1909; 

Webster A. Edgar, February 25, 1909; 





aw, 


Joseph W. Oman, March 2, 1909; 

Philip Andrews, March 11, 1909; and 

Harold K. Hines, May 27, 1909. 

Commander Francis H. Sherman to be a captain in the tlavy 
from the 16th day of June, 1909, vice Capt. Samuel W. B. 
Diehi, deceased. 

Lieut. Henry C. Mustin to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the 24th day of June, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Charles H. Hayes, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Benton C. Decker to be a commander in 
the navy from the 1st day of July, 1909, vice Commander Albert 
G. Winterhalter, promoted. 

Lieut. Roland I. Curtin to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the ist day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Mark L. Bristol, promoted. 

Lieut. Needham L. Jones to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the Ist day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Archibald H. Seales, promoted. 

Lieut. Thomas C. Hart to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the Ist day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Thomas Washington, promoted. 

The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in the 


navy from the 8d day of March, 1909, after the completion of | 


six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an act 
of Congress approved March 3, 1909: 
George O. Littlefield, 
Otto Johnson, 
Robert J. Vickery, and 
Llewellyn H. Wentworth. 
POSTMASTERS. 
CONNECTICUT. 


William Holmes to be postmaster at Shelton, Conn.,-in place 
of William Holmes. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
5, 1908, 

GEORGIA. 

Sigfried Schwarzweiss to be postmaster at Waynesboro, Ga., 
in place of Thomas Quinney. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 30, 1909. ; 

ILLINOIS. 

Mary A. Paine to be postmaster at Xenia, Ill., in place of 

Frank L. Paine, deceased. 
MISSISSIPPI. 

W. BE. Clark to be postmaster at Gulfport, Miss., in place of 
Samuel R. Braselton. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
19, 1909. 

H. W. Durrant to be postmaster at Coffeeville, Miss., in place 
of William A. Carr, removed. 





MISSOURI. 

James R. Dyer to be postmaster at Ash Grove, Mo., in place 
of James R. Dyer. Incumbent’s commission expired March 1, 
1909. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Ralph G. Collins to be postmaster at Barnegat, N. J., in place 
of Ralph M. Collins, resigned. 

George F. Renear to be postmaster at Ocean Grove, N. 
place of William H. Hamilton, deceased. 

NEW YORK. 


Frank G. Fuller to be postmaster at Broadalbin, N. Y., in 

place of Addison A. Gardner, deceased. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 

John King to be postmaster at Donnybrook, N. Dak., in place 
of Floyd C. White, resigned. 

John McGauvran to be postmaster at Langdon, N. 
place of John MecGauvran. Incumbent’s commission 
December 10, 1906. 

William Simpson to be postmaster at Mandan, N. Dak.. in 
place of Thomas Wilkinson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1908. 


I 


vrs 


in 


Dak., in 
expired 


OHIO. 

George P. Bumgarner to be postmaster at 
Ohio, in place of. Chandler W. Carroll, deceased. 

William L. Maddox to be postmaster at Ripley, Ohio, in place 
of William L. Maddox. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
3, 1909. 

William R. Thomas to be postmaster at Niles, Ohio, in place 
of Dennis S. De Garmo, resigned. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Cameron Boak to be postmaster at Hughesville, Pa., in place 
of Charles W. Bugh.- Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 13, 1908. 

John H. Dunn to be postmaster at Parkesburg, Pa., 
of John H. Dunn. 
26, 1907. 

T. Dean Ross to be postmaster at Williamsburg, Pa., in place 
of Samuel Sparr, removed. 

Annie K. Stadden to be postmaster at Glen Campbell, Pa., in 
place of David I. Stadden, deceased. 


St. Clairsville, 


in place 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 


place of Thomas J. Stevens, resigned. 

Robert B. Rentfro to be postmaster at Brownsville, Tex., in 
place of Joel B. Sharpe. 
uary 27, 1908. 

H. Schmidt to be postmaster at Bremond, 
J. J. Staskey, not commissioned. 

VIRGINIA, 

G. W. Todd to be postmaster at Galax, Va. 

presidential April 1, 1908. 
WASHINGTON. 

J. M. Parrish to be postmaster at Wilbur, Wash., in place of 
Charles A. Phillips, removed. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Benjamin O. Holland to be postmaster at Logan, W. Va., in 
place of Benjamin O. Holland. Incumbent’s commission expired 

January 9, 1909. 


Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 


Tex., in place of 


TEXAS. 
Alexander McCullough to be postmaster at Sourlake, Tex., in 
Office became 


WISCONSIN. 
Amanda Price to be postmaster at Wonewoc, Wis., in place of 
Richard Price, deceased. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Erecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 20, 1909. 
ASSISTANT SURGEONS IN THE PusLic HEALTH AND MARINE- 
Hospital SERVICE. 
Lawrence Kolb to be an assistant surgeon in the Public Healtb 
and Marine-Hospital Service. 

Richard H. Lyon to be an assistant surgeon in the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 

James P, Leake to be an assistant surgeon in the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 

Hermon E. Hasseltine to be an assistant surgeon in the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


First Lieut. William P, Platt to be captain. 
First Lieut. Edward M, Shinkle to be captain. 
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First Lieut. William R. Bettison to be captain. 


Second Lieut. Robert R. Welshimer to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. William W. Hicks to be first liewtenant. 
Second Lieut. Eugene B. Walker to be first lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. Karl F. Baldwin to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Charles K, Wing to be first lieutenant. 
To be second lieutenants. 
Edward Cornelius Hanford. 
William Charles Koenig. 
Harry Walter Stephenson. 
MEDICAL CORPS. 
To be captains after three years’ service. 
First Lieut. Albert G. Love. 
First Lieut. Harold W. Jones. 
First Lieut. Omar W. Pinkston. 
First I.ieut. Mathew A. Reasoner, 
CAVALRY ARM. 
FVirst Lieut. Dorsey Cullen to be captain. 
First Lieut. Louis R. Ball to be eaptain. 
Second Lieut. William F. Wheatley to be first lieutenant. 
Capt. Krneste V. Smith to be major. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Passed Asst. Surg. Samuel S. Rodman to be a surgeon. 

The following-named assistant surgeons to be passed assist- 
ant surgeons: 

Ernest O. J. Eytinge, 

Curtis B. Munger, 

Fletcher H. Brooks, 

Fdward U. Reed, 

Edgar L. Woods, and 

Ausey H. Robnett. 

The following-named paymasters with the rank of lieutenant 
to be paymasters with the rank of lieutenant-commander : 

Theodore J. Arms, 

George R. Venable, 

Hugh R. Insley, 

George M. Stackhouse, 

Grey Skipwith, 

Trevor W. Leutze, 

McGill R. Goldsborough, 

David V. Chadwick, and 

HDugene C. Tobey. 

The following-named naval constructors with the rank of 
Heutenant to be naval constructors with the rank of lieutenant- 
commander : 

William G. Du Bose, and 

Ernest F. Eggert. 

POSTMASTERS. 


GEORGIA, 
William FH. Blitch, at Statesboro, Ga. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
W. E. Clark, at Gulfport, Miss. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 


John King, at Donnybrook, N. Dak. 
John McGauvran, at Langdon, N. Dak. 
Henry W. O'Dell, at Reeder, N. Dak. 
William Simpson, at Mandan, N. Dak. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, July 20, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 








PREMIUMS OF BONDING COMPANIES. 


Mr. SMITH of Towa. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, I report the following privileged resolution, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Howse resolution 90. 


Resolved, That it shall be in order to offer the following as an amend- 
ment to the bill (H. R. 11570) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, for other 

urposes : 

eontil otherwise provided by law, no bond shall be accepted from 
any surety or bonding company for any officer or employee of the 
United States which shall cost in excess of the rate of premium charged 
for a like bond during the calendar year 1908, except that in any ae 
ticular case or class of cases if the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
determine that the maximum rate charged during the 
calendar year 1908 was less than a reasonable rate, he may, in his 
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discretion, direct the acceptance of such bond or class of bonds, at 
premium rates exceeding not more than 50 per cent those charged 
during said calendar year: Provided, That hereafter the United States 
shall not pay any part of the premium or other cost of furnishing a 
bond required by law or otherwise of any officer or employee of the 
United States.” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this rule, if it should be 
adopted, will provide, in substance, that it shall be in order to 
offer an amendment to the pending bill that no official bond shall 
be accepted by the Government where the premium charged is 
greater than the like premium charged during the year 1908, 
except that upon a showing as to a given bond or class of bonds 
that the premiums of 1908 were inadequate, the Secretary 
of the Treasury may authorize an increase in the premium of 
50 per cent over the amount charged in 1908, and that hereafter 
the Government shall not pay premiums upon bonds of any of 
its officers. 

Generally speaking, it has never been the policy of the Gov- 
ernment to pay bonding companies for becoming sureties for 
government employees, but in the Indian bill for 1909 there was 
this provision : 

That hereafter the expense of procuring the official bond of any 


agent, superintendent, or other disbursing officer of the Indian Service 
shall be paid by the United States. 


Up to that time it had never been the policy of this Govern- 
ment to pay anybody to become a surety on the bond of a gov- 
ernment official. The law has required certain government 
officials to give bonds. They have always been at liberty to 
give either natural persons or bonding companies as sureties, 
but a strange exception was made in favor of these officers of 
the Indian Bureau, and a provision not expressly providing for 
paying the premiums upon the bonds, but providing for the pay- 
ment of the expense of giving the bonds was inserted in the-fn- 
dian appropriation bill, which provision has been interpreted 
to include the payment of the premiums as part of the expense. 
No specific appropriation was made for that purpose, but out 
of such funds as are available the department has been able to 


| set aside about $21,000 for the payment of such premiums. The 


average loss for many years in the branch for which this pro- 
vision was made has been $1,000 a year, and thus we have 
been providing for more than a year at the rate of $21,000 a 
year for premiums upon bonds where the average loss is $1,000 
a year. No reason has been assigned why we should discrim- 
inate between the employees of the Indian Service and every 
other branch of the public service, and pay the premiums upon 
the bonds of the employees in the Indian Service and refuse to 
pay the premiums upon the bonds of any other government 
officials. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
man yield for a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman says no rea- 
son has been assigned for making this exception. How is it, 
then, that the law was enacted which the gentleman has re- 
ferred to? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I shall not attempt to explain how this 
law passed through Congress. Like many other laws, a good 
many Members did not know it passed at all. I am not going 
to diseuss in detail that question, but I challenge any man to 
name a reason why the Government should pay the premiums 
upon the bonds of the agents of the Indian Office and refuse 
to pay the premiums upon the bonds of any other officer of the 
United States. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. If the gentleman will give 
me an opportunity sometime during this debate, I will be very 
glad to do that. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman will have abundant 
opportanity before the debate on the amendment closes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will give the gentleman a 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 


reason. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And I shall be delighted to hear the 
gentleman’s reason. Now, Mr. Speaker, immediately these bond- 
ing companies increased their rates to such a degree that al- 
though the premiums set apart by the Government were twenty 
times the amount of the average losses, yet it became necessary 
for the Indian Bureau to reduce the penalties through that 
service in order to be able to pay the premiums upon the bonds. 
And that is not all. There are about 18 or 20 of these surety 
companies that are authorized to do business—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Twenty-two, I think. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Eighteen or twenty was stated by Mr. 
J. K. Bartlett, of the United States Fidelity and Guaranty Com- 
pany, in his testimony. Seventeen of them met, and I shall show, 
without comparison of any data werthy of the name, that they 
made a horizontal increase of 300 per cent in the amount of 
premiums upon this class of bonds—not an absolutely uniform 
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increase, but an average increase amounting to 300 per cent, 
and in some cases to much more than 300 per cent. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentlema. yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. An increase of 300 per cent over what? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Over what they had been charging last 
year, and thereby admitting that the charge of last year was a 
fair and legitimate charge. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does the gentleman mean to say that they 
in any way directly or indirectly admitted that the charges of 
last year, which, as everybody knew, were the result of most dire 
competition and cut-throat business, were fair charges? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I say that if I offer to sell 
insurance at a fixed rate anywhere in the United States I do 
admit that is a fair rate, and the admission is to be taken as 
against me, but not absolutely conclusive if it is demonstrated 
that the admission is an erroneous one. Now, I do not care to be 
constantly interrupted at present, but will cheerfully yield later. 
I want to call attention to the performance of these 17 com- 
panies, as shown by the testimony before the members of the late 
Committee on Appropriations. 

I read first from page 9 of the hearings on questions addressed 
to Mr. Bartlett, representing 12 companies that asked to be 
heard before the committee: 


Mr. SmitH. Can you_not fix the percentage of profit that the com- 
pany ought to have? Have you had a long enough experience? 


Mr. Whelan answers this, although Mr. Bartlett is making 
the statement. ’ 


Mr. WHELAN. Of course you can fix the percentage. 

Mr. SmirH. What do you say would be a fair rate in that sense? 
How much should the gross receipts of these companies exceed their 
gross losses in percentages, assuming you have had sufficient experience 
to find out? 

Mr. WHELAN. There is a way by which, if we could sit down with 
the government representatives, we could arrive at that. 


Again, on the same page— 


Mr. Smrrn. I am asking you if it is possible to know just what the 
rate to cover the actual losses ought to be in each separate branch of 
this Government, and what per cent you ought to ask of that to get 
your rate of premium. 

Mr. WHELAN. I think that can be answered. 


It will be observed that he said that could be answered, but 
did not answer it. 


On page 11 Mr. Bartlett is asked: 


Mr. Smiru. Do you know the expense of the overhead charges in your 
company as compared with the premiums received? Do you know what 
percentage it is? 

Mr. BartLetr. I could answer that, but not offhand, because I have 
not figured it. 


This company does not even know what percentage its over- 
head charges are of its receipts; it could figure it, but did not. 
Mr. Bartlett, on page 13, says: 


It is a difficult thing for these surety people to know what the per- 
centage of their losses to the premiums is. 


It is difficult when any effort is made to analyze their experi- 
ence. 


On page 14 he was asked this: 


Mr. SmitH. Have not these companies been engaged in cutting rates 
in competition locally? 


And he answered: 


5 Mr. Bartterr. There has been keen competition, local and otherwise. 
No two companies have ever charged the same rates for a bond unless 
it was done by accident. 


On page 27 of the hearings I read: 


Mr. Smits. I would like to ask you a question or two that may be 
specific. We are unable to get from you gentlemen anything except- 
ing information fh relation to isolated companies’ rates, or isolated 
branches of the public service. It, has been conceded here that the 
rates have been restored and made substantially uniform. I would 
nes Seaeeet even that that was done by agreement between the com- 
panies 

Mr. BarTLetTtT. No; pure accident. 

Mr. SmirH. Yes; I presume it is pure accident. 

Mr. Bartietr. And interchange of experience. 

Mr. Smirx. And that is just what I was coming up to. I suppose 
that notwithstanding there was no agreement as to these rates, that 
there was an interchange of experience. Why is it that on account 
of, and as a result of, that interchange of experience, upon which you 
took such important action as to raise the rates 300 per cent in many 
cases, that we can not get that experience; that we can not know 
what it is? Why is it not produced here? 

Mr. Bartietr. I will say that notice of this meeting only reached 
me yesterday, and I had these figures immediately prepared, that I 
have given here. 

Mr. SmitTH. But you long ago had the information upon which you 
raised the rates prepared and upon which you acted. 

Mr. BARTLETT. We might just as well be frank about this thing and 
admit that the books of the company show, excluding the unknown 
contingent deferred liability, a profit on government official business. 
That is true. My figures show it. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Is that on the old rate? 
Yes; that is on the same old rate 





Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


On page 27: 

Mr. SmirH. You do not mean to say that when you came to raise 
the rate 300 per cent you bunched them all in, contracts, supplies, and 
everything else, and gave no consideration to the relative risks? 

Mr. BartTLetTr. I mean to say this: That we were not as careful in 
classifying these government official bonds as we might have been. I 
want to be perfectly frank about this thing. I think a reclassification 
of the government official rates should be made, and I echo what Mr. 
Whelan has said. I want to make that reclassification with the aid 
of the statistics of your department, and I want you gentlemen to 
bring about the appointment from the ane of some men who 
ean confer with some of our men and get this upon a satisfactory basis. 

Mr. Smiru. But that will require time and legislation. 

Mr. BartTuetr. It will not require any legislation. 

Mr. Situ. Oh, yes; it will anes legislation. We have no con- 
trol: we can not send men from the departments to confer with your 
committee. 

Mr. Bartietr. But if you will allow time, it will be done 

Mr. Smitu. Now, before your company took this radical action of 
an advance of 300 per cent, not by “ agreement,’ but, as you say, by 
“interchange of experience,” I should have thought, especially in view 
of the short history of this kind of insurance, which leaves but a 
limited table of mortality, if I may use that figure of speech, that 
if you had received from every company its views based upon its 
experience as to are and officials of the Government, and by 
reason of that you found what a just rate would be, and thereupon 
advanced the rate accordingly and arbitrarily—that if you did that, 
I would ask why you do not produce that very material information? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Let me tell you the way it was done: The execu- 
tives of those companies have so much else to take care of that the 
question of rates is one that they leave to the heads of the respective 
departments. Each company has an official department, a contract 
department, and a fidelity department. The heads of these depart- 
ments, after this meeting of all of the insurance commissioners, met 
in conference to exchange opinions as to what rates ought to be made 
in order to provide enough to pay losses, expenses, and some return to 
the stockholders. 

Mr. SmitH. Do you mean that they exchanged opinions without ob- 
taining data from their own books? 

Mr. BartLetr. Each head of each department knew what his expe- 
rience was. I was not present at those meetings, and I do not know 
whether they laid the data down on the table or not. F 

* . © 


Mr. Burieson. Upon what did they base their action? 
stood you to say that they exchanged experiences. 

Mr. Bartietr. They did, and the experience of every company was 
that they were losing money. And there is only one way, if they are 
losing money, to correct that downward trend, and that is to raise the 
rates. 

Mr. SmirH. On everybody paying excessive rates as well as those 
paying insufficient rates? 

r. BartLerr. No; I suppose there was some sense displayed, but 
I will state frankly that since this matter has come up I am satisfied 
from my own information, from such investigation as I have been able 
to make, that it might have been done more scientifically. 

On page 32 of the hearings: 


Mr. SmitH. Have you not quoted in your schedule rates on numer- 
ous officials of the Government who do not give bond? 

Mr. BarrLetr. Yes; and we hope that some day they will be re- 
quired to give bond. 

So scientifically had they prepared these schedules for gov- 
ernment officials that they did not even care to know what oflfi- 
cials were required to give bonds, but hoped that all would be 
required to give bonds. It appears here that the lowest rate 
to any official of the Post-Office Department is a dollar a thou- 
sand. It appears here that if that minimum rate was col- 
lected it would produce $200,000 on an average loss of $32,000 
a year, and yet these rates being 6 to 1 were not adequate 
to satisfy these companies, who never have shown the data of 
any one company to another, and never known from their own 
information and their experience what the loss has been upon 
bonds given to the Government. 

On page 41 of the hearings: 

Mr. SmirH. It appears that the companies, without comparing their 
own data with one another, and without gathering the Government's 
data, and without taking any of the ordinary business means of ascer- 
taining what this class of risks ought to pay, met and increased this 
rate, and I say that you gentlemen should accept the old rate until 
the matter can be investigated rather than to ask a 300 per cent raise 
over what you have been getting. 

Mr. Supplee, assistant to the president of the same company, 
then tells the stery of the darkey who wanted mercy rather 
than justice and closes by insisting that they are seeking mercy 
and not justice, and practically admits that they made a mis- 
take in this reclassification. 

And why should he not admit it? The testimony shows that 
the gross annual premiums of Mr. Bartlett's company exceed 
the total capital and reserve of that company, and that these 
companies have most of them been paying small dividends. 
And if they can raise the rate 300 per cent, even allowing for the 
amount of increased commissions to agents, they would be able 
to pay over 200 per cent annual dividends upon their stock 
That is the form of scientific revision of rates indulged in by 
this combination of 17 companies. 

Now, I am not going to read all this testimony that is per- 
tinent to this subject. These companies, most of them, started 
in as fidelity companies. They had no experience. There were 
no tables upon which they could act, but they were then only 
guaranteeing fidelity of public officials, of administrators, of 
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guardians, and of employees. They soon branched out into 
signing bonds for appeal purposes in the courts, injunction 
bonds, and contract bonds of every kind and character, Mani- 
festly an experience in becoming surety for a man’s mere in- 
tegrity would throw no light upon the amount that ought to 
be charged for signing the bond of a man making a great con- 
tract with the Government or with a railroad company or with 
a great institution of any kind. The very lack of knowledge 
of what the loss was upon such bonds required that ‘those com- 
panies study their limited experience with closer care, but the 
evidence shows that they have never classified it at all. They 
say they have not made much money; but not one of them can 
tell whether they have lost this money on fidelity bonds or on 
contract bonds, or where they have lost it, if Jost it they have. 
And so these gentlemen, without looking even at their own 
experience and comparing it with the experience of others, with- 
out classifying the experience of themselves or others, without 
calling upon this Government to know what its experience is, 
met, and in a gentleman’s agreement raised the rates 300 per 
cent upon government employees, when they were already re- 
ceiving six times the amount of their losses, and when they 
admit that they have made money on the government business; 


the Government, are nearly ten times their losses. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will yield for a question. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. You have referred to the 17 | 


companies, which you say formed a combination to raise the rates, 
amd you have given us certain information resulting from your 


inquiries. Did you inquire into the*question whether any of | 


these companies aceept deposits or do a trust-company business 
independent of the surety business? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have not personally inquired about 
that, but I know that they are doing all kinds of surety busi- 
ness, signing saloon keepers’ bonds, and everything of that kind, 
and not classifying the risks so as to know what one costs as 
compared with another. 

Mir. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Iowa will pardon me, 
I will say I have investigated that, and under the regulations 
adopted by the Secretary of the Treasury and agreed to by the 
heads of all the departments, no trust company can bond an 
employee of the Government unless the head of the department 
in which that employee is engaged withdraws from that agree- 
ment. The reason for that is that trust companies that accept 
deposits and do a general banking or trust-company business 
can not file a financial statement in such detail as the regula- 
tions of the Treasury Department require. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not want to interrupt 
the gentleman, but I did want to bring this point to his atten- 
tion—that it is the depositors after all that Congress ought to 
protect. 


accepting deposits. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I should like to have a pro- 
vision recommended that would protect the Government against 
those cempanies that accept deposits. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The Government will not take them 
now, so that is protected already. 

Now, when the census bill came before the House it appeared 
that these bonding companies had fixed the annual premium 
upon the disbursing officer of the Census Bureau so that it 
eost $375, and Congress was compelled to increase his salary 
$375 in order to cover that loss to him. So that not only in 
the Indian Bureau are we paying these infamous rates, but we 
are now paying them for the disbursing officer-of the Census 

sSureau; and if these rates are to be imposed, it means a power- 

ful pressure and a just pressure for an increase of salaries all 
along the line. The Government therefore is vitally interested 
in the question whether these companies are to be permitted 
thus to hoist these rates of premium, without investigation and 
without knowledge. The committee therefore thought that this 
ought to be brought to the attention of the House. 

I have heard some suggestion that this amendment ought not 
to repeal the provision for bonding the men in the service of the 
Indian Bureau. If this rule is adopted, the whole question 
comes directiy before the House for its consideration. If they 
ought not to be under the same rule as other employees of the 
Government, then a motion to strike out that part of the amend- 
ment will be in order, and ample consideration will be given to 
the working out of the details of this legislation. The sole ques- 
tion upon the adoption of this rwle is whether the House shall 
have the right to take up this whole problem and, for the time 
being at least, settle it. 

We do not claim that we have been able to find just what the 
rates ought to be, and we admit there has been violent competi- 
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tion that may have run some :rates too low; but when these 
companies voluntarily accept a price, that in fact and in law 
is an admission that it isa fair price. We have not even seen 
fit to bind them down there, as we well might have done, untjl 
this question could be settled, but have provided that if they 
ean make a showing in any case that the rate is too low, the 
Secretary of the Treasury may authorize an increase of 50 per 
cent in that rate—a very conservative provision. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman able to tell us how that ‘provi- 
sion got into the Indian appropriation bill? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have not the slightest idea, but I 
know it never would have gone ‘in ‘there if I had known about it 
without a fight on it. 

Mr. MANN. Let me inform ‘the gentleman, for his benefit, 
that it did not get in in the House, 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It was a Senate amendment. 

Mr. MANN. And there never was any consideration of it in 
the other body. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But that question can be thrashed out 
on the floor, as to whether that ought to be repealed or not. 
The question before the House now is whether it will allow this 


. combination of 17 companies to hoist these rates in this way, 
and the rates now established, as shown by the experience of | 


arbitrarily, and without investigating their own or anybody 


| else’s data, and whether we will take any action at all. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like in connection with this pro 
posed rule to ask ‘the gentleman a question simply for my own 
information, for I have no ax to grind in the matter. If there 
is a surety company in my State, I do not know its name. Can 
you tell me what companies are not in this combination of 17? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. One company, the United States Guar- 
anty Company of New York, is the only one I can identify. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I read every word of the hearings last night, 
and I thought there were five or six companies that were not in 
it, according to the hearing. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There are. , 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They are not all authorized to be ac- 
cepted as government surety. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Another question in connection with the 
adoption of the rule. The gentleman read from ‘the record of 
the hearing of the testimony of Mr. Whalen and Mr, Bartlett, 
that they were anxious to have a meeting of their committee 
with certain representatives of the departments in Washington 
to consider this matter with some care. Now, I would like to 
ask the gentleman why, if this be possible, this rule should be 
adopted and this legislation put on the statute book instead of 
waiting for that oppertunity? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will answer that and then I must 
close the debate as far as I am coneerned. As a matter of 
fact, this only provides that this shall be the rule until other- 
wise provided. These gentlemen want to charge 300 per cent 


| increase, but we say that until the time comes when we can 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. These 17 companies are not companies | 


settle what a fair rate is, if they get 50 per cent more than they 
fixed themselves asa fair rate, that is enough. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirty minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will yield twenty-five minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. FIrzGERA.p]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa 
has covered the ground so fully that I do not propose to say 
anything on the proposed amendment. It seems to me desirable 
that the House should have an opportunity at this time to con- 
sider some legislation properly regulating the charges for bonds 
of various employees of the Government. To me it is a matter 
of regret that conditions in this House are such that it is not 
possible to consider this legislation in the ordinary manner, 
but that it is necessary to resort to a special rule in order to 
enable Members of the House to consider the legislation. I 
understand that some Members wish to occupy time in opposi- 
tion to the rule. As I shall vote for it, I yield back to the 
gentleman from Missouri the remainder of the time, so that he 
may utilize it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How much do I get back? 

The SPEAKER. Your minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
mean from Pennsylvania [Mr. A. MrrcneLtt PALMER]. 

Mr. A. M“TCHELL PALMER. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of 
this rule is as transparent as a piece of double-thick, treble- 
protected American plate glass. Its object is to force the Mem- 
bers of this House to support a piece of new legislation without 
ample opportunity for its consideration because of their un- 
willingness to oppose a necessary appropriation bill. 

And yet it has only been a matter of two:or three weeks since 
the Porto Ricans were denounced upon the floor of this House, 
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especially upon the other side of the Chamber, as being abso- 
lutely unfit for self-government because they did precisely the 
thing which the author of this bill has done, namely, they in- 
sisted upon making some necessary new legislation a part of 
the same transaction with their appropriation bills. I do not 
mean to say that anybody in this House is incapable of self- 
government, but I do say that it is evident that the author of 
this bill refuses to give the Members of this House credit for 
as much courage and independence as the Porto Ricans possess, 
for he thinks it is necessary, in order to pass this piece of new 
legislation, to tack it upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. Speaker, this rule is only another link in the chain of 
evidence which has convinced the people of this country beyond 
a doubt that the House of Representatives is not controlled by 
its membership, nor even governed by the laws which it has 
made for its own guidance, but that it is absolutely and en- 
tirely dominated by the sweet will of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, no more striking example of the power of the 
Speaker in shaping and controlling legislation in this House 
could possibly be cited than the passage of this resolution 
before us to-day. Here is an amendment to an appropriation 
bill which is so palpably in violation of the rules of the House 
that the merest tyro in legislative matters could cite the very 
language of the rule against which it offends. That rule can 
only be suspended by a two-thirds vote of the House, and yet 
we find the Committee on Rules brings in a special order which 
when sustained by a bare majority of the Members present ab- 
solutely abrogates and wipes out of existence the very law the 
House has made for its own government. When we see this 
process repeated day after day, when we recall that this same 
operation has been performed on every piece of important leg- 
islation that has been before the House at the present session, 
and when we remember that the Speaker holds the balance of 
power on that committee and casts the deciding vote, we can 
understand why the country has come to believe not only that 
the Speaker is the most powerful man in this body, but that in 
the balance scales of power he actually weighs as much as two- 
thirds of the entire membership of this House. [Applause.] 

My experiénce here has been brief, but it has been long 
enough to leave upon my mind the firm impression that these 
rules of the House are not so bad, if you would only let them 
alone. And I believe the criticism of the country is based not 
s0 much on what the rules contain as upon the fact that when 
it suits the convenience of the powers that be the rules are so 
easily overridden by the one deciding vote in the Committee on 
Rules. 

Mr. Speaker, it is no wonder that my distinguished friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMstTep], who is recognized as one of 
the great parliamentary experts of this body, was able and will- 
ing during the last session of Congress to make that great 
speech in defense of the rules under which we are supposed to 
operate, a speech which was a veritable classic on the question 
of the parliamentary law that governs this body. I am not 
surprised now, though I was once, that the great Speaker of 
this House was able and willing to write a magazine article 
which caught the attention of millions of his countrymen, in 
which he made such a plausible defense of the rules under 
which, I repeat, we are supposed to operate, for it is a fact that 
the Republican organization in this House could sit blindfold 
while we wrote into these rules every amendment that our 
hearts might desire or our minds conceive, and still, with an 
anchor to windward in the shape of this Committee on Rules, 
they could laugh at our puny efforts at reform. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] Why, if we could muster sufficient votes 
in this House to approve such old-fashioned doctrine, we might 
embody in these rules the Ten Commandments and the Sermon 
on the Mount, and the Committee on Rules could wipe them all 
out of existence by bringing in a little special rule. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.}] And I do not know but what they 
would, for we have high Republican authority for the doctrine 
that the decalogue has no place in American politics anyway. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I repeat, it is not so much what is in this book of the House 
rules that we object to, but what we do object to, and, in my 
opinion, what the country objects to upon the question of these 
rules, is that we can not know what the rules of the House 
are by studying this book, no matter how deep into it we may 
dig, or how earnestly we may study the interesting pages of 
the Digest; but we must wait, to know the rules and the law 
of the House, until we hear it while listening with bated 
breath to the words that fall from the lips of the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DatzeLx], or his eloquent 
and ferocious substitute, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smiruy], 





who brings in the report of the Committee on Rules. [Applause 
and laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, as my friend the minority leader would say, 
“So much for that.” [Laughter.}] I am opposed to this amend- 
ment on its merits, and I want it understood at the start that 
I do not oppose it out of any consideration whatever for the 
great bonding companies of the United States, who are alleged 
to have entered into this combination. I heartily applaud 
every word that my distinguished friend from Iowa 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman 
five minutes more. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I heartily applaud 
everything which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SmirH] has said 
in condemnation of this alleged combination or “ gentleman’s 
agreement.” I can not bring myself to believe that the business 
of the bonding companies with relation to the Government has 
resulted in such loss as justifies this large increase in the rate 
of premium they are charging upon the bonds of the govern- 
ment officials. I am not defending these companies, nor seek- 
ing to excuse their course, but, as I view the matter, their con- 
duct is, as we say in the law courts, “immaterial, irrelevant, 
and incompetent,” with respect to the real issue raised by this 
amendment. For, Mr. Speaker, I am firmly convinced that the 
remedy which is proposed in this legislation for this condition 
is fraught with greater danger than the evil which you seek to 
correct. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I in it a 
long step in advance toward the obnoxious regulation of the 
private affairs of individuals and corporations with which the 
General Government has absolutely no power to deal. I under- 
stand these corporations, these bonding companies, are every 
one of them corporations created and existing under the laws 
of the separate States, subject to such duties and possessing 
such powers as are given them by the laws of the several States 
of their incorporation. They are engaged in a business which 
the Supreme Court of the United States has distinctly held 
does not come within the commerce clause of the Constitution, 
and yet you propose to fix the price at which these corporations 
shall sell the commodity in which they deal to the private citi- 
zen. For it will be observed that under this amendment the 
United States Government pays no part of these premiums. It 
is expressly forbidden to pay any part of the premiums, and 
rightly so; yet you propose to fix the price which the individual 
employee of the Government shall pay out of his own pocket 
for the premium on the bond which he may buy if he wants to, 
but is not compelled to buy. 

It seems to me it would be just as proper for the Congress 
of the United States to fix the price which the individual em- 
ployee of the Government shall pay here in Washington for the 
food which he eats or the clothes which he wears or the house 
which he rents as to fix the price for the bond which he may 
buy. And surely every Member of this House will agree with 
me that legislation of such a character would be nothing short 
of a monstrosity. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me to make 
a suggestion? The Secretary of War has just ordered that 
hereafter this Government shall buy no trust-made or trust-sold 
goods. May we not say that we will not accept the bonds from 
employees which are given by these companies in this combi- 
nation? 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I admit the 
right of the Government of the United States in passing legis- 
lation about things it proposes to buy to fix the price. We 
have always done that. The armor-plate contracts are a con- 
spicuous example. But the Government is not buying these 
bonds; and I say it would be just as sensible for you to say 
that because rents have gone up in the city of Washington 
that has necessarily constituted a practical diminution of the 
salaries of the employees of the Government, and that, there- 
fore, we ought to punish the landlords of the city by saying the 
Government will not permit them to charge its employees any 
more than a certain amount of rent for these houses. 

It seems to me that the autnor of this resolution looks at the 
thing from the wrong point of view. The Government of the 
United States, so far as this legislation is concerned, is in the 
position of an employer of labor, and the same principles of 
good business ought to apply to our consideration of this meas- 
ure as would apply in the case of private employment. The 
interest of the Government lies only in getting the best service 
out of its employees, and the safest and most certain security 
that that service will be properly performed. I can conceive of 
no private employer of labor who would invite, much less com- 
mand, his employees to give him anything except the very best 
security obtainable, Yet the surety companies which are alleged 
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to have entered into this combination are the strongest bonding 
companies in the United States, and you now propose to legalize 
a boycott against the strongest companies in the country and say 
to our employees and officials: You shall not go to these strong 
companies for the bonds acceptable to the Government, but you 
must go to the weaker surety companies of the country or return 
to the notoriously bad, insufficient, and antiquated plan of fur- 
nishing individual sureties on your bonds. 

Now, it is argued by the gentleman from Iowa that this is a 
proper course, for the increase in the premium rates will result 
in a substantial diminution of the salaries of government 
oflicials. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. CLARK 
minute more. 


Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I recognize the | 
high position of the author of this bill in the House, but I do not | 
believe that he is authorized to speak for the entire Congress of 
the United States. I can not believe that the time will ever 
come when the Congress of the United States will increase the 
salaries of its individual employees and officials because of the | 
fact that they must pay a premium on a bond if they want to | 
get it from a surety company instead of going to their own | 
friends to insure their honesty and fidelity. Only one out of 
four of the bonds given to the United States Government is 
written by a surety company. 

According to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
there are approximately 500,000 bonds running to the United | 
States Government, with penalties aggregating $4,000,000,000. 
Of these only 25 per cent have corporate surety. Three-fourths | 
of all the bonds running to the Government to-day have in- 
dividual sureties, and it would be manifestly unfair to increase 
the salaries of those officials and employees of the Government | 
who have not friends who will guarantee their faithfui and | 
honest service and who must therefore give a corporate surety, 
while leaving the salaries of others alone. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How much time have I left, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield that to the gentleman from | 
Maryland [Mr. Git]. 

Mr.GILL of Maryland. Mr.Speaker, the gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania, who has just preceded me, has so thoroughly, it seems 
to me, called the attention of the House to the condition which is 
presented by the rule proposed to be adopted by the Committee 
on Rules that it is scarcely necessary for me to say anything | 
further. Why, Mr. Speaker, the Sixty-first Congress has been 
assembled for the past four months, yet notwithstanding that 
length of time no committees, save three, have been appointed 
to take into consideration the business which should properly 
come before this House. Notwithstanding the fact that not 
even the great Appropriation Committee of this body, which 
should properly assemble to report to this body the necessary 
appropriations to be made for this special session of the Sixty- 
first Congress—notwithstanding these facts, we find this hollow 
mockery of our rules. A self-constituted committee of five or 
six gentlemen, Members of this House, have undertaken to as- 
semble, to hear witnesses, and to take testimony, not upon 
matters which they as members of the Appropriation Committee 
should properly and rightfully deal with, but upon legislation 
upon a subject which is absolutely new and which affects the 
rights both of corporations and individuals in this country. I 
say, Mr. Speaker, that under these circumstances it seems to 
me that the Republican Members of this body would wish not 
to pass this rule that is now proposed, but would wish at this 
time to demonstrate to the country that they are willing to 
abide by the rules established for the government of this body 
that they themselves have adopted, and not undertake, sir, to 
override our rules, especially this very good and valuable rule 
which prevents any new legislation from being incorporated in 
appropriation bills, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few words to call attention 
to another matter here. My contention is that the adoption of 
this legislation, instead of being helpful and for the best eluci- 
dation of the propositions contained therein, will, on the con- 
trary, render the greatest and most extreme confusion with 
regard to this matter. And why, Mr. Speaker, do I believe that 
to be the case? It is said in this proposed law that— 

No bond shall be accepted from any surety or bonding company for 
any officer or employee of the Government which shall cost in excess of 


the rate of premium charged for a like bond during the calendar year 
ot 1908. 


“For a like bond.” Now, what does that mean? A like bond 
is issued to the individual—a treasurer or clerk or some officer 
of a banking institution, or of an individual; a like bond is 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
I yield to the gentleman i 


of - Missouri. 
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it 50 per cent? 


| rules by the passage of this resolution. 


| from Ohio rise? 


JULY 20, 


issued to the employees of a state government. Now, what 
bond is meant? Is it to be a rate charged to an individual; is it 
to be a rate charged to a state officer for a like bond; or is it 
to be a rate charged to a government officer during that year 
for a like bond? Now, if it is a rate to be charged to a goy- 
ernment officer, I ask the gentlemen of that committee who 
propose this legislation to tell this House what rate is to be 
charged. I say to you that the bonding companies have charged 
during the year 1908 all sorts of rates for similar or like bonds. 
I say to you that they have charged to a letter carrier in some 
places 25 cents a thousand, in other places they have charged 
50 cents a thousand. Every company, under the keen com- 
petition that has been taking place between these companies in 
the last five years, has selected to choose and frame its own 
rate, and some of them have decreased their rate to such an 
extent that they are to-day, by reason thereof, in danger of 
financial bankruptcy. Now, what rate are you going to take; 
what is the rate that is meant? I say, Mr. Speaker, that this 
proposition means nothing but the direst confusion ; and nobody 
is benefited by the second provision, which authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to change these rates, because it places 
upon him a limitation dependent upon the rate fixed in the first 
part of the paragraph. 

He can not exceed 50 per cent of the rate fixed by the first 
part of the paragraph; and if you can not fix what that rate 
is, how can the Secretary of the Treasury undertake to increase 
[Applause.] For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, 
I hope that this House will not at this time violate its own 
[Applause.] I yield 
back my time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


How much time have I left? 
There is no time remaining to the gen- 


I demand the previous question upon 


| the passage of the resolution. 


The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the resoiution; and 
on a division (demanded by Mr. A. Mirchent. PALMER) there 
were—ayes 145, noes 54. 

Accordingly the resolution was agreed to. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the urgent de- 
ficiency appropriation bill (H. R. 11570). 

The motion was agreed to, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill (H. R. 
11570), with Mr. WANGER in the chair. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I rise to speak to this provision in the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. There is a point of order pending, made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. A. MircHetL PALMER]. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I thought that was settled by the rule. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I made a 
point of order against the paragraph just before the committee 
rose last night. That has not yet been disposed of. It seems 
to me that the Chair will have to rule upon the point of order, 
because the resolution reported from the Committee on Rules 
will have no application unless this point of order is sustained, 
because it proposes to make an amendment to the bill in order. 
At the present time it is in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman insists upon his point of 
order, it will be sustained. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER, 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
oat to insert the paragraph which has just been ruled out of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, on page 12, after line 22, the following: 

“Until otherwise proviees by law, no bond shall be accepted from 
any surety or bonding company for any officer or employee of the 
United States which shall cost in excess of the rate of premium 
charged for a like bond during the calendar year 1908, except that in 
any particular case or class of cases if tlie retary of the Treasury 
shall determine that the maximum rate of premium charged during the 
calendar year 1908 was less than a reasonable rate, he may, in his dis- 
cretion, direct the acceptance of such bond or class of bonds, at pre- 
mium rates exceeding not more than 50 per cent those charged durin 
said calendar year: Provided, That hereafter the United States shail 

any part of the premium or other cost of furnishing a bond 


not 
require ed by law or otherwise of any officer or employee of the United 


I do. 
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Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
out the proviso. Mr, Chairman, I desire to say a word on this 


I move to amend by striking 


amendment that I have offered. I am not opposed to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota, with the excep- 
tion of the proviso. I am opposed to the proviso for the reason 
that in the first session of the last Congress a law was passed 
by which it was provided that hereafter the expense of pro- 
curing the official bond of any agent, superintendent, or other 
disbursing officer of the Indian Service shall be paid for by the 
United States. 

It seems to me that it is going pretty far in this special ses- 
sion of Congress, when ne committees have been appointed, and 
upon an urgent deficiency appropriation bill, to propose to re- 
peal legislation that was enacted by a former Congress. If I 
could have had the opportunity, I would have opposed the rule 
on the ground that I do not believe it is good practice to repeal 
existing law enacted by a former Congress through a procedure 
such as this. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smiru] stated that there was 
no good reason why that law to which I have referred was 
passed. It was also suggested that the legislation did not origi- 
uate in this House, and that it was slipped into an appropria- 
tion bill in some other body than this House. I do not know 
whether it was incorporated in a bill in this House or not, but 
I find House Document No. 40, first session Sixtieth Congress, 
which discloses how this matter was brought to the attention 
of Congress. I hold in my hand House Document No. 40, first 
session Sixtieth Congress, which is a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury addressed to the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

This communication is accompanied by a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
transmits it. It pertains to this subject, or this legislation to 
which I have referred. There was nothing surreptitious about 
it. It was done in the usual way that such matters are brought 
to the attention of the House, and, so far as I know, it was con- 
sidered the same as any other legislation is considered here. 
This document was referred by the Speaker of the House—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I ask unanimous consent for 
ten minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
unanimous consent that he may proceed for ten minutes. 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Dakota is rec- 
ognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I did not understand the gen- 
tleman’s request to be for ten minutes more. I will consent to 
extend his time five minutes, but I can not consent to men speak- 
ing for fifteen minutes on this proposition. We would not get 
through with it to-day if we did. 

The CHAIRMAN. Leave was given without objection, and 
the announcement made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I did not hear what the Chair said. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
not be out of order for me to call the attention of the committee 
briefly to the procedure that has obtained up to this time in 
regard to this particular amendment. 


Is 


The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], in charge of 


this bill on the floor of the House, last night stated that all 


that the provision did was to affect the bonding companies, and 


he made no reference whatever to this proviso, 
When I asked for time to-day when the rule was being consid- 


ered that I might say something relative to this proviso, I was 
told that I could not have the time, and now when I ask for 
ten minutes the gentleman in charge of the bill Is the only gen- 


tleman that rises to object to that request. 


I have said that this document was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and I want to quote from this letter, which 
1907, from the Secretary of the Interior, 


o~ 


--, 


is dated November 
who says: 


The bonded liabilities of officers in the Indian Service amount ap- 
The premiums on bonds are paid by the 


proximately to $7,000,000. 


officers giving them. Many of the bonds are very large and im 
a cons ble burden on the makers in paying t niums. is 
is true where a large amount is required and the salary paid ts not 


commensurate with the administrative and fiduciary responsibility. 


And IT commend this to my friend from Iowa, whe defied any- 
one to offer any reason why the Government should pay for 
He, the Secretary of the Interior, says: 


a ‘bond 


mt at times to pre- 


the bonds in any case. 


To illustrate: The United States Indian agent at Kiewa 
receives a salary of $1,800 per annum and is required to give 
for $100,000, although that amount is not sufficte 
vent embarrassment in placing money to his credit. 


similar cases. ™ _ 


it is estimated that the premiums on all the bonds 
Indian Service will cost annually not to exceed $25,000, 


ven f 
Ty the 


The gentleman from South Dakota asks 


Right at this point it might | 


the 
Goy- 





ernment ys for them, it will relieve the disbursing officers of the 
service of a severe drain on their salaries, which in many cases, espe- 
cially where the compensation is low, is a burden which the Govern- 
ment can readily assume in the best interests of good administration. 

Under the present system, to save disbursing officers the expense of 
making large bonds, it has been the custom to fix the amount at as 
small a sum as seemed adequate to protect the interests of the Govern- 
ment and the Indians. The amounts coming into their hands fluctu- 
ate, however; and when, by reason of unforeseen circumstances, they 
become .accountable for a large amount, their weekly balances are 
swelled to such an extent as to exceed the amount of the bond, and 
then the Indian Office is estopped from placing to their credit such 
sums as enable them to handle easily and expeditiously the affairs 
under their charge. This condition exists until the balances are re- 
duced to the normal amount. : 

I am advised that some large cergeretiens pay the premium on the 
bonds they require from those employees in whose hands funds are 
placed. This is an excellent custom, and one which insures the proper 
safeguarding of moneys intrusted to a fiduciary officer without forcing 
him to draw on his salary for that purpose. ' 

Aside from the advantages to be derived from the Government con- 
trolling this matter, it also is justice to the employee, as often his 
salary is not proportionate to the liabilities impose. upon him by 
virtue of his position; and if he were relieved of the expense incident 
to making these bonds, more energetic and better service would be the 
result. 

New, Mr. Chairman, it appears that this matter came to this 
House through the proper channel, a- communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury transmitting this communication 
from which I have quoted, from the Secretary of the Interior, 
wherein it is made very plain why an exception should be made 
so far as the employees in the Indian Service are concerned. 
My amendment is to strike out the proviso: Why? Because | 
understand that the only department of this Government where 
the bonds are paid for by the Government is the Indian depart- 
ment.. In the Indian department, in addition to having govern- 
mental funds, there are large sums of money in the form of 
trust funds that superintendents and other officials in the serv- 
ice are responsible for, and therefore very large bonds are re- 
quired where the salary is only nominal. I know of instances 
where financial clerks and Indian agents only receive a salary 
of one thousand or twelve hundred dollars a year, and yet they 
are required by reason of funds in their charge to give very 
large bonds, as high as $50,000; and in the communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior from which I have already quoted 
it appears that the agent at the Kiowa Agency, in Oklahoma, on 
a salary of $1,800 a year, gives bond of $100,000. 

Mr. Chairman, these officials and employees of the govern- 
ment service are now having their bonds paid for by the Gov- 
ernment, and in many instances, by reason of that fact, their 
salary is fixed, making allowance for the fact that the Govern- 
ment has paid for the cost of the bonds. This being in accord- 
ance with the law enacted by Congress, I say that by suclr a 
procedure as we have here to-day it is unfair to repeal it. 

Mr. HARDWICK, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Take as an illustration this man from the 
Kiowa Agency, drawing $1,800 a year, who is required to give 
a hundred-thousand-dollar bond; if the Government ceases to 
pay for that bond it will have to increase his salary, will it 
not, and so it would save nothing? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Absolutely nothing, and, as 
stated in this communication from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, we get more efficient service where the Government pays 
for the bond than where it does not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In answer to the question of the gentleman 
from Georgia, I want to ask the gentleman from South Dakota 
if it is net a fact that that office of the Kiowa Agency has been 
filled all these years until the fiscal year 1909 and the bond 
given with the premium paid for by that officer? So how can 
you say that you would have to get another man to fill it? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I have no information 
whether the agent heretofore has given a surety-company bond 
or a personal bond. I do know that in this House during this 
session we added to a salary the sum of $380 that an official 
might not have to pay the cost of his bond. 

Im that ease there was a large bond required; I forget the 
amount. The salary, I think, was $2,500, and it was raised, 
as I remember, to $2,860 entirely because of the fact that it 
was claimed it would cost this official $860 to pay for his bond. 
Now, in conclusion, I want to say that this law having been 
enacted in the usual way of enacting legislation in a regular 
session of Congress, in this special session, without the con- 

sideration by any committee, to bring into this House a propo- 
sition clearly not permissible under the rules, and to force it 
through by the adoption of a rule, is something that seems to 
me can not be defended, and I earnestly hope that my amend- 
ment may be adopted and this matter go over until it can have 
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consideration through the proper committee of the House hav- 
ing jurisdiction, namely, the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I am quite well aware that 
I “ might as well go stand upon the beach and bid the main flood 
bate its usual height” as to oppose this bill, since its passage 
is appealed for on the ground that it is intended as a blow at 
trusts and combinations. That will settle the question in a 
House which perhaps does not take a great deal of interest 
in the subject-matter. But I am going at least to say what I 
think about this amendment, simply as a piece of legislation, 
and that is that it distinctly should be characterized by the 


not very elegant but expressive phrase of being “ half baked,” | 


for that is what I think of it exactly. I want to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the language of this amendment, and to 
point out, somewhat along the lines taken by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. A. MircHett PAatMeER], why I think it 
undertakes to do that with which this House has no business 
whatever. 

In the first place I want to say this for myself: That I have 
no personal interest in this matter aside from my desire to see 
legislation properly framed; that it would be difficult for me 
to accurately give the name of any bonding company in the 
United States; that there is not one in my district or State 
that I know of; that there is not a stockholder of one in my 
district or State that I know of; that I never spoke to any 
man on the subject except the distinguished gentleman who 


has this bill in charge, with whom I have talked about it once | 


or twice, rather in protest against this sort of legislation. I 


want to call the attention of the committee to the language of 


this provision: 

Until otherwise provided by law— 

That is, for all time to come unless Congress decree other- 
wise— 
no bond shall be accepted from any surety or bonding company for any 
officer or employee of the United States which shall cost in excess of the 
rate of premium charged for a like bond during the calendar year 1908. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that in the first place, as has 
been pointed out by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
A. MITCHELL PALMER], this does not limit the price the Govern- 


ment shall pay for anything at all, but it simply provides that no | 


bonds shall be accepted from any bonding or surety company 
for any officer of the Government which shall cost—whom? 
Shall cost whom? Why, shall cost the man who buys it, and 
nobody else in the world. Then how does it go on?— 


like bond during the calendar year 1908. 


How is that to be determined, I would like to know? The 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smitru] was characterized by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. A. MircHeLtt PALMER] as “ elo- 
quent and ferocious,” which was amusing, but which, I think, was 
incorrect, because the ferocity of the dear gentleman from Iowa, 
I am sure, is only skin deep, and if you will scratch his ferocity 
I think the milk of human kindness will flow out rather than 
anything from the vials of wrath. However that may be, the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Smiru]j,as he isin the habit of doing with 
great force, picks out certain paragraphs, lines, and pages from 
this hearing—every word of which I read with great interest last 
night—and characterizes them as he sees fit. But when all is 
said and done, he left out what seemed to me to be, so far as 
this measure is concerned, one of the most important facts 
which was developed in that hearing, and that is this: I call 
the attention of the committee to it on page 14 of the hear- 
ings, if anyone cares to look it up, and there he will ascertain 
that, by reason of competition last year, the premiums on these 
bonds furnished to government employees were reduced from 
the normal rate of $2 per hundred dollars down to 74 cents 
per hundred dollars. The testimony of Mr. Bartlett is right 
here, and I submit it to anyone who will read it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five 
minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman 
proceeds, I think he inadvertently made an incorrect statement. 
He said that the rate was reduced from $2 a hundred dollars 
to 74 cents a hundred dollars. I think it is from $2 a thousand 
dollars to 75 cents a thousand dollars. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Here is the language: 

One company will take it for 20, another for 15, another for 12, 
another for 10, or even 74 cents per hundred dollars. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman said $2 a hundred 
instead of 20 cents a hundred. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I read 
it “20 cents.” So that anyone will see that by reason of com- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| matter where confusion is needless. 
Which shall cost in excess of the rate of premium charged for a | 


| in given cases, 





JULY 20, 


petition last year every sort of rate was charged; yet here we 
have a provision which proposes now not to fix the rate, which 
might have some sense in it, not to say that no bonding com- 
pany shall charge more than so much per hundred dollars or 
per thousand dollars, which might be reasonable, and advise 
the companies what they could charge, but that it shall not be 
“in excess of the rate of premium charged for a like bond dur- 
ing the calendar year 1908.” When and what time in 1908, 
because all sorts of premiums were charged that year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not on the same bond, however. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. There is nothing about the same bond. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Where the life of the bond was four years. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Not at all. It is a “like bond,” not the 
same bond. The gentleman is facetious, but he is not accurate. 
It is not the same bond, but a like bond. What does that 
mean—the same rate for a like bond? I submit it will take a 
lot more of unauthorized hearings such as this was to deter- 


| mine what that kind of a provision means, and I therefore sub- 


mit that that sort of legislation ought not to pass Congress. 

In the second place, I heartily agree with the gentleman 
from Minnesota that it is not a part of the business of this 
House—whatever we may say with reference to the power of 
Congress to regulate corporations or to go to any extent in 
that direction—that it is no more the business of this House 


| tg say what an employee of the Government shall pay to a 


bonding company for his bond than it is to say what rent he 
shall pay for his house. 

Mr. TAWNEY. When did the gentleman from Ohio hear the 
gentleman from Minnesota say that? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I refer to the eloquent new Member from 
Indiana. On this bill I have heard no such wisdom from the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman means the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. A. MiTtcHELL PALMER]. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I mean the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. A. MitcHett PALMER]. I hope I may be forgiven—he is 
from the “ great and pure State of Pennsylvania.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Another acknowledgment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. So I submit, although it is asserted that this 
measure is founded and based upon opposition to trusts and com- 
binations and therefore has an assured prospect of passing the 
House, nevertheless I submit that the language of the amend- 
ment is illy considered, and that it introduces confusion into a 
We are not proposing here 
to actually fix the rate in any case, or to prepare a table of rates 
It leaves out of consideration the very thing 
which Mr. Bartlett, Mr. Whelan, and other men contended for; 
that is, an opportunity to meet the representatives of the de- 
partments of the Government and come to a fair, amicable, busi- 


| nesslike, decent, well-considered conclusion as to what the rates 


ought to be. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will you permit me to ask you a question? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Surely. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Are you in favor 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expircd. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask that the gentleman may have his time 
extended a’ minute, so that he may answer this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Are you in favor of continuing the present 
rates, which are 300 per cent in excess of the rates charged 
a year ago, where the loss of ratio of payment by the companies 
is only 10.81 per cent of the premium rate? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Leave me part of the minute to answer. I 
can not answer that kind of a question unless you leave me 
part of the time. I am in favor of leaving the matter alone for 
the present. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then, you are in favor of permitting this 
extortion to continue? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let me answer. The gentleman can not ask 
me a question and then answer it himself. I must be permitted 
to answer it in my own way. I am in favor of leaving this 
important matter alone until it can have proper consideration 
by a committee that has some right to deal with it. This whole 
matter is purely voluntary on the part of the Committee on 
Appropriations. It has no more business to deal with it as a 
committee of this House than has the Committee on Insular 
Affairs or the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I avk that my colleague may have two 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [Aftera pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
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Mr. DOUGLAS. Now I decline to yield until I further an- 
swer the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the request was so that you could 
ield. 

. Mr. DOUGLAS. I want to say this: I have no objection to 
a well-considered measure of this sort; but I do believe that 
these companies ought to be given that for which they appealed 
to these gentlemen who constituted themselves this committee, 
and that was an opportunity to meet the representatives of this 
Government and to come to some fair understanding as to what 
the rate ought to be, and not to pass a bill which does not say 
what the rate shall be, but simply leaves it for future legis- 
lation. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think it would be any harm, 
pending a settlement of the controversy, to let the matter stay 
as it was until they can make a settlement? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think that the best settlement of the con- 
troversy will be to let the whole matter alone until we can 
take it up and investigate it fairly to all concerned, and settle 
it by a bill carefully drawn and carefully considered. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Because the provision of the pending 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from South Dakota 
seeks to eliminate what creates favoritism on the part of the 
government employees is the reason why I have risen in oppo- 
sition to the amendment. The amendment that was carried 
into the Indian appropriation bill of 1909 was proposed without 
any discussion in the Senate, carried into the bill from the 
Senate committee, not considered in anywise in the Senate, nor 
given any consideration whatsoever in this House. Now, this 
question, so far as it relates to the Indian Service, is of far 
more pressing importance to the 90,000 or more employees con- 
nected with the Postal Service. I charge that it is a piece of 
favoritism to have the employees of the Indian Service singled 
out by this method of favoritism and not include the other em- 
ployees in the government service whose claims are just as 
equally meritorious, and yet you have ignored them. This 
amendment has not been considered by any committee of this 
House whatever from which we can derive any knowledge other 
than the mere assertion of the gentleman from South Dakota. 

But the mere fact that the Secretary of the Interior at some 
time, in a House document, submitted an amendment to the 
consideration of the committee, is no argument that it was 
given consideration, because in the hearings on this proposition 
we find that the same proposition was submitted for considera- 
tion in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury and the re- 
port of the Attorney-General for 1908. 

Mr. TAWNBY. The argument was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs in December, and it was rejected by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. STAFFORD. No claim can be made that any hardship is 
imposed upon the agents in the Indian Service who for one year 
only have had their bonds paid for under this provision, because 
before this law went into effect they were obliged to give bond 
indemnifying the Government in case of any loss; but there are 
a large number of postal employees who are entitled to the same 
consideration; and I say, in fairness to all government em- 
ployees, that they should be entitled to the same treatment and 
that employees in the Indian Service should not be singled out. 
There is nothing in their service which differentiates them from 
those in the Postal Service and in other services. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I will. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Is it not a fact that in the 
Indian Service the disbursing officers are charged with the re- 
sponsibility for large trust funds ‘that are in their hands that 
makes them entirely distinct and different from other disburs- 
ing officers in other branches of the government service? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, every postmaster, every 
cashier of an accounting office, is chargeable with like trust 
funds in the payment of rural letter carriers, the payment of 
railway mail clerks, and the like, where they are obliged to give 
bond in very large amounts. 

In those cases they are obliged to pay for these bonds them- 
selves. In the postal service, under the regulations of the de- 
partment, they must have at least one personal surety to insure 
the Government against any loss that may possibly be incurred 
upon the failure of a surety company. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman permit 
another question? : 

Mr. STAFFORD. I have answered the gentleman's question 
and my time is limited. If I can get further time, I will be 
glad to yield. Now, a further consideration as to the clause in 
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general. It would seem from the argument made by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Doveras] that we are driving or com- 
pelling the surety companies to take this business at reduced 
rates. We are not doing anything of the kind. We are making 
it optional with them to take what to the committee who have 
considered this matter seem to be reasonable rates, or if they 
do no wish to take this business, they may decline to execute the 
bonds if they wish. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. 
a question? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Is not that exactly the situ- 
ation now, that there is no requirement that the employees of 
the Government shall give bond in the shape of surety-company 
bonds? 

Mr. STAFFORD. So far as the Indian Service is concerned, 
the Government is absolutely obliged to receive the bonds of 
these surety companies and pay the premiums exacted by the 
surety companies, and the Government has no escape whatso- 
ever except by this amendment. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. With the exception of the 
Indian Service, that does not apply. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, it does not seem to me to 
make any difference whether the individual pays the premium 
on the bond or whether the Government pays it. In the end, 
if the individual pays it, it seems to furnish a reason for an 
increase in his salary. If the Government pays it, that ends it. 
My judgment is that what ought to be done is to create an in- 
demnity fund for the Government, out of which it shall pay any 
losses sustained through any employee of the Government. Let 
the Government take its own risks instead of letting some bank- 
rupt insurance company take the risk. We rarely find a case 
where the Government recovers for any loss. We have a loss in 
the subtreasury in the city of Chicago amounting to $173,000. 
I do not know whether the bond is a surety-company bond or 
not, but whatever it is there has been no recovery upon it. I 
know of no other case where recovery has been obtained. If the 
Government should create an indemnity fund, it would be able to 
secure the insurance of its employees for one-tenth of what it 
now pays. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Has there been any attempt on the 
part of the Government to collect on the bonds for that Chicago 
subtreasury deficit? 

Mr. MADDEN, I do not know. 

Mr. MANN. There ought not to be. . 

Mr. SHACKELFORD. My understanding is it has been 
allowed to rest, until now it is barred by the statute of limita- 
tions. 

Mr. MADDEN. I have no idea as to what the situation is, 
but whatever it may be with respect to that, there ought to be 
some provision temporary in its nature, as I understand this to 
be, pending the enactment of a law, under which the Govern- 
ment will assume its own insurance risks. 

There is no great business enterprise in America or in the 
world which gives insurance risks to insurance companies. All 
great transportation companies by sea or land insure their own 
risks. They charge up so much annually to insurance, and 
they create that fund out of which losses may be paid, and 
whatever loss may be incurred during the year is charged 
against that fund. The experience is that by that means they 
are able to insure themselves against loss for not to exceed 
one-tenth of what is paid to insurance companies. An individ- 
ual having only two or three employees could not afford to enter 
upon a self-insurance enterprise, but the Government of the 
United States is in a different position. It can capture any 
man anywhere who steals government funds. It has its agents 
all over the world. No man can escape the Government of the 
United States. If he does a wrong, he is sure to be captured 
and punished. 

And therefore I say that instead of attempting to fix the price 
to be paid to private insurance companies the Government 
should make its own insurance fund and take its own risk, and 
then there would be no longer any reason for making the argu- 
ment that because a man is obliged to pay a large premium to 
insure the Government against loss when he is obliged to handle 
vast funds belonging to the Government he ought to have bis 
salary raised. It is only a few days since, in the case of a man 
in the Census Bureau who was called upon to pay a premium 
of three hundred and some odd dollars for the insurance policy, 
that he had his salary raised as the result of that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentieman from Lllinois 
has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. 





Will the gentleman yield for 


Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the amend- 


ment which is’ to strike out the proviso to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 


I am not going to 
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go into any general discussion of the bond matter. I do not 
believe that there is any more reason for the Government pay- 
ing the premium of bonds of agents or officers in the Indian 
Bureau or department than in any other bureaus or depart- 
ments of the Government. I think that this amendment as a 
whole, including the proviso, is just, and turns us back to where 
we were before the adoption of the clause on the 30th day of 
April, 1908, when we first provided in all the history of the 
United States for paying a premium on the bonds of agents 
and officers in the Indian Bureau or any other bureau or depart- 
ment of the Government. 

Now, I do not think the amendment, speaking of it as a whole, 
is a severe one. I think the bonding companies that made that 
hasty arrangement to increase the premium on bonds, if it was 
an arrangement or agreement to put up the premiums on bonds 
of officers of the Government, made a mistake, and I am also 
justified in saying that all these companies that entered into 
that arrangement—I believe 17 of them—agree that it was a 
mistake and inadvertently made. They became somewhat rat- 
tled when they got together with some unfavorable reports be- 
fore them and made this agreement, if it was actually made. 
The bonding business of these companies is comparatively new. 
There is hardly one of them in existence that is ten years old. 
They entered into the business on a calculation that seemed very 
good, which they subsequently concluded was not right. The 
bonds issued for government disbursing officers run four years 
without renewal and they are then required to be renewed. I 
have been through the whole subject in taking the testimony, 
and otherwise. At the end of the four years, when a new bond 
is given, the old bond continues its liability. 

There are cases where the companies have settled and paid 
certain liabilities on bonds which they could well ‘afford to pay, 
and many years afterwards they have been compelled to pay 
the full face of the bond because it is discovered that the 
officer was a defaulter. So that the liability runs more than 
four years, or as long as it is possible to discover a fraud. 

In the Indian Bureau there was an example where an officer 
was authorized to disburse funds to good Indians. Strangely 
enough he disbursed the money and had a settlement, and then 
the question was opened up whether he had not disbursed a 
large part of it to bad Indians, who ought not to have had any 
or a certain share of it, and it was held that the agent in his 
disbursing had done wrong, and they charged it back to the 
bonding company. ‘The liability on the bonds seems to have no 
limitation, and this seemed to scare the bonding companies. 

I am not excusing these companies, and I am in favor of this 
provision that should turn us back substantially where we were 
before the arrangement was made. I have represented, or, 
rather, my law firm has represented, one of the largest and 
best of all of these companies—the United States Fidelity and 
Guaranty Company, of Baltimore—for a number of years. I 
understand all the workings of these companies. They are 
honest, upright, first-class business men, but they felt that they 
were liable contingently for so much and the liability con- 
tinued so long that they were likely to lose large sums of 
money, and some had recently lost large sums of money, and 
the arrangement resulted. I think it was a business mistake 
of the companies, and it was not prompted by any disposition to 
do anybody or the Government any wrong. A careful reading of 
the testimony hearings before us will show this. I think the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota should go 
in the bill unamended and that it will work no injustice to the 
bonding companies. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the first part 
of the provision put in here by the committee. I am certainly 
in favor of the amendment offered by the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. Burke], because I know something about the con- 
ditions in the Indian department and among the Indian agents. 
There is a vast difference there between them and other officers 
of the Government. I am inclined to think that the Government 
should pay for the bonds of all of its officers. The Government 
fixes the salary, the men accept the position with the under- 
standing that they are to receive that salary, and the bond may 
be higher or lower at various times, as it is with the Indian de- 
partment. This was reported out of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs—— 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, did the gentile- 
man say that this amendment ever passed through the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. MORSE. The amendment was put on, as the gentleman 
well knows, in the Senate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that the letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior making this recommendation was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs December 3, 1907, and that 
the Committee on Indian Affairs did not report its bill until 
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January, 1908; and it is not reasonable to suppose that the 
House Committee on Indian Affairs rejected the proposition? 

Mr. MANN. It never did report it. 

Mr. MORSE. I do not know exactly how this matter came 
out of the House Committee on Indian Affairs. I do know that 
many Members were in, favor of it, and I think you will find 
that every Member on the floor of the House to-day who was 
a Member of the Indian Affairs Committee is in favor of this 
amendment, for the reason that they understand the conditions 
in the Indian department. , 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, let me take an Indian agent in 
northern Wisconsin as an example. He is required to receive 
the moneys due the various Indians, the wards of the Govern- 
ment, for the timber sold off their allotments. He becomes in a 
way the guardian of those Indians. Those sums of money come 
into his hands, and as a result he is required to give a large 
bond. I just telephoned over to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and he tells me that the bond purchased by this Indian 
agent, Mr. Campbell, at Ashland, Wis., cost him $655 before this 
raise went into effect. 
¢ Mr. TAWNEY. So that it would now cost the Government 

1,800. 

Mr. MORSE. Yes; so that it would now cost the Government 
$1,800, and it would now cost the Indian agent $1,800, and his 
salary is just about that sum. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Is it obligatory on the agent to give a 
surety company bond? Can he not give a personal bond, as 
postmasters do? 

Mr. MORSE. It is a very difficult thing to give a personal 
bond for five or six hundred thousand dollars or a million dol- 
lars. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the proposition of the 
chairman of the committee. I am in favor of limiting that to 
the premium of 1908, if that is a fair amount to pay, but I am 
not in favor of taking from this agent $1,800 to pay for his 
bond, when his salary is only $1,800. Why, the ridiculousness 
of the situation ought to be apparent to every man on the floor 
of this House. 


I believe when the Indian Affairs Committee reported this 
bill and when this House passed it, which permitted the Gov- 
ernment to pay for the bond of the Indian agents, a wise 
measure was passed. I am therefore in favor of the proposition 
of the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Burke]. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this is a poor time and a 
poor place to change a law as important as that. I believe this 
matter should be referred to a committee. This law came out 
of the Indian Affairs Committee. I believe that the Committee 
on Indian Affairs should have this matter referred to it before 
the organic law of the land is changed, and that that committee 
should be permitted to give the matter consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MORSE. Allow me to give you the amounts of some of 
these bonds and the cost: 


The agent at Kiowa gives a bond of $100,000, and the cost is 
$122.50; at Ashland gives a bond of $225,000, and the cost is 
$655; at Yankton gives a bond of $125,000, and the cost is $375; 
at Standing Rock gives a bond of $75,000, and the cost is $225; 
at Union Agency gives a bond of $125,000, and the cost is $355; 
and at Rosebud gives a bond of $130,000, and the cost is $520. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Burke] 
will not prevail. It would be a discrimination in favor of one 
branch of the public service as against all other officers and 
bonded employees in ail other branches.of the public service, 
and would inevitably lead to the Government paying the pre- 
mium rate on all bonds required under the law to be given by 
officers and employees in all branches of the public service. 
There is no justification for the discrimination. ‘The gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Morse] says that the agent at Asbh- 
land gives a bond of $500,000. Why, the total appropriations 
carried in the Indian appropriation bill are only about $9,000,- 
000. How they can require an agent who disburses only a small 
fractional part of the total appropriation to give a bond in 
$500,000 is impossible for me to understand. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin gave a very good reason, and that is that the agent acts as 
a guardian for the Indian in the sale of timber and in the 
sale of lands, and by reason thereof large sums of money come 
into his hands all of the time, and these are trust funds. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, how much money he receives 
I do not know, but whatever comes into his hands must neces- 
sarily be deposited in the Treasury or government deposi- 
tories, It is not again disbursed by him. 
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Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman permit a correction? That 
money is not deposited in the Treasury. 

Mr. TAWNEY. To the credit of the Indian. 

Mr. MORSE. No; nor to the credit of the Indian. That 
money is put out to the banks throughout the country to the 
credit of the Indian, and it does not go into the Treasury at all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, his liability ceases when the money 
passes out of his possession. That is the point that I want to 


make. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield for 
a further question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It is very evident from the 
remarks of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] that 
he does not know very much about this subject. I understand 
that he brought this bill into the House—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield further. 
If the gentleman can address a question to me courteously, I 
will be very glad to yield to him and answer it, if I can. The 
gentleman from South Dakota speaks of the compensation paid 
to the Indian agents being $1,800. He does not mention to this 
House the fact that they are given a great many allowances in 
addition to their compensation. They are given their home, 
they are given their horses, the use of government horses, they 
are given their provisions at the government rate, which is the 
wholesale rate, and they have many other allowances that are 
valuable, and it is that, together with the salary, that makes the 
office of Indian agent so attractive heretofore and which en- 
abled him to pay the premium rates charged by the bonding 
companies for his bond prior to January 1, 1909, or prior to the 
beginning of the fiscal year 1909. 

I maintain, Mr. Chairman, that there is absolutely no justifi- 
cation for making a discrimination in favor of this particular 
branch of the service, as against all the rest of the public sery- 
ice. Let us take, for example, the Post-Office Department. The 
officers and employees under the Post-Office Department re- 
quired to give bonds pay an annual premium of $200,000. In 
addition to that it is estimated that others who are required 
to give bonds, like mail contractors, bring the annual premium 
paid by all of the employees of the Government under the juris- 
diction of the Post-Office Department at $1 a thousand up to 
a total of $320,000. What is the average annual loss? Accord- 
ing to the report of the Postmaster-General, $32,000 has been 
the average annual loss. What does it cost to administer these 
bonding provisions in the Post-Office Department? Twenty 
thousand dollars. So that the officers and employees and con- 
tractors under the jurisdiction of the Post-Office Department 
are paying to the bonding companies at the rate in force prior 
to January 1, 1909, $320,000 annually to protect the Government 
of the United States against an average annual net loss of only 
$12.000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent to continue for ten 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yet, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen stand here 
representing the people of the- United States and declare that 
the rate should be increased from $1 a thousand, as it has been, 
and should hereafter be maintained at $3 a thousand. Figure, 
if you please, how much the bonding companies would receive 
from the employees and mail contractors in the Post-Office 
Department at the rate of $3 a thousand, when the rate of $1 
per thousand aggregates $320,000. The contention of these 
gentlemen means that these employees and mail contractors 
in the Postal Service would pay to the bonding companies an- 
nually $960,000 to insure the Government against a net loss of 
only $12,000. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
advocacy ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Every Member who advocates the continua- 
tion of the present rates. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does the gentleman contend that any Mem- 
ber who criticises the form of this bill is advocating the evils 
which it very lamely and poorly undertakes to correct? Is that 
the attitude of the gentleman? I hope not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am not talking about gentlemen who criti- 


What Member of the House made any such 


cise the form of the bill; I am talking about Members who have 
advocated continuing the present rate, as the gentleman from 
Ohio did, on the theory that the rates which have been charged 
prior to January, 1909, were so low that these companies could 
not do a profitable business. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does the gentleman deny that is a fact? My 
only information is what they have in the hearings, 


Mr. TAWNEY. The hearings show a great deal more on 
the other side of the case. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word about the origin 
of this proposition. It did not originate, it is true, with any 
committee. It did not originate in any department of the Gov- 
ernment. In the month of April my attention was called to 
the fact that we had passed a law increasing the bond required 
to be given by the disbursing officer of the Census Bureau from 
$25,000 to $100,000, and that the salary of the disbursing officer 
is $2,500 a year. Therefore, at the rate of premium charged by 
the bonding company now, he would have to pay for his bond 
$375, thereby sustaining a substantial reduction in his compen- 
sation. ‘That lead to an inquiry into the extent to which this 
increase applied throughout the government service. I have 
given a great deal of time to the study of this proposition, and 
an investigation had been made on my own responsibility as a 
Member of this House before the hearings were held, and the 
facts disclosed prompted me to believe that it was my duty as 
a Member of the House to bring this matter to the attention of 
Congress at this session, in order to prevent an extortionate 
rate being collected from the officers of the Government of the 
United States, and also to prevent the Government of the United 
States paying these premium rates, as it would have to do un- 
less some measure of this kind is adopted now. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, what did the bonding companies do when 
they got their nose under the tent in the Indian appropriation 
bill, whereby the Government must pay these premiums? They 
jumped their premium rate to their maximum rate in every in- 
stance; and then, because that rate was so high the appropria- 
tion available to meet the payment of this service was not ade- 
quate to pay the premiums, the penalties under the bonds in 
many instances have had to be reduced, thereby taking away 
from the Government the protection which the law and regu- 
lations of the departments provided. So it would be if we ap- 
plied this principle to all branches of the public service. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, on investigation I find this: Take the 
departments here at the seat of government; except the Post- 
Office Department, there are 39,000 bonded officers. There are 
more than 200,000 bonded officers in the entire government serv- 
ice. The average rate for all the departments outside of the 
Post-Office Department here at the seat of government is now 
$2.70. Apply that rate to the bonds now required for a period 
of five years and the officers and employees of the Government 
will have paid to the bonding companies in premiums about a 
million dollars. 

Now, take the losses sustained by the Government, which the 
bonding companies would have to meet during these five years. 
The only way you can ascertain that loss is by studying the 
experience of the Government in the past. For that purpose I 
have had a careful investigation made by all the auditors of 
the government service outside of the Post-Office Department. 
I find that in the last ten years the total loss paid, including 
losses incurred in previous years, was only $199,000. Divide 
that by 2 and the loss ratio to the premium rates would be 
only 10.81 per cent. When before the committee the repre- 
sentatives of these bonding companies all conceded that 334 
per cent was a fair loss ratio to the premium rate. Notwith- 
standing their admission that a reasonable loss ratio would be 
334 per cent, they are demanding a premium rate based on a 
loss ratio of 10.81 per cent. Therefore I say, Mr. Chairman, 
that there is absolutely no justification for this increase, which 
has been arbitrarily made, made simply because they saw their 
opportunity, with their experience under the Indian bill, to 
force the Government of the United States to pay the premiums 
on the bonds of officers and employees of the Government. 
These premiums would amount annually, in the aggregate, to 
between two and three million dollars, and constitute an annual 
charge against the Government of that amount. 

They saw their opportunity and jumped their rates in all 
branches of the government service. Now, I maintain there is 
absolutely no justification for it. But let me call the attention 
of the committee to another fact that will deserve our serious con- 
sideration before long. I did not go into the subject, and I do 
not propose to go into it by legislation now, but it will have to be 
done sooner or later. Only a few days ago the Navy Depart- 
ment called my attention to the fact that a contractor whose 
bid had been accepted for the construction of a number of tor- 
pedo boats was obliged to withdraw his bid unless he could get 
his bond at a lower rate of premium than is now charged. He 
submitted his bid and included the premium on his bond at the 
rate in force prior to January 1, 1909; but before the bid was 
accepted the rate was increased about 300 per cent. Then, the 
Navy Department waived the condition which allowed only 
surety bonding companies to bond contractors and employees, 
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and accepted a bond from a trust company, solvent and perhaps 
as wealthy if not more so than any of the bonding companies—a 
trust company in the city of Pittsburg. The contractor obtained 
his bond at less than the rate previously charged by the bonding 
companies, and was enabled to make the contract. We are 
therefore paying the premium on all contract bonds to-day, be- 
cause the contractor includes that premium when he submits his 
bid for the government work. I say therefore that this is a 
very important matter and should be thoroughly investigated by 
this Congress. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman think it 
a wise provision on the part of the department referred to to 
accept a trust-company bond, thus placing at the risk of loss 
the funds placed in charge of that company, it not being en- 
gaged in the surety business? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am unable to answer the question, for the 
reason that I do not know. The capital and surplus of the 
eompany in question amount to something like $20,000,000, and 
it is a matter well known to the department that the company 
is one of the strongest financial institutions of the city of Pitts- 
burg; but it only goes to show the necessity of taking up this 
whole question of government bonds and thoroughly investi- 
gating it; and I propose, before the close of this session of 
Congress, to offer a House resolution authorizing some commit- 
tee of the House, by subcommittee or otherwise, to investigate 
thoroughly the whole bonding business of the Government of 
the United States. " 

In the Customs Service alone the penalties of our bonds 
amount to over $4,000,000,000. The aggregate penalties of all 
government bonds reach the enormous sum of between five and 
six billion dollars. These bonds are given to secure the Gov- 
ernment of the United States against loss as the result of defal- 
cation, fraud, or other kind of felony. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In connection with my for- 
mer question, I should like to ask the gentleman whether he 
thinks it proper that the Government should allow this enor- 
mous risk that he has just mentioned to be staked against the 
deposits of those engaged in the banking trust company and 
savings fund business of this country? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not say that. I do think that risk 
should be placed where there is no liability whatever of the 
Government not recovering any loss that is sustained. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Right at that point will the 
gentleman say what proportion of this $5,000,000,000 of bonds 
running to the Government of the United States is risked by 
surety companies? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know. That is one thing I should 
like to know, and that is one of the reasons why I should like 
to see—and I intend to propose—a thorough investigation of 
the whole matter. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. 
me to tell him? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman can. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury states that 75 per cent of the bonds that run to the Govern- 
ment of the United States are written by individual sureties, and 
the gentleman must be aware—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Are they fidelity bonds that you are now 
speaking of? 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. They are mixed bonds. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But the largest part of the business of writ- 
ing fidelity bonds is done by the fidelity surety companies? 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Abont 95 per cent of the fidelity bonds are 
written by the fidelity surety companies. Now, I think, Mr. 
Chairman, that inasmuch as the rates which will be in force 
nnder this provision are the rates voluntarily established by 
the companies themselves prior to January 1, 1909, there will 
be no hardship imposed by the enactment of this provision and 
its enforcement; but we have provided against any possible 
contingency of injustice by saying that where the rate in force 
in 1908 is an unreasonably low rate, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in his discretion, may increase that rate 50 per cent above 
the rate in force previous to January, 1909. 

Inasmuch as to adopt the pending amendment to the amend- 
ment which I offered would be a distinct discrimination against 
all branches of the public service in favor of one, and that one 
of the smallest branches of the public service, I certainly think 
this amendment to the amendment should be defeated, and I 
hope that it will be. 

I move, Mr. Chairman, that all debate on the pending amend- 
ment and amendments thereto be now closed. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Before that motion is put I 
desire to submit a request for unanimous consent for one minute, 


Will the gentleman permit 
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Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. I hope the gentleman will 
give me five minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This matter has now been debated for two 
hours and fifteen minutes; and the time has all been occupied, 
with the exception of that used by the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrrer], and myself, by 
those in opposition to the proposition. 

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. I hope the gentleman will 
give me two minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move, then, that all debate close in three 
minutes, one minute to be allowed to the gentleman from South 
Dakota and two minutes to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I merely want 
a moment to say that if I said anything in propounding a ques- 
tion to my good friend from Minnesota, the distinguished gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill, that was offensive to him, I desire 
to withdraw it and humbly ask his pardon. What I intended 
to ask of the gentleman was this: He has brought in a bill here 
that appears was considered by certain Members of the House, 
and they had certain hearings, a copy of which I have in my 
hand, and I am unable to find in these hearings that there was 
any evidence or statement whatever relating to this part of the 
amendment which I propose to strike out, namely, the proviso. 
The gentleman says that sometime during the present session 
he proposes to offer a resolution that some committee of the 
House be delegate@with authority to consider this whole ques- 
tion, and my position is that this proviso should be stricken out 
until that committee has been appointed and has had an oppor- 
tunity to consider the whole question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I accept the apology of the gentleman from 
South Dakota. 

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I congratulate 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. A. MircHett Pacmer] 
on what I consider the best explanation and best defense of the 
Democratic attitude on the question of the rules now existing in 
this House. His speech was well prepared and well delivered. 
I heartily agree with every word of that portion of his talk con- 
demning the absolute misuse of power by the Speaker of the 
House and the dishonest application of power made by the Com- 
mittee on Rules. I regret, however, that I can not vote with 
him on the proposed amendment. For the first time since I have 
been a Member of this House I agree heartily with the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNeEy] in everything he has said. 
{Laughter and applause.} Do not laugh. I have always con- 
ceded that a Republican may sometimes be right, and I am 
enough of an American to stand with them on those rare occa- 
sions. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. A. MitTcHet. 
PALMER], in discussing the amendment, calls this a proposed 
boycott by the Government on 17 of the greatest surety compa- 
nies of the Nation. I would like to ask him what he would call 
the hold-up that they have attempted to work on this Govern- 
ment in raising their rates 300 per cent? [Applause.] He said 
he believed that the Government should obtain the best kind of 
protection. I agree with him; but when we find that 17 of the 
largest surety companies of the country do not hesitate to hold 
us at bay, then I say to him that the smaller companies, just 
as in the’ case of smaller banks, if they are conservatively 
and honestly managed, will give us the same protection as 
any of these great and rich corporations that would not hesi- 
tate to extract 300 per cent in addition to their regular and 
rightful charges. [Applause.}] I favor a policy that will help 
these smaller conservative but honest surety companies, and 
hope by my vote here to-day to assist in making them substan- 
tial opponents of their “ combined seventeen.” Were this hold- 
up attempted by surety companies with whom I was dealing 
in private life, I would take all of my surety business away 
from them and place it with other companies showing a dispo- 
sition to play square. I have always found it a good plan, and 
one beneficial to the Nation, to act for the Nation as you would 
act in similar circumstances for yourself. I favor the amend- 
ment. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to insert in 
the Recorp extracts from the testimony of Mr. J. Kemp Bart- 
lett and comments thereon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the request will be 
granted. 

There was no objection. 


EXTRACTS FROM TESTIMONY OF J. KEMP BARTLETT 
THEREON. 


Mr. Barrterr. * * * Now, a few words as to the history of the 
surety business. Very few of the companies in this business 
are more than 10 years old. Not any of them has had. a business of 
more than twenty-five years. The business is still in its infancy. One 
thing has been demonstrated more than anything else to the people 
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who have invested their capital im that business and who have obtained 


such experience as can be obtained from a practical study of the busi- 
ness, and that fs that even ten years’ time is too short a period — 
which to establish reliable statistics for the purpose of showing what 
is the actual cost of carrying any particular ¢ (Mr. Bart- 
lett stated over the telephone that the case referred to is that of Morris 
L. Bridgeman. } 

I will illustrate that by referring to an ee of 

with a part elass of government-official 

agents are required, as you know, by law to give bonds. For ten 
years we have been bonding Indian agents. Ten years @ the rates 
charged Indian agents were at least twice as high as they were during 
the year 1908, and what I say as to those bonds is true also of all 
government official and nonofficial bonds. The rates have been con- 
stantly decreasing for a period of two years, until they reached a low 
ebb in the fall of 1908. Our company received about $1,800 a year 
for ten years for bending Indien agents, and Gating that ten years it 
aid out losses of less t $500. Naturally to a layman that would 
ook like a profitable business. The books showed that it was @ projit- 
able business [Mr. Bartlett's oupene was notified on March 20, 
1908, by the Seeretary of the Inter that final settlement had been 
made in the accounts of Bridgeman and that his accounts were charged 
with $11,357.07, and that the Government would look to the bending 
company for the payment of this amount], bat within the last thirty 
days a claim was collected by the United States Government from _ our 
company [The superintendent of the claim department of Mr. Bart- 
lett’s company wrote the Auditer for the Interior on March 23, 1903, 
acknowledging ‘“‘ statement of differences,” and says: “I have imme- 
diately transmitted this statement to the Union Bank and Trust Com- 
pany, our representatives at Helena, who are investigating the matter, 
and J trust that no final action will be taken by the Government, in so 
far as this company is concerned, until it can receive @ report from its 
representative just referred to] on an Indian agent’s bond written siz 
years ago [The bond referred to was written May 1), 1900, nine years 
ago|; expired three ycars ago [Bridgeman was suspended April 30, 1902, 
and removed by the President June f7, 1902. Uis bond was written to 
cover his term of service, and therefore might be said to have expired 
when he was removed.] ; -—r off of our books as no longer in er- 
istence [Suit filed August 8, . United States v. United States Fidel- 
ity and Guaranty Com -}; and yet the Government collected $14,000 
on it. [Suit against bonding company was for $1157.07. Bonding com- 
pany resisted payment for six years, which caused the addition of 
$2,725.68 interest. Costs were also added, amounting to $31.45.) So 
that, I say, you can not take even a period of ten years upon any class 
of rs official bonds and argue from the experience you happen 
to have had with respect to that particular class of bonds that you 
know exactly the cost of carrying the risk. If we had done that, we 
would have said last January that the cost of carrying the risk of 
Indian agents was pretty nearly nothing—less than 5 per cent of the 
premiums received. [Judgment in favor of the Government and against 
the bonding company May 28, 1906, in the United States circuit court, 
at Helena, Mont., for $11,357.07 paces. $2,725.68 interest, and 
$31.45 costs.} * * * Jt has not been more than siaty days since 
this very case which I have referred to was argued by me in the 
Supreme Court of the United States. * * * T woitt tell you, Mr. 
Chairman, because it is interesting, how that loss arose, if you would 


Sa : know. It was not because the Indian agent had embezzled 
Far rom it. 


[See 140 Federal Reporter, ge 577, et . Bridge- 
man, the plaintiff im error, was coneleted ie an lotieteent oan 
ing ar ire — , Op Sovintons of section 5438 of the 
atutes o e Un es in prese 

= a vouchers, etc. ] . es oe 

he Interior Department sent to that man certain moneys to - 
bursed to a tribe of Indians. The law says that Indians he hoes on 
any time within a certain pers been in insurrection forfeit the sums 
that are id to them by the United States, the guardians of the Indi- 
ans. Things happened to be so hot in that particular agency that this 
particular Indian agent had not the courage to enforce that law. He 
distributed this money nome a of the Indians, and he gave the bad 
Indians the same pro rata that he gave the good Indians, whereas he 
should have returned to Washington the money that he paid to the bad 
Indians; he should have withheld the money as a punishment from 
the bad Indians and rewarded the good ones by giving them their 


share. 

It took the United States three or four years to surcharge his acco 
with the sum that he had actually Gebaneed to the Indlane pt + 
the strict letter of the law, were not entitled to receive it, because they 
had committed certain offenses which caused them to forfeit under the 
law the annual sum that they would otherwise have received from the 
Government. * * -* [The indictment under which Bridgeman, the 
defendant, was convicted makes no reference to disbursing moneys to a 
tribe of Indians who had been in insurrection (see 140 Fed. Rep., p. 577 
et seq.), nor does the record of this agent in the office of the Auditor 
for the Interior show that he made payments. } 

Indian-agent bonds are not the only bonds wherein, | after the 
officer retires, long after he dies, his accounts are surcharged because it 
is found that he has committed some error of judgment. My company 
has at the present time four claims ing against it by the United 
States Government, involving over be use of its suretyship of 
paymasters in the neon not one of whom embezzled a cent of money, but 
each one of whom pa d out money im good faith contrary to what was 
afterwards determined by the Navy D ment az being the legal chan- 
nel through which the be made. [Bond under which 
Government claimed was dated May 14, 1900. The udulent vouchers 

. a. | and convicted woe included in his 
‘ an D 4 S account was - 
tled on January 24, 1903. (See letter from B. B. Rogers, Peymentee. 
General United States ae | as follows: ‘“* * *. Summing up, there- 
fore, it may be said that here have been no defalcations in ten years 
which have caused any loss to the Government, and that the Deering 
case, above mentioned, is the only one where loss may ensue to the 
tno aaa in — ofa rene a a it.”) It will be noted that 

referred to amount to 17,700, and that t 

the nature of embezzlements. rings, >. 981 Pe ON & 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Burke]. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment to the amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “State,” line 12, page 13, add “Provided, however, 
That no bond required by law shall be accepted from any surety or 
bonding company which does a banking, trust, deposit, or state savings- 
fund business.” 


Mr. TAWNEY. I will reserve a point of order to that. 

Mr. MANN. I will make the point of order, as it is not sub- 
ject to discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order? 

Mr. MANN. 
sideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The question is now on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after line 12, page 13, the following: “Census Office: In the 
selection made from eligible registers required to be established by 
section 7 of the act to provide for the Thirteenth and subsequent de- 
cennial censuses, approved July 2, 1909, the apportionment required 
by said section shalt be made without reference to the number of per- 
sons already employed im the classified service who may be charged 
to the quofa of each State and Territory or the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. MANN. To that I reserve a point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that this 
amendment is offered by me at the request of the Director of 
the Census, with the understanding that it has the approval 
of the Members of the House who were formerly members of 
the Census Committee. The reason for it is that the construe- 
tion which I am informed was placed upon the provision passed 
by Congress at this session with regard to the apportionment 
is that the apportionment of the census employees is to be made 
or added to the apportionment of the permanent classified 
civil-service employees. In that case there would be no 
equitable distribution of the employees temporarily employed 
in the Census Bureau in the work incident to the taking of the 
next census. There are a great many States, I understand, 
that would be excluded entirely from securing any of these 
temporary appointments. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And is it not a fact that the 
Civil Service Commission themselves are doubtful as to the 
proper construction of the language? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are. The Civil Service Commission 
are in doubt as to the construction that should be placed on 
this provision of the new census law. I was informed that the 
doubt is likely to be resolved against the intent of Congress as I 
understood it to be. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I was just preparing to offer 
an amendment similar to that offered by the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. ‘The gentleman has correctly stated 
the difficulty that has arisen in the executive department in 
construing this act. The understanding—I think the universal 
understanding—at the time this amendment was offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Srertrne], and at my suggestion 
slightly amended, was that these temporary appointments in 
the Census Office were to be apportioned among all the States 
and Territories according to population, and independent of 
the apportionment of the permanent classified service. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Was not the amendment referred to, 
and sought to be obviated by this body, put on in the Senate 
largely —— 

Mr. LANGLEY. No; the gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. One minute—by which they eliminated 
anyone being charged to a State unless they resided there a 
year before that time? 

Mr. LANGLEY. That was a Senate amendment, but the 
amendment to which I am addressing myself was adopted in 
the House as an amendment to the bill as originally introduced 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CrumMpacKeErR]}. Now, if 
this construction, which I understand the Civil Service Commis- 
sion is inclined to put upon it, should be carried out, the effect 
would be to compel the Director of the Census to draw first 
from the eligible lists of these remote States that have not their 
quota in the classified service (and perhaps chiefty for the 
reason that they are so remote). A great many will not come 
these distances even for permanent appointments, and presum- 
ably more would decline temporary appointments. That would 
involve a great deal of difficulty and correspondence, and, in my 

t—and I speak from experience as an officer having 
charge of that branch of the work in the Twelfth Census—it 
would be practically impossible for the director to follow this 
plan and do the work within the time required by law. This 


Will the gentleman state his point of 


It is not germane to the proposition under con- 
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amendment does not propose to change existing law. It is 
merely a declaration by Congress of what it meant in enacting 
the provision referred to. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I believe the former 
President of the United States vetoed the census bill upon the 


ground that it was contrary to the provisions of the civil-serv- 
ice law, did he not? 


Mr. LANGLEY. He did. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. And Congress refused to undertake to 
pass the bill over his veto. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. And the last bill that was framed was 
framed so as to meet the requirements and exigencies of the 
civil-service law. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I assented to the gentleman’s proposition 
that Congress refused to pass the bill over the President’s veto. 
I mean that it failed to act at all upon the message. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The amendment that is now offered, if 
it is carried into effect, will in a large measure destroy the 
force and effect of the civil-service law, will it not? 

Mr. LANGLEY. Not at all. The gentleman misunderstands. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Would it not contravene it? 

Mr. LANGLEY. No. The proposition is merely that these 
temporary appointments shall be pro rated among gil of the 
States and Territories in accordance with the population of 
each, and independent of the apportionment of the permanent 
appointments in the regular classified service. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will not that be in effect the meaning 
of the amendment, if it is carried into the law? 

Mr. LANGLEY. Not at all. I really do not think it is proper, 
anyway, to undertake to balance up with these temporary 
places the unequal conditions existing as a result of some 
States and Territories not having their full quotas. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. What effect will the amendment have 
on the provision of the census law which requires one year’s 
residence in a State? 

Mr. LANGLEY. None whatever. It does not have any ef- 
fect on any part of the law. It merely declares that it was 
the intent of Congress that this should be an apportionment in- 
dependent of the permanent classified service. Besides, I think, 
Mr. Chairman, that inasmuch as all of the people of the coun- 
try are equally interested in this great work, they all ought 


to have a share in the compilation of the statistics as well as 
in the gathering of them. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. 
porary employees are there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Three thousand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I will state in answer to the gentleman 
from Mississippi that there will be in the neighborhood of 3,000 
of these temporary employees. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Why are they called 
“temporary appointments?” How long will they serve? 

Mr. SIMS. They are three-year people. 

Mr. LANGLEY. No; the most of them will serve about one 
year, and in a great many instances less than six months. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. How many for three 
years? 

Mr. LANGLEY. Comparatively a small number I should 
say. In fact, none of them will serve the full three years, be- 
cause the decennial period of three years, to which their em- 
ployment is limited, has already begun, and none of them have 
been appointed yet. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LANGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think it would be possible 
to obtain any large number of clerks here for six months’ em- 
ployment, paying their own expenses to and from California? 

Mr. LANGLEY. I do not think so; but if that construction 
is placed upon the law, it would compel the director to go first 
to California and other remote sections and at least endeavor 
to get the clerks there, and that would delay and embarrass 
the census work. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s argument is based on that fact, 
is it not? 

Mr. LANGLEY. That is one of them. 

Mr. MANN. The fact not being correct, then the gentleman’s 
argument falls to the ground. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I do not think it does. 
seems to misapprehend my point. 


How many of these tem- 


The gentleman 
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Mr. MANN. If the gentleman’s statement of fact was cor- 
rect, it would be impossible to employ a clerk in any depart- 
ment in the city of Washington to-day. 

Mr. LANGLEY. The point I was seeking to make was that 
the Director of the Census, if that construction prevailed, 
would first have to determine whether he could get these clerks 
from California. That would involve a large amount of labor 
and time to be expended in correspondence and would cost—— 

Mr. MANN. Well, he has more time than anything else at 
the present time at his disposal. 

Mr. LANGLEY. On the contrary, I beg to suggest that he 
has just entered upon the duties of the office, and is now on the 
threshold of one of the largest pieces of work, with the excep- 
tion of the building of the Isthmian Canal, that the Govern- 
ment undertakes within a given period of time, and he has not 
a moment to spare if he does the work successfully. 

Mr. MANN. I quite agree with the gentleman, and I think 
he is a very competent man and will be quite able to get all of 
the clerks that he wants. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Undoubtedly he is competent. He is a most 
accomplished statistician and has made good in the places he 
has previously held, and if given half a chance, will furnish us 
at least as good a census as we have ever had; and he ought 
not to be hampered in his work at this late hour by any such 
construction—— 

Mr. MANN. By any such construction? By the plain lan- 
guage of an act, reported recently out of the gentleman's com- 
mittee, passed by both Houses, as plain as daylight is plain; 
and now the gentleman, before the ink is dry, wants to change it. 

Mr. LANGLEY. No; not from the Census Committee, for we 
have none. If the gentleman from Illinois will permit me, let 
me say that the language is not plain. The department is of 
the opinion that the construction that this amendment proposes 
to put upon it is the proper one; but the president of the Civil 
Service Commission says he is in doubt as to which is the 
proper construction, so I am informed, and I know it was the 
purpose of the House—— 

Mr. SIMS. O Mr. Chairman, I want to call the gentleman’s 
attention to one thing, that this was a Senate amendment, and I 
moved in this body to concur in the Senate amendment No. 15, 
and it was discussed here for two hours and a half, and an 
amendment was offered by the gentleman from Virginia to con- 
cur with an amendment to exempt these temporary appoint- 
ments, and the House acted with absolutely perfect understand- 
ing of what it was doing, and this amendment now, if I under- 
stand it, means to nullify what the House has already done, 
and a temporary appointment will mean for the decennial 
period, which is three years, and not three months. 

Mr. LANGLEY. The gentleman from Tennessee is under a 
wrong impression, I am not talking about the amendment he 
has in mind—the question of domicile. I agree with his view 
on that as applied to the regular service. 

«Mr. TAWNEY. I want to ask you if it is not the fact that 
it is in reference to the permanent force? 

Mr. SIMS. It was, in effect. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Was it not the intention of Congress when 
we enacted the apportionment for the census that it should be 
independent of the permanent classified service? 

Mr. LANGLEY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SIMS. I could not answer that one way or the other, 
for I was looking to its effect on this. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, under the civil-service proposition we 
have no right to apportion independent of the regular appor- 
tionment, and therefore propose this apportionment in order to 
make clear what was the intent of Congress. 

Mr. LANGLEY. That is correct. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Tennessee is after an 
entirely different amendment. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes; that was what I was trying to point 
out to the gentleman from Tennessee. Before the point of order 
is ruled wpon, Mr. Chairman, I desire to insert in the Recorp, 
with the permission of the House, a memorandum from the 
Director of the Census, explaining why he thinks this provision 
is necessary, in order to remove any doubt as to the intent of 
Congress in adopting section 7. The memorandum is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS, 
Washington, July 15, 1909. 


The following is the provision of section 7 of the Thirteenth Census 
act with regard to apportionment : 

“Copies of the eligible registers so established, and the examination 

pers of all eligibles, shall be furnished the Director of the Census 
o the Civil Service Commission, and selections therefrom shall be made 
by the Director of the Census, in ae with the law of appor- 
tlonment as now provided for the classified service in the order of 
rating.” 





Seana 


ie 
= 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








It is not clear from this language whether the additional employees 
of the census are to be treated as part of the general a rtioned 
service of the Government, or whether they are to be apportioned sep- 


arately on the basis of the general rules applied throughout the serv- 
ice. it the former is the case, the great ma ty of the census em- 
loyees would have to come from Western and Southern States, which 
cove not their full oo in the ——_— a rtioned service, and com- 
paratively few would be taken from the Eastern States, which have 
more than their quota in the present service. It was apparently the 
intention of Congress, however, that the apportionment of the census 
employees should be separate the general apportionment, so that 
caah tate would have a share of the additional tempora census 
foree corresponding substantially to its population. The Civil Service 
Commission consider the language insufficient to make clear which 
method is intended. 

It is exceedingly desirable from the standpoint of the Census Office 
that the apportionment of the temporary force should be independent 
of the general apportionment of the Government employees. The 
average time of employment of the additional clerks in the Census 
Office will be about one year, and hundreds of them will be employed 
not to exceed six months. Many of those who pass the examinations 
from Western and Southern States will doubtless hesitate about accept- 
ing such a temporary es and extensive correspondence would 
often be necessary in o to fill a position. Moreover, when an em- 

loyee had once come to the census from a distant State, he would be 
fixely to consider it a hardship if he were dropped from the rolls within 
a few months or a year, and would bring great pressure to bear to 
secure his retention for more than the average period of census em- 
ployment. aap method which would tend to increase the number of 
employees coming from distant States abnormally, by using the census 
force to balance up inequalities in the present apportionment, would 
evidently increase these difficulties. 

To take an abnormally large proportion from any one group of 
States would also render it necessary to appoint many people whose 
ratings in the examinations were relatively low, preferring them over 
people who had ssed with higher ratings from a State to which 
only a small num of appointments could be allotted. 


E. D. DuRanp. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, there has been a point of order 
reserved against this amendment. When the Census Bureau 
bill passed the House I happened to be in the chair in the 
Committee of the Whole. Not having expressed any opinion 
upon the census bill up to this time, I just want to say a word. 
I think the House was very foolish when adopting the provision 
for the census bill in reference to the appointments, yielding 
to the position assumed by the President in*his veto message; 
but having adopted that provision, for the purpose of removing 
the appointment of clerks from the power of Members of Con- 
gress, on the theory that it is necessary to have no political 
benefit or help in getting the appointment, and to have only 
clerks that are best qualified for the service; having adopted 
that theory for placing the census on all fours with all the rest 
of the service of the Government, there is no more reason for 
the employment of a man in the Census Bureau from Illinois 
than there is for appointing a man in the War Department or 
the Navy Department or any other department; and if this is 
a bar from employment in the War Department under existing 
law, then it ought to be a bar from employment in the Census 
Office so long as that rule prevails. I do not believe in making 
distinctions. If these appointments are not made in any sense 
upon the recommendations of those who know best who should 
be the temporary appointees from their district—the Member 
from the district—and should hold it to be necessary for them to 
be taken from competitive examination in line with the rest of 
the service, let the gentlemen take the sauce for the goose as 
well as the gander. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. LANGLEY, I desire to offer another amendment at 
this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After 13, line 12, insert: 

“In tion to the special agents and other employees now provided 
by law, the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, on the recommendation 
of the Director of the Census, may appoint not to exceed 20 rt 
special agents during the decennia! census period and no longer. “Such 
expert special agents shall be experienced, practical statisticians and 
shall be subjected to such test examination as the Secretary of Com- 
merce and bor may prescribe. They shall receive compensation at 
rates to be fixed by the : Provided, That the same shall in 


Secreta 
mo case exceed $10 per day and actual and mecessa travel ex- 
ses and an allowance in lieu of subsistence not to exceed $4 per 


y during necessary absence from their usual place of residence, and 
no appointment of expert special agents shall be made for clerical 


work.” 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BOWERS. I make the point of order. 

Mr, LANGLEY. I hope the gentleman will reserve the point 
of order, as I want to explain briefly the purpose and necessity 
of the amendment. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I reserve the point of order against the 
amendment. 

Mr. BOWERS. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent, as 
part of my remarks, to insert in the Recoxnp a memorandum 





from the Director of the Census explaining why this amend- 
ment is necessary; and I also ask the privilege of revising and 
extending my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The memorandum is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABor, 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS, 
Washington, July 15, 1909. 

The Census Office has always found difficulty in securing a sufficient 
amount of expert service in planning its work and analyzing and writ- 
ing up the results. The census work really consists of several substan- 
tially distinct branches, in each of which there is a large amount of 
scientific and expert work required. The manufactures census, for ex- 
ample, is in itself an enormous undertaking and covers a wide variety 
of industries. The correct interpretation of the statistics of a given 
industry requires special study and familiarity with the industry. Ik 
can not be expect that the chief statistician of manufactures or the 
two or three chiefs of division under him can familiarize themselves 
with all the special conditions in such a wide variety of industries. 
Moreover the chiefs of division are necessarily occupied almost wholly in 
administrative work. The only manner, therefore, in which such expert 
service can be obtained, whether of men of extensive experience in con- 
nection with a given industry or of men who are trained statisticians 
and economists, is by appointing them as special agents. The present 
compensation permitted for special agents of $6 per day is not suffi- 
cient to get men of the highest ability and experience. It is understood 
that these expert special agents at not to exceed $10 per day would be 
employed wholly on scientific and technical work and not at all on 
clerical work. Most of them will not be continuously employed through- 
out the census period, but will be called in at the outset to help frame 
the plans for the work, and toward the close to help in analyzing and 
interpreting the results and preparing the reports. It is intended to 
secure either university men, trained as economists and statisticians, 
or men of business training and experience familiar with the conditions 
in particular industries. 

E. D. DURAND. 


Mr. LANGLEY. I will state, with the permission that has 
been granted, as I intended to do if the point of order had not 
been insisted upon, the reasons why this amendment is neces- 
sary. In the first place, let me say that this is not a proposition 
to create new offices, but merely to increase from six to ten 
dollars a day the compensation of not exceeding 20 of those 
for whose appointment the law already provides, 

There are, as the director explains, a number of special sub- 
jects, particularly in the census of manufactures, which involve 
exceedingly difficult technical questions requiring the highest 
order of statistical ability—men who understand the technique 
of this class of work. The census of manufactures fills two 
large volumes, and there is a great deal of text to be written 
construing the figures that have been collected and compiled. 
It is often necessary, in preparing this text, to discuss the 
subject in hand from a broad, scientific, and statistical stand- 
point, and this necessitates oftentimes a general knowledge of 
the subject not possessed by the average employee of the Gov- 
ernment. Not only that, but the same class of ability is needed 
by the director in preparing the schedules so as to elicit the 
character of information required in this connection. These 
subjects are so diverse and comprehensive in character that it 
is utterly impossible for the chief statisticians and their as- 
sistants, in view of their adminstrative duties, to properly 
handle them. This expert assistance is therefore absolutely 
essential. 

We experienced great difficulty in the Twelfth Census in get- 
ting competent men to do this work at a compensation of $6 a 
day. Men who were properly equipped for it could not be ob- 
tained at that price, because they commanded a higher salary 
outside of the government service, and we often had to resort to 
the expedient, which was of doubtful legality, of giving them an 
allowance, in lieu of subsistence, of $3 a day while employed 
here in Washington. If this amendment is adopted, these men 
will not be continuously employed during the decennial census 
period. Their services will be needed only for a short period 
in the preparatory work, and then toward the end of the decen- 
nial census period they will again be needed in preparing the 
tables and the text in connection with them after the data has 
been collected. 

I desire to add that I regret exceedingly that the present tem- 
per of the House—or rather of certain Members of it—is such 
that we can not get considered, without a point of order being 
made, these two amendments to the law which are so essential 
to the success of the great work which the director and his 
associates are called upon to do. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


LIGHT-HOUSE ESTABLISHMENT. 
The appropriation for “ Lighting of rivers” made for the fiscal year 


1910 shall be available for supplying and maintaining post lights on 
the Delaware River between Philadelphia, Pa., and Trenton, N. J., the 
establishment of said lights having been authorized by law. 


Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 13, after line 19, add the following: 

“Coast and Geodetic Survey: To carry into effect the provisions of 
the act of Congress approved March 4, 1909, entitled ‘An act to au- 
thorize the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to cooperate with the 
Bureau of the Coast and Geodetic Survey and the Bureau of Fisheries 
with the fish commissioner of the State of North Carolina in making 
survey of the waters of North Carolina where fishing is prohibited by 


law, $3,000.’ ’ 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, the need of this amendment will 
be admitted and will not meet the opposition of the gentlemen 
who framed this bill. It is authorized by existing law, an act 
passed last session of Congress, and therefore it is unnecessary 
to say anything in justification of the appropriation. The only 
question is whether the appropriation is sufficiently urgent to 
authorize it to be covered in this deficiency bill and whether 
the amount is reasonable. I can make an explanation, if gen- 
tlemen desire it, which will show the immediate urgency of 
this appropriation. The waters of North Carolina furnish a 
large supply of fish, particularly shad. There are more shad 
caught in those waters than in any other waters along the 
Atlantic coast. The catch of shad in those waters has been ma- 
terially falling off in recent years, and an investigation has 
been made by the United States Bureau of Fisheries, which 
resulted in that bureau making certain recommendations of 
laws to be passed by the State of North Carolina. 

Those laws were passed, and they made certain material alter- 
ations in the existing law of that State, by which fishing was 
prohibited in certain areas, particularly in the large fresh-water 
sound, known as “Albemarle Sound.” It is absolutely impossible 
to enforce this law until the area where fishing is prohibited 
is marked, This marking can only be done by the United States 
Coast and Geodetic Survey. If this appropriation is not made 
at this time, it will result in the work being delayed at least 
twelve months, 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SMALL. Certainly. : 

Mr. MANN. Is not this an entirely new departure for the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey? 

Mr. SMALL. It is a function which has been recognized by 
the Government. Some work has been done in Chesapeake Bay 
and in other sections of the country. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; only in the State of Maryland. 

Mr. MANN. Not in any inland waters. Is there any more 
reason why the Government should put the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey to surveying the rivers and other waters of North Caro- 
lina than there is the Calumet River, in Illinois? 

Mr. SMALL. That question has already been passed upon by 
the act in existence. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; not at all. If it was, the gentleman 
would not ask for the amendment. If the gentleman is satisfied 
with the law as it now is, I am satisfied. © 

Mr. SMALL. The gentleman knows that in this act, which 
came from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, they had no jurisdiction to propose an appropriation, and 
that it becomes necessary at a subsequent time for Congress to 
make an appropriation to carry out the purpose of its own act. 

Mr. MANN. I remember very well when the act was passed, 
and it was distinctly understood that the expense of this was 
to be borne by the State of North Carolina and not by the Gen- 
eral Government. It is only another illustration of the fact 
that the moment the elephant gets its trunk in the door, it 
wants to put its whole huge bulk in. The moment the gentle- 
man gets authority from Congress, he wants to loot the Public 
Treasury. 

Mr. SMALL. I am sure the gentleman from Illinois would 
not be guilty of unfairness. At the time the original act was 
passed it was well understood and stated in the colloquy with 
the gentleman from Illinois that a subsequent appropriation 
would be required, and the only question discussed at that time 
was as to the amount of the subsequent appropriation. I am 
sure the gentleman, after refreshing his recollection, will ad- 
mit the truth of my statement. It was known at the time that 
we would come, at a later date, seeking an appropriation. 

Mr. Chairman, this appropriation ought to be made at this 
time on account of the peculiar urgency which I have stated to 
the committee. The preservation and the propagation of fish is 
a function of the Government. It is for this purpose that the 
Bureau of Fisheries was organized, and the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey is the only expert bureau of the Government which can 
possibly make this survey. I hope the amendment will pass. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am opposed to the amendment. 
While the work indicated should be carried out, it is question- 
able whether it should be at the expense of the Federal Goy- 
ernment. What I desire to do, however, is to discuss the state- 
ment made by the gentleman from Illinois as to the propensity 


of the elephant, once it gets its trunk inside the door of the 
Public Treasury, to shove its whole carcass in and “ bust up” 
the shack. We are all familiar with the story of the Arab and 
his camel that got its nose into the tent one night, and in the 
morning it was found that the camel was in the tent and the 
Arab was outside; but until this time no one in authority has 
ever disclosed the great secret that has now been openly ex- 
posed to the country, that the elephant, always emblematic of 
the hoggishness and greed of the Republican party, once it can 
get its tiny trunk inside the door, wants to put its entire car- 
cass into the Treasury of the United States. This propensity 
of this beast may account for the fact that during the past six 
or seven years a great deficit has been made in the Treasury, 
and the necessity now arises of resorting to the issuance of 
over $300,000,000 of bonds, ostensibly for the purpose of build- 
ing the Panama Canal, but really for the purpose of floating the 
Republican party through the next congressional election. It 
is somewhat surprising that a gentleman who even takes break- 
fast nowadays at the White House should let this—I was going 
to say, cat out of the bag, if it were not for the fact that he is 
speaking of the elephant getting into the Treasury. I hope 
that those of us who have some desire to protect the public 
funds in the Treasury of the United States will recollect this 
statement of the gentleman from Illinois, not only as to the pro- 
pensity of the elephant, but as to its ability and capacity. 
{Applause and laughter on the Democratic side.] And at this 
time I may say, as there may be no other opportunity to com- 
ment upon the fact, that so desperate is the condition of the 
party now in power that it proposes not only to issue over 
$300,000,000 of bonds, ostensibly for the purpose of building the 
Panama Canal, but, in order to satiate the greed of the great 
financiers who have been attempting to keep afloat on the 
financial waters the great and bulky elephant supposed to be 
emblematic of so-called “ Republican prosperity,” to increase the 
rate of interest on these bonds almost as much as the bonding 
trust discussed earlier in the day has desired to increase the 
rates to be chargg@i to the government employees for bonds. 

The rate of interest is to be increased from 2 per cent to 3 
per cent, It is charged that these bonds will not be bought— 
that is, that the great financial interests are going to hold up 
the Government and refuse to accept those bonds unless the 
rate of interest be raised. Yet it is not so many years since it 
was demonstrated that the people of the country at a time like 
this, when money is so plentiful, when the banks have reserves 
of 40, 50, or 60 per cent lying idle, when it is difficult to invest 
money safely and advantageously, that the everyday people of 
the country who have the money, if given an opportunity, would 
oversubscribe such an ‘issue of bonds bearing interest at 2 per 
cent more than two hundredfold. [Applause.] We should put 
shackles upon this elephant. I should be glad to cut off not only 
the trunk, but the tail and the feet. I should be glad to cut 
off the head, if it were possible, and I should be glad to have 
this administration know that it can not smuggle into a tariff 
bill a provision to issue over $300,000,000 bonds and increase 
the rate on the government securities, at a time when our credit 
is better than that of any other nation in the world, from 2 to 
3 per cent without the people of the country understanding that 
it is the same old performance of the elephant, who, having 
got its trunk inside the door, has shoved its carcass into the 
Treasury and forced out for the same favored beneficiaries the 
money that is now there. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the speech of the gentleman from 
New York, like all Democratic speeches for economy coming 
from that side of the House, is in favor of the proposition to 
loot the Treasury, because that is the proposition pending be- 
fore the House. It might be, Mr. Chairman, that if the Re- 
publican elephant wants to secure entrance to a certain build- 
ing it would proceed with trunk first, but if our Democratic 
donkey was endeavoring to get there, with its usual capacity 
of thought, it would proceed with its head pointed in the other 
direction. [Laughter on the Republican side.] The gentleman 
from New York suggests that it might be well to cut off the 
trunk and tail and the feet and the head of the elephant. If 
that were done, it would still be more capacitated for the public 
administration of affairs than our emblem on the other side 
without any deficit in his body. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in oppo- 
sition to the amendment. It is true, as the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. SMALL] has stated, that at the last ses- 
sion of Congress a law was passed authorizing a triangulation 
and geodetic survey of certain waters in the State of North 
Carolina in the interest of the fishing industry of that State. 
No appropriation was made. What consideration was given to 
the law before its passage I do not know. I was not on the 
floor of the House at the time. If I had been I should have 
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opposed and endeavored to prevent the passage of the act. We 
have had one experience, and that was with the State of Mary- 
land. The State of Maryland came here a few years ago and 
secured the enattment of a law, a little innocent proposition, 
whereby that State practically surrendered sovereignty over 
her oyster beds for the purpose of having them surveyed at 
the expense of the Federal Treasury. 

Now, the State of North Carolina has secured the enactment 
of a similar provision of law for the same purpose, but there 
is no appropriation, and the law can not be executed. Whether 
Congress should or should not make the appropriation is a 
matter I submit that ought to go over to the next session of 
Congress, when it can be thoroughly investigated and inquired 
into. I doubt very much if a geodetic survey could psosibly be 
made now if the appropriation was made at this session of 
Congress. So the work will have to be delayed until next year, 
and North Carolina will not suffer one iota if she does not get 
this appropriation from the Federal Treasury for the purpose 
of doing that which she herself ought to do and pay for and is 
abundantly able to do and to pay for. The whole subject can 
be taken up at the next session of Congress, and for that rea- 
son I was obliged to decline when the gentleman from North 
Carolina asked me to incorporate the provision in this bill. 
I was not inclined to do it, because I thought it could wait until 
the regular session, when the committee having jurisdiction 
could consider and determine whether the appropriation ought 
to be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from North Carolina. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
SMALL), there were 22 ayes and 57 noes. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

IMMIGRATION SERVICE. 

Ellis Island Immigrant Station, New York, N. Y.: For the com- 
lete medical, surgical, and other equipment and usual hospital findings 
or the contagious-disease hospital, $20,000. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I would like to ask a question, not with reference 
to this paragraph, but as to the Immigration Service generally. 
I want to ask the chairman of the Committee on Immigration, 
if he is present, whether there is any law in justification of a 
ruling recently made by the immigration commissioner at the 
port of New York to the effect that each immigrant must have 
$25 in cash before he or she can be admitted to the country? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I notice that the 
chairman of the Committee on Immigration is not present, but 
I think I can give the gentleman the exact information. I 
rather anticipated possibly that this question would come up 
on account of the publicity which has been given it, and there- 
fore I have secured a copy of the document that Commissioner 
Williams issued. It is as follows: 

No. 23949] DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
IMMIGRATION SERVICE, 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER, 
New York, N. Y., June 28, 1909. 
NOTICE CONCERNING INDIGENT IMMIGRANTS. 

Certain steamship companies are bringing to this nee many immi- 
grants whose funds are manifestly inadequate for their proper support 
until such time as they are likely to obtain profitable employment. 
Such action is improper and must cease. In the absence of a statutory 
provision, no hard and fast rule can be laid down as to the amount of 
money an immigrant must bring with him, but in most cases it will be 
unsafe for immigrants to arrive with less than $25, besides railroad 
ticket to destination, while, in many instances, they should have more. 
They must, in addition, of course, satisfy the authorities that they will 
not become charges either on pose or private charity. 

Only in instances deemed by the Government to be of exceptional 
merit will gifts to destitute immigrants after arrival be considered in 
determining whether or not they are qualified to land; for, except where 
such gifts are to those legally entitled to support (as to wives, minor 
children, ete.), the recipients stand here as objects of private charity, 
and = statutes do not contemplate that such aliens shall enter the 
country. 

WILLIAM WILLIAMS 
Commissioner. 

Mr. Chairman, I regret—— 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor. 
The gentleman from New York can say what he wishes when 
he gets the floor in his own time. Judging from the letter 
just read, there is no authority of law for the regulation made 
by the immigration commissioner at New York, to which I have 
called attention, and for one I wish to enter a protest against 
that regulation. For many many years during the discussions 
on this floor on the question of immigration, efforts have been 
made by some to establish a money test for the admission of 
immigrants, but the House of Representatives and the Con- 
gress has not yet seen fit to stand before the world as advocat- 
ing such a test of character and worth. I for one protest 
against it. If such a test had been in force years ago some of 
our best citizens would have been unable to land in the United 












States, and it is questionable whether even the pilgrim fathers 
would have been admitted under such a ruliag. 
things to be taken into consideration when we judge of the 
worth and valor and character of an immigrant than money. 


There are other 


Think of applying such a test to a poor servant girl coming 


from Ireland, Germany, or the Scandinavian countries. Twenty- 
five dollars to her, and in the country whence she comes, rep- 
resents a small fortune, and she is the very person we need in 
this country, because of the great lack of female servants. As 
a result of this regulation, arbitrarily made by that commission 
and against the law, thousands of persons have been deported 
within the last few weeks—634 on a single day. Do we realize 
what it means to deport a man back to the country whence he 
came? 
man for life, because when he returns to his home country the 
people will say, “ Well, there must be some reason why you have 
been sent back.” 


Do we realize that that means the branding of that 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I ask unanimous consent to proceed 


for five minutes more. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. His home people will say “ You must 


have committed some sort of a crime, otherwise the great and 


liberal country of the United States would not have sent you 
back.” Therefore, that man will be ruined for life. He is not 
admitted here, and he will be despised at home. He will be 
unable in the future to make his living. Perhaps for the pur- 
pose of raising the necessary money to come here he has dis- 
posed of all his worldly goods. The expense of making the trip 
to the United States is not a small one. He has perhaps in- 
stead of $25 only $15 or $20 left, but, according to this arbitrary 
rule, he is ordered to be returned, to be deported to the country 
whence he came. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the law forbid the coming in of 
paupers? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that it is well to 
have a pauper defined by some regulation which may become 
known abroad, rather than to have it left to the sweet arbi- 
trary will of the official here? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, if it is to be left to the 
commissioner of immigration at New York to define what a 
pauper is, well and good; but I thought it was a matter to be 
decided by the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. MANN. To define what a pauper is? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Why, the Congress provides that a pauper can 
not come in. It does not define what a pauper is. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It ought to be defined. 

Mr. MANN. I know, but it is the duty of the administrative 

officers to follow the law which we have put upon the statute 
books. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. And I appeal to the gentleman’s own 
reason as to whether he would adjudge a man a pauper who 
comes here with two strong arms, a healthy mind, and a will- 
ingness to identify himself with our institutions, a willingness 
to work and to better his condition—-whether that man is a 
pauper, even if he has not $5 in his pocket. 

Mr. MANN. I should say that a man who comes here or to 
any large city with no means except his two arms, to which the 
gentleman has referred, comes about as near being in the 
pauper class as it is possible to place anyone, and that it is 
better to have a regulation which is universally known of all 
people rather than to have some subordinate official from New 
York or elsewhere determine that this man is a pauper and 
that this is not, both having the same means. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is drawing the line very narrowly, 
Mr. Chairman. I would never classify as a pauper a man who 
is healthy and willing to work, because we must always remem- 
ber that when a man, say, of 20 or 21 years of age comes to this 
country from Burope, the country whence he came has paid 
the expense of raising him and of educating him, and just at a 
time when he may become useful to his own country he emi- 
grates to the United States. From my point of view that man 
represents a commercial value, and if he is sane and sound and 
willing to identify himself with us, I would certainly not clas- 
sify him as a pauper, even if he did not have a nickel in his 
pocket. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman’s view and my view have 
always run about the same on the immigration question, but 
what the gentleman is discussing now is what the law ought 
to be, and I am calling his attention to what the law is. We 
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made the law and the official in New York did not make the 
law. We make the law and he must construe it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The only purpose for which I rose, Mr. 
Chairman, was to protest against the definition which the com- 
missioner of immigration in New York is placing upon the 
word “ pauper.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is a matter to be regulated by the 
department, is it not? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is at the present time left to the dis- 
cretion of the department. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then, why does not the gentleman pro- 
test to the department, if it is doing something unfair and un- 
just; why does he not protest to the department controlled by 
his party, rather than to voice useless protests here? If his 
party has been trying to unjustly exclude immigrants, why 
does he not appeal to the department? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Oh, I hope the gentleman will not in- 
sinuate that I am voicing useless protests upon the floor of this 
House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My experience has been that it is about 
as hopeless as any protest can be. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I hope the gentleman will regard a pro- 
test on this floor as something more emphatic than a mere letter 
addressed to any executive department would be. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I usually vote 
on this question the same way that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BarrHoitpr] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
that this debate is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on a motion to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. BOWERS. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
is not addressing himself to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains that point of order, 
and will ask the gentleman to confine himself to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I move to strike out the word 
* equipment,” in line 22. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Now, Mr. Chairman, of what 
use is equipment to Ellis Island if the law is not enforced prop- 
erly? And by “properly” I mean, of course, not only strictly, 
but with good sense. I have had read to the House a statement 
issued by Commissioner Williams—— 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, I renew my point of order 
that the gentleman is not addressing himself to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will confine himself to a 
discussion of the amendment. The Chair can not presume to 
anticipate that the gentleman’s remarks are not to be directed 
to his amendment. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Among other things the mental 
and political equipment of the commissioner. I regret that he 
issued this particular statement. I agree with the gentleman 
that there ought to be—— 

Mr. BOWERS. I renew my point of order, that the gentle 
man is not addressing himself to the “ Usual hospital findings 
for the Contagious Disease Hospital.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from New York may proceed for five min- 
utes. 

Mr. BOWERS. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, this is the first 
time I have seen that done in this House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Manufacturers’ Record—— 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I make the point of order that 
the gentleman is not addressing himself to the paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order; the same rule should 
be applied on both sides. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The 
Clerk will read. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to strike out 
the word “surgery” in connection with the admission of immi- 
grants, that they shall be compelled to have $25 when they 
come into this country. I wish to say that I could not have 
come into this country under that regulation, for I only had 
$23. [Laughter and applause.] 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Legislative. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

: Ament hy inserting after the word “ legislative,” in line 18, the fol- 
owing, : 

- To onsite the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives to pay to the officers and employees of the Senate 
and the House borne on the annual and session rolls on the Ist day of 
July, 1909, including the Capitol police, the official reporters of the 
Senate and House, and W. A. Smith, Conoress1onaL Recorp clerk, for 
extra services during the extra session of the —— Co’ a 
sum equal to one month’s pay at the compensation then paid thom by 
law, the same to be immediately available.” 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, this is the usual—— 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will not 
take up the time by making the point of order. This is the usual 
amendment that has been inserted in some appropriation bill at 
every session for the last fifty years, I think. Certainly it is 
justifiable, if ever, at this extra session, when our faithful em- 
ployees have been called upon to render five or six months of 
extra work. 

Mr. MANN. 
question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman able to say whether this addi- 
tion to the salaries was made in the extra session twelve years 
ago? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think it. was. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman better look up the Rrecorp, 
if he is not satisfied. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I am able to say it was made twelve years 
ago. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think not. 

Mr. MANN. Unless the gentleman has looked it up, I wish 
to say I think he is mistaken. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have not, personally, but I have understood 
that there were two extra allowances made in that year. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How many employees will this affect? 

Mr. OLMSTED. It affects the employees of the House and 
Senate. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Can the gentleman give the total 
number? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not know the number. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Can the gentleman give the amount of 
money that would be required to pay the employees under this 
amendment? 

Mr. OLMSTED. 
compensation. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
give it? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I am not. : 

Mr. HARDWICK. I did not hear the gentleman’s amendment 
read, and do not understand it thoroughly; but I will ask him: 
Does it in¢lude compensation to clerks of Members? 

Mr. OLMSTED. It does not. 

Mr. HARDWICK. ‘They are as much entitled to it as the 
others. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Perhaps so. Their salaries were increased 
25 per cent a year or So ago. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Is it not a fact that some of the 
employees have not been here during this session? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not know of any such. There may be 
at every session some are not here part of the time, but I know 
that I see them here daily faithfully performing their duties. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Does this include any who died 
during this session? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think not. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? Am I not right in my recollection that a motion 
similar to this was passed before the expiration of the last 
session? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I believe there was such a motion passed. 

Mr. SCOTT. So that if your amendment prevails it will 
mean that the employees of the House this year shall receive 
two months’ extra compensation? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, the one adopted in the last Congress, 
of course, covered parts of two years. Mr. Chairman, I hope 
the gentleman from Arkansas will not feel called upon to make 
this point of order. I think this is a very deserving and worthy 
amendment. It may be said that these gentlemen accepted 
their employment with the expectation and understanding that 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 


It will just add one month’s pay to their 


But, in dollars, you are not able to 
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this would be allowed, as it has been allowed for every year 
for many years. 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a further question? 
Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 


Mr. MANN. Is not the origin of this proposition a desire in 
this way to provide compensation for these employees coming 
and going to and from the capital, in lieu of traveling expenses? 

Mr. OLMSTED. It helps to cover that, of course. They 
get no traveling expenses. They come here at their own expense 
and go home at their own expense. 

Mr. MANN. Then that reason does not apply at this time. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Oh, well; it may or may not. 

Mr. MANN. A man may go home or may not, but there was 
no occasion, as far as the Government is concerned, for a man 
going home between the 4th of March and the 17th. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Their expenses have been increased a great 
deal by having to stay here instead of going home. I will say 
to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon], Mr. Chairman, 
that the habit of putting in this amendment at the end of each 
session originated way back in the good old Democratic days, 
and I can show him a ruling by Speaker Carlisle that it was 
in order. 

Mr. BOEHNE. I should like to have the amendment read 
again to see what it includes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have no objection, if the committee de- 
sires it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clefk will 
again report the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania this question: Did not all the officers 
and employees of the House and Senate in March get an extra 
month? 

Mr. OLMSTED. They got an extra month at the last session 
of the last Congress. 

Mr. SISSON. And this will make two extra months during 
the current fiscal year. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The last session covered part of two years. 
This is a different Congress. 

Mr. SISSON. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. This will be renewed at the next 
session. 

Mr. SISSON. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania believe 
it is proper and right by indirection to pay the mileage of 
officers and employees of the two Houses? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think it is as just and right to-day as it 
was fifty years ago and has been every year since. I think 
they accepted these positions with that understanding. I 
think it is perfectly just and right that the man who runs an 
elevator out here for $75 a month should get this allowance. 

Mr. SISSON. Does he not get a hundred dollars a month? 

Mr. OLMSTED. He does not get as much as that. 

Mr. SISSON. It strikes me this is purely a business propo- 
sition, and when these gentlemen apply for these positions they 
know what the salary is. 

Mr. OLMSTED. And they know that they will get an extra 
month each session. 

Mr. SISSON. If this custom prevailed continuously, they 
would do so. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It has prevailed continuously. 

Mr. MANN. How about mileage for this session? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I desire to say to the gentleman that some 
of these employees who are here to-day are not the same ones 
who received their pay in the last Congress. 

Mr. SISSON. That may be true. But I understand that in 
the next session there will be another proposition to pay them 
another extra month’s salary. 

Mr. OLMSTED. If the salaries remain the same and they 
perform the same labor, I have no doubt that will be so. 

Mr. SISSON. Would it not be better and more courageous 
for the House to increase the salaries directly rather than by 
indirection ? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Perhaps so, and if the gentleman will offer 
& proposition to that effect, I shall be very glad to consider it. 

Mr. SISSON. On the contrary, I would not only vote to re- 
duc? some salaries, but I should like to cut off about one-third 
of the useless employees they have about the Capitol here. 

Mr. OLMSTED. If there are any that are useless, I would 
vote with him for that; but those who are here, who have per- 
formed their labors night and day, who when the House ad- 
journs for three days at a time have been here every day, I 
think are entitled to the usual allowance. 

Mr. SISSON. It seems to me that the spirit that is behind 
this proposition is absolutely wrong. In the first place, if men 
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accept these positions at a salary fixed by law, they certainly 
ought to be willing to abide by that salary. 

Mr. OLMSTED. For the spirit of the thing, I will have to 
refer the gentleman to the spirit of the Democratic fathers who 
inaugurated the practice when they were in control here. 

Mr. SISSON. Do you know that that is a very good guide 
for the Republicans to follow? My only regret is that you are 
only following the evils of the Democratic party and not the 
good. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] If it 
is true that the Democrats in the olden days were guilty of 
this extravagance, it is no reason why you should follow in that 
pathway, and I know of no better time to correct that evil than 
now. If a man does not reform his life at some moment, it 
will never be reformed, If this evil has been here for one 
hundred years, the sooner we get rid of it the better; and if 
you will follow the great Democratic precedents in the past in 
greater matters, in tariff legislation and financial legislation, 
as you have been following it in the little matters, the country 
will be a thousand times better off. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if he has any idea how much this amend- 
ment of his, if adopted, will cost the Government? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I am unable to inform the gentleman in 
dollars and cents, but it adds one month’s pay for each employee. 

Mr. MACON. Has the gentleman any idea about the number 
of employees? 

Mr. OLMSTED. A few hundred dollars. 

Mr. MACON. The gentleman’s reply is not satisfactory as 
to the amount. I believe I have information on the side that is 
much more satisfactory than that he furnishes. I think there 
are more than several hundred employees, and if they are to 
be given a month’s extra pay it strikes me that the amount will 
run way up into the thousands of dollars. Mr. Chairman, I 
have never voted for an increase of compensation for myself 
since I have been in this House, either directly or indirectly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Neither have I. 

Mr. MACON. And for that reason I believe I am consistent 
when I object to this kind of an attempt to increase the salaries 
of others. I have not heretofore objected to the extra month's 
compensation for the employees that have been here through 
the regular sessions of Congress, but these employees were given 
an extra month’s pay last February, and now in only a few 
months after that they are knocking at the door of the Treas- 
ury and insisting that they must be given another extra month’s 
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Mr. Chairman, these good people knew very well what to 
expect when they enthusiastically sought and gladly accepted 
their positions, and they knew what their salaries were to be. 
They did not have to accept their positions any more than we 
have to accept our positions as Representatives in this House. 
We can all get rid of our positions any time we want to by 
resigning them, because the expenses connected with them are 
too great for the compensation we are receiving, and we can 
go to our homes and do just as we did before we were appointed 
or elected. Sir, next winter when Congress is in session again, 
it will be expected that it will again give these employees an 
extra month’s pay for their services, but as to whether they 
receive it or not will largely depend upon how they accept 
this turn down. If this matter keeps on there is no telling to 
what extremes it will go. Originally these employees were 
tickled nearly to death to get one month’s extra pay per year, 
but now they want two months’ pay, and if they get it it will 
not be long before they will want three. If they do not want 
their positions for the compensation that they are now receiv- 
ing, they have the privilege of resigning any moment they see 
fit. There are millions of men and women in this country that 
will rejoice to accept their places by wire, and they will obli- 
gate themselves not to ask for even one month’s extra pay 
per annum. I know that many of the disappointed will frown 
upon me for this day’s work, but I will be compensated therefor 
by the knowledge of the fact that conscience has been my guide, 
and that is worth more to me than all of the applause of all the 
extra-pay takers of all the world. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I wish to be heard, Mr. Chairman, on the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on any 
precedents that have occurred since Hinds’ Precedents were 
closed. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, this question is not new. 
This precise question has been considered session after session 
for a great many Congresses. I will not stop to go back and 
look up the record back of the Forty-eighth Congress. On page 
5502 of the Recorp for the first session of that Congress, I find 
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that the House itself seems to have been considering an appro- 
priation bill. The same amendment was offered and the same 
point of order was made against it, and Speaker John G, Car- 
lisle, of Kentucky, made this ruling: 

The Speaker. The Chair finds upon an examination of the records 
that on two occasions heretofore an amendment similar to this—the 
Chair thinks in precisely the same language—has been offered and a 
point of order made against it; and in both instances the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union, by a very large vote, held the pro- 
vision to be in order. 

Mr. HouMAN. Yes, sir; but does that action of the Committee of the 
Whole establish a rule for the control of the House? It must be ap- 
parent, Mr. Speaker, there is no law authoriz this item. 

The Speaker. Of course the Chair is not absolutely bound by any de- 
cision of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, al- 
though such a decision is certainly entitled to very great respect when 
the question has been discussed and decided by that: committee, consist- 
ing as it does of the same members that compose the House itself. In 
order to preserve uniformity in the rulings upon this —. the 
nae oe he ought to admit the amendment and allow the House to 
vote upon it. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, that was in the Forty-eighth Congress. 
I find that in the Fifty-fourth Congress the point of order was 
made to this same proposition, and in the discussion of it ref- 
erence was made to a good many instances in which the point 
of order had been overruled either by the Chairman or by the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union itself, 
but in that case, Mr. Payne, of New York, being in the chair, 
the point of order was sustained. That was, as I say, in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress. In the Fifty-fifth Congress the matter 
again came up, Mr. Payne, of New York, being again in the 
chair, and in the discussion of the point reference was made to 
a decision by Judge Payson, of Illinois, when acting as Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union in the Fifty-first Congress. That decision of Judge Pay- 
son I desire to read to the Chair. It is as follows: 


This is not a new question in the House of Representatives, nor is it 
new to the present occupant of the chair. When the general deficiency 
bill was under consideration at the last session of this Congress, the 
present occupant of the chair had the honor to preside as Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. The 
same question was then presented in the shape of an amendment; and 
at that time the Chair took occasion to examine the entire line of 
precedents and the history of legislation with reference to this matter, 
as well as the rulings which had been made upon it up to that time, 
_ a no reason now for changing the opinion then formed in regard 
o it. 

The decisions have been practically unanimous for a great many 
— past, and especially since the present occupant of the chair has 
en in public life, beginning with the ruling of Mr. Kasson, of Iowa, 
and others succeeding him, including the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. Carlisle], the Speaker of the last House, and so on down to the 
present time, with but a single exception this amendment has been 
held to be in order, either by the direct ruling of the Chair or by an 
overwhelming majority in the committee when the question has been 
submitted for its decision. . 

Follow the precedents—without expressing an opinion as to what 
judgment the present occupant of the chair might entertain if this 
were an original proposition—but following the precedents and the 
rulings heretofore made, the Chair holds the amendment to be in order. 


That was in the Fifty-first Congress, following the precedents 
then made. That was brought to the attention of the Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
in the Fifty-fifth Congress, but he sustained the point of order. 
An appeal was taken, and his decision was overruled by a vote 
of 67 to 44. That seems to be the state of the law upon the sub- 
ject, Mr. Chairman. In a great many instances the Chairmen 
have referred the matter to the committee itself, and I suggest 
that if the present distinguished occupant of the chair has 
any doubt on this subject he might well follow that line of 
practice and submit it to the committee; or that if he follows 
the majority of the precedents, he will have to overrule the 
point of order. 

Mr. MACON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr, MACON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania a question. I want to ask him if he knows of any 
existing law other than the provision carried in an appropria- 
tion bill authorizing this appropriation? 

Mr. OLMSTED. It has been done from year to year from a 
time whereof the memory of man runneth not to the contrary. 
It may be said to have become a part of the law of the land 
by prescription. By immemorial custom it is a part of the sal- 
ary of these officials. They accept their positions with that un- 
derstanding. It would be unfair, almost dishonest, to them to 
deprive them of it in this way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. There 
is no question about the decisions having been rendered that 
were cited by the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Otmstep], and the last instance cited by him was in the 
Fifty-fifth Congress, where a decision of the Chair sustaining 
the point of order was overruled by the committee. But tfie 
Chair is, of course, bound by the last precedent upon the ques- 
tion. In the Fifty-sixth Congress, on May 14, 1900, an amend- 
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ment providing an extra month’s pay for employees was ruled 
out of order on the general deficiency bil! by Mr. Chairman 
aan and on an appeal the decision was sustained—ayes 58, 
noes 24, 

Mr. OLMSTED. But that constituted less than a quorum, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was submitted to, however, by the com- 
mittee and became as binding and effective, I need not say, av 
though there had been an attendance by the entire member- 
ship of the House. There is no question in the mind of the 
Chair and no contention is made that the proposed appropria- 
tion is wholly without warrant of law. The Chair is, there- 
fore, compelled to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that I may be permitted to discuss for five minutes, 
uninterrupted, the subject of the telepost. 

Mr. -UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, a few minutes ago I 
rose on this side of the House to ask unanimous consent te 
print in the Recorp an editorial. That was objected to. I now 
ask that both of the requests be submitted together. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to speak for five minutes, uninterrupted, upon the 
subject of the telepost, and the gentleman from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent to print an editorial in the Recorp. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the request of the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. To print in the Recorp an editorial on 
the tariff question. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, reserving the 
right to object to the request of the gentleman from Alabama, 
I desire to say that the mere fact that the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Bowers] pursued an unusual course in regard 
to myself does not justify me—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I demand the 
regular order. 

Mr. BENNET of New York (continuing). Does not justify 
me in objecting to the request of the gentleman from Alabama, 
and I shall not object. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I make the point of order that 
a request for unanimous consent is not debatable. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But the debate is over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request for unanimous consent has 
been stated, the request of the gentleman from Michigan to 
speak for five minutes, uninterrupted, on the subject of the tele- 
post, and the request of the gentleman from Alabama to print 
in the Recorp an editorial. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The editorial referred to is as follows: 


STRIKING IN THE TARIFF AT SOUTHERN PROSPERITY. 
{From the Daily Bulletin of the Manufacturers’ Record, July 16, 1909.] 


If reports from Washington can be trusted, it looks as though the 
power of the administration is being used to force a reduction of the 
tariff on the things which the South produces and which are erroneously 
called “raw materials” for the express benefit of the manufacturers 
of other sections. If this be true, then once more is the South to be 
sacrificed that others may prosper, unless southern representatives in 
the House /and Senate, recognizing the situation, if necessary, throw 
aside political affiliations and stand united for an equal protection to 
southern interests as the tariff will give to the interests of other 
sections. It is worse than folly for southern Congressmen to as 
friends of the South and yet permit this section to be everlastingly 
used, as it has been for cme He for the benefit of other sections 
whose Representatives ap the importance of the development 
of their business interests and unceasingl the 
best results. If we are to have any tari 
= the lumber and the iron ore and 
o 


Yy work to accompl 
, why should it discriminate 
the coal and other 

the South which are used by other sections? 
thing as raw material after labor has touched it. The 
the coal and the lumber are just as much the product of labor as is 


iron ore and 


the steel rail or the watch spring. There is no more reason why pro- 
tection should be granted to the manufacturer of textile machinery 
steel rails, or other product of factory work than there is that 
protection should be granted to the producer of ore and coal and lumber 
and hides and other materials of this character. If these are 
to be put on the free 1 then every jponpes into the ure 
of which they enter should be put on the free list. Why should one 
industry be sacrificed for the benefit of another? Why should one 
section forever be made to pay the bill of ne own materials 
without tariff protection to seetions who are enough through 
their co mal Representatives to pecente protection for their 
interests? If it be the aim of the adm tion—and this we can 
to strike a hard blow at southern prosperity, it can not 
do onase than by f a qodarties of pean en 
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without reducing the prices of the finished articles for American | $2.50 per day each ; 14 rs in the -office, at $100 per month 


buyers each; and for 3 telephone operator t $75 th in all 
ers. ; a month each ; , 
bownward revision must not be permitted to be worked for the pur- | $5,290 - - 


pose of paying campaign debts to certain great interests. Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I am quite sure I | to correct the language of that paragraph. 
am not reflecting upon the intelligence of any Member when I The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
state that the telepost is a new and rapid means of telegraphy. | amendment which the Clerk will report. 
By the use of the telepost they can now send a thousand The Clerk read as follows: 
words in a single minute over a single line. This company is On page 15, line 14, strike out the word “two” and insert the word 
now extending its lines throughout the country, and at this | “ one.’ 
time is in 18 congressional districts in the Union. In addition Mr. MACON. Before that amendment is offered, I desire to 
to the address and signature, the company is sending telegrams | reserve a point of order. 
of 25 words for 25 cents, and delivering the same by messenger, The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has been offered. The 
instead of 10 words for 25 cents or more, as is done by the | question is on the amendment. 
other companies. Mr. TAWNEY. These employees are authorized by law. 
They also have another means of communication that I think The amendment was agreed to. 
will appeal not only to the Members of the House but to the The Clerk read as follows: 
country, I hold in my hand what is known as a “ telecard.” For folding speeches, to continue available during the fiscal year 
By the use of the telecard, in addition to the address and sig- | 1910, $1,000. 
nature, you can send 10 words for 10 cents, and at its destina- Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment 
tion the telepost company will place a cent stamp on the tele- | that I want to offer to the paragraph just read. 
card and deliver it by messenger to the post-office, and from The Clerk read as follows: 
there it will be delivered by carrier. On page 15, line 17, strike out “ one” and insert “ two.” 
They also have what they call a “ telepost,” which is in the The amendment was agreed to. 
nature of a telecard, but instead of sending 10 words for 10 The Clerk read as follows: 
cents, they send, in addition to the address and signature, 50/ ‘To reimburse the official reporters of debates and the stenographers 
words for 25 cents; in other words, a telegraph letter. For | to committees for moneys actually expended for clerical assistance, and 
illustration, if any Member were to arrive in Washington from | for extra, cleriqe eer aad to Joba J. Cameron Sone ie all $5,240. 
his home to-day, and desired to send a message that he did not s baiadihe. ; f 
care whether or not it was delivered, perhaps, within three or | Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a en ne 
four hours, he could step into the telepost office in this city order against that paragraph. I should like to ask the gentle- 
when it is established, as I hope one may be in the near future, man from Minnesota what occasion there has been for the 





and send 50 words for 25 cents to his home city or village or | Committee stenographers to pay out money for extra clerical 
wherever he might reside. That would be written in the form | #*Sistance at this 2 Congress? _ . son ‘thar 
of a letter at its destination, a 2-cent stamp would be placed “ain eee eee Se ie a tee iaanhen eS 
upon it, and a messenger would take it to t t-office and : 7 ve = Sera 
pegnatee be delivered by carrier, either rm _ i or ‘aun a Mr. MANN. I am not referring to the official reporters of the 
rural route. , House, who have had work to do. 
I also desire to call the attention of the committee to a fourth ase wae but I am referring to the com- 
tems I hold 2 me ee aes is what is known as a Mr. MANN. What occasion have they had to carry them 
- . 9 
the sending of messages by this rapid em. I hold in my left | 2/008? : 
hand a teletape that is used in the ing of these messages, Mr. po A gl do ae sewed t i 1 . 
and by these messages you can send 100 words for 25 cents. Mr. MANN. © committees are not appointed. No com- 
It is true at this time, Mr. Chairman, that this company has mittee has been having a hearing and they have had no work 
: , : . to do. 
aol Ge They os Paice anne Pipa coe nara Mr. TAWNEY. The Committee on Ways and Means has had 
munities for money, but they do ask the friendly aid and as- S —— of ae a — have been other hearings taken 
sistance of people everywhere that they may be admitted to the ~~ aULL a "ee - i. * that id f. rtifi f th 
cities and villages and there establish the telepost with uniform = ' > — ‘ - 7? at pald for em certificate of the 
rates, irrespective of distances: OME. TAWNEY ie the gentleman is speaking of something 
a . a . a > § < sor 
ee of extending ar rena a weetee expired, the privi- | else. No such payment is made to any employee of the House. 
Mr, STAFFORD. May I ask the gentleman what is the pur- | These official committee stenographers employ their own type- 


| writing assistants, and, as I say, there have been hearings 
aereitite a ceeana eeaeetad ks in the Recap, and if it is to before the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No, sir. I want to say to the Mr. MANN. What hearings have the Ways and Means Com- 


ittee had? 
gentleman that I think he is aware of the fact that for several | ™@ ee 
years I have been an advocate of the reduction of telegraph Mr. TAWNEY. What hearings! 







tape that is used for 





rates in this country, and I further believe that the telegraph | Mr. MANN. The gentleman says “What hearings!” as 
ought to be used neta with the postal service, P | though they had been holding hearings all the time. They have 
Mr. STAFFORD. I am aware of that fact. | had no hearings at this session of Congress. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman answer this question? Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know what payments the committee 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. | stenographers have made. They have come to me with the 


Mr. SHERLEY. Is this the same company that sent ovt a | statement that they were obliged to continue the same help that 
prospectus to people—I received one myself—asking them to | *®ey ®!ways have. 


subseribe to the shares? Mr. MANN. It must be perfectly patent to the gentleman 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I. suppose so; but I desire to say | that the committee stenographers, who may or may not be in 
that I am in no way interested in the capital stock. Washington during this session, when there are no committees, 


Mr. SHERLEY, I was not implying that the gentleman was. | #@V¢ had no committee hearings to report; and if they have 
Mr. MANN. There is a company that owns this system, is | kept the same extra assistants here during this session, they 


there not? ' have shown very poor judgment. I have high regard for the 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. | committee stenographers, but I am not willing in the presenta- 
Mr. MANN. It has stock for sale? | tion of these gifts to employees of the House to run utterly re- 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Undoubtedly its gardless of common decency. 

Me. MANA. ‘Thie.te net a view bean Ramey Agee tie na | Mr. TAWNEY. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois if 
They could send this speech through the mails after it is de- | he has any objection to authorizing the reimbursement of these 
livered in Congress. | committee stenographers for any money that they have ex- 


Mr. STAFFORD. I will have to object. | perided in consequence of their service? 

Mr. MANN. I question very much the propriety of it, Mr. MANN. That is not what this provision is. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. All right. Mr. TAWNEY. That is exactly what this is. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made. Mr. MANN. The gentleman would argue to the House now 

The Clerk read as follows: for a moment that this is paid only to the extent that it is re- 

. imbursement. That is not the case. This money purports to 

pages, Including’ 2 riding age oe 2 “ i hee be a reimbursement, but it provides for payment to the amount 
and 10 pages for duty at the entrances to the Hall of the House, at | of $500 to each of these committee stenographers, which is in 
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effect an increase of salary to the committee stenographers of 
$500 each ‘because of this session of Congress; and if the 
amendment proposed a few moments ago by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] is in this bill when it comes 
back, as very likely it will be, there would be an extra month’s 
pay besides. Can it be possible that these committee stenog- 
raphers ask for that extra month’s pay this year, and then 
want $500 besides, to reimburse them for payment which they 
have not made? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say in reply to the gentleman that 
his statement is entirely incorrect if he says that this is not 
for reimbursement. The language of the paragraph itself states 
that it is to reimburse the official reporters of debates and the 
stenographers to committees for money actually expended for 
clerical assistance and for extra clerical services on account of 
the first session of the Sixty-first Congress. 

Mr. MANN. After the gentleman reads it I will read it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Just one moment. It is not only to the 
committee stenographers, but the extra services employed by 
the official reporters of debates as well, and if they have not 
expended any money there is not a dollar of this appropriation 
that will be paid to them, and only to the extent they have ex- 
pended money can they be reimbursed. 

Mr. MANN. Now, let me read the paragraph: 

To reimburse the official reporters of debates and the stenographers 
to committees for moneys actually expended for clerical assistance— 

How much?— 
and for extra clerical services on account of the first session of the 
Sixty-first Congress, $500 each. 

Who determines how much is for reimbursement and how 
much for extra clerical services? We provide a lump sum for 
the two items. If there is no money to reimburse, the whole is 
for extra clerical assistance, and no one will divide that sum, 
regardless of whether they have paid out a cent or not. The 
proposition is to pay $500 for extra clerical assistance, when 
there can be no clerical assistance, extra or otherwise, and I 
make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The 
Chair has been asked to what extent the point of order of the 
gentleman from Illinois went. The Chair understood that it 
began with line 18. 

Mr. MANN. No. The point of order was against the words 
“and the stenographers to committees,” 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at end of line 24, page 15: “On and after December 1, 1909, 
any Representative or Delegate in Congress or Resident Commissioner 
may file with the Clerk of the House of Representatives a designation 
of his clerk, and thereafter the warrant for his compensation shall be 
made in the name of the person so designated until otherwise directed 
by said Representative, Delegate, or Commissioner.” 

Mr. MANN. I make a point of order against that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BURLESON. 

Mr. MANN. I will reserve it. 

Mr. BURLESON. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will 
not insist on the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will explain the purport 
of the amendment so that we may understand it. 

Mr. BURLESON. I will. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that 
90 per cent of the membership of this body favor what is in- 
tended to be accomplished by this amendment. It provides that 
any Member, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner who desires 
to do so may file with the Clerk of the House the name of the 
person he has selected as his clerk, and thereafter a warrant 
for this clerk’s pay shall be made out not in the name of the 
Representative. or Delegate, as is now done, but in the name of 
such clerk, and shall so continue to be made in the name of the 
clerk until the Representative designates some other person as 
his clerk, who would then receive it. 

As a fact which we all know, it is a matter of considerable 
annoyance month by month to receive the warrant for our 
clerk’s salary, indorse same, and hand it over to him. If per- 
chance you are separated from your clerk, it becomes still more 
troublesome to indorse it and transmit it to him. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. e 

Mr. MANN. Is it customary for a Member of Congress to see 
his clerk as often as once a month? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURLESON. I am confident that 90 per cent of the 
Members of this body see their clerks thirty times a month, 
any many of them, during the sessions of Congress, thirty times 
a day, and undoubtedly it will relieve this great majority from 
a constantly recurring trouble if this amendment should be 
adopted. 


Will the gentleman reserve it? 
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Mr. HULL of Iowa. Would not the effect of the gentleman’s 
amendment be simply to place the clerks of the Members on the 
House roll so that they would get the extra month’s salary if 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
should prevail? 

Mr. BURLESON. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has failed, but the contingency suggested by my 
friend from Iowa may arise, and if it does and should be 
adopted, it would be no more than is just. For fifty years, as 
was said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, every employee 
on the rolls of this House has been given an extra month’s 
compensation each session. Every employee who works in this 
Capitol, many of them down in the catacombs, unknown and 
never seen by 99 per cent of us, are given annually the extra 
month’s salary; and yet the Member's clerk, for some reason 
which no one will undertake to give, is never given this recog- 
nition.. Mr. Chairman, the clerks of Senators are carried on 
the rolls, they are paid $300 more per annum than clerks of the 
Representatives, and, in addition, every session of Congress are 
given an extra month’s compensation. Why is this? Can it be 
that the reason thereof, if stated, would not be creditable to 
those who are responsible for this condition? 

Now, as an original proposition, I am not favorable to the 
giving of an extra month’s compensation, but if it is done, if 
the pratice is to continue, and if I were in favor of it, I would 
have the courage to give to my own clerk, who is efficient, in- 
dustrious, and indefatigable in his attendance upon me and in 
my service, the same recognition accorded to many less deserv- 
ing employees who are on the rolls of this House. 

Mr. MACON. If the gentleman will pardon me, I notice in 
his amendment that he says a Member or Delegate or Resident 
Commissioner may do so and so. I want to know if the Mem- 
ber could not make the arrangement now and have the check 
sent to his clerk? 

Mr. BURLESON. No; there is no authority of law to do 
what the gentleman suggests, and it can not be done. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I believe the clerk and myself 
could enter into an agreement. 

Mr. BURLESON. No; the clerk would have no authority in 
law to do so, and would decline to permit any such arrangement. 

Mr. MACON. Have you put in the word “ shall?” 

Mr. BURLESON. No; I use the word “may,” so that no 
Member is compelled to make the designation. I use the word 
“may” so that it shall be optional with every Member of this 
body to file the name of his clerk. If any Member does not want 
to do it, then he need not do it, but surely there is no Member of 
this body who would feel compelled for any reason to prevent 
others from making such designation if they see fit to do it. 
This amendment does not interfere with him if he does not 
desire to comply with it. It is left entirely optional with each 
Representative or Delegate in Congress. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman’s time may be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Under the law as it now stands, the Member of 
Congress himself must sign the receipt for his clerk’s salary. 

Mr. BURLESON. He does; the gentleman is right. 

Mr. MANN. As well as indorse the check. 

Mr. BURLESON. He does. 

Mr. MANN. Does this change that in both particulars? 

Mr. BURLESON. Not in either particular, unless he makes 
the designation, and then the check is made in the name of the 
clerk, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You do not have to sign any receipt. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, yes; you do. 

Mr. BURLESON. The gentleman is mistaken; he does. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; the Congressman does not, be- 
cause the indorsement of the check is a receipt. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken. We sign the re- 
ceipts in blank. Now, will this proposition accomplish the pur- 
pose that some gentlemen think it will, of giving an extra 
month’s pay to the clerks of Members? Will it make any differ- 
ence in the law in that respect? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly not. This does not pretend to 
give an extra month’s compensation. Something remains to be 
done even if this amendment is adopted. 

Mr. MANN. I understand; but I want to know whether it 
will accomplish the purpose. If it does not do it, it is useless; 
if it does do it, it has some merit in it, 

Mr. BURLESON. If at some future time when a resolution 
is brought before this body to give an extra month’s compensa- 
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tion to the other employees of the House, if an amendment is 
then offered to such resolution to include all clerks of Members 
who have been designated or whose names have been filed 
with the Clerk of the House, then it will grant them an extra 
month’s compensation. It will be possible to do so without 
encountering what has heretofore proven an insurmountable ob 
stacle. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, I would like to ask the gen 
tleman a question or two, and I want to preface my question 
with the statement that I am in favor of the gentleman’s propo 
sition. Does he not think the word “ may” ought to be changed 
to “shall?” 

Mr. BURLESON. I would not object to that—in fact, would 
be pleased to have it so—but somebody will raise a point 
of order on this if you make it “shall.” I want to succeed 
with this if I can. I am endeavoring to avoid breakers, if pos- 
sible, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does the gentleman not think it 
ought to be put in there that the Member has the right to dis- 
charge his clerk instantly? 

Mr. BURLESON. It is in there. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; I do not think it is from the 
reading of it. 

Mr. BURLESON. Well, it says in plain words these warrants 
shall be issued in the name of a Member's clerk as designated 
until he designates some other person. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I think that ought to be in 
there. 

Mr. BURLESON. Well, I assure the gentleman that it is in 
there. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It ought to be clearer. 

Mr. BURLESON. Well, it is clear; as clear as words can 
make it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have one of the best secretaries 


in the city of Washington, and he has been with me ever since 
I have been here. I have no idea of discharging him, but I 
would not want to give up that privilege. 

Mr. BURLESON. I will state this to my friend from Mis- 
souri: This amendment was submitted to one of the clearest- 
headed men and best parliamentarians in this Capitol. I sub- 
mitted it after I had prepared it to the clerk of the Committee 
on Appropriations, explained to him the purpose it was intended 
to accomplish, invited him to alter it if he saw fit, and he stated 
that it accomplished the purpose and declined to amend it in 
any particular. 

Mr. MANN. This proposition is permissive. 

Mr. BURLESON. Yes; entirely optional with each Member 
of this body. 

Mr. MANN. Some of the gentlemen have suggested that it 
should be compulsory. I should insist on the point of order if 
I had any notion that it was to be made compulsory. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Would it not in effect be compulsory in this 
way: Suppose quite a number do submit the names of their 
secretaries, and then the proposition comes up to vote them 
an extra month’s pay, and every Congressman whose secretary’s 
name has not been submitted is put in the position of either 
submitting it or cutting his secretary out of an extra month’s 
compensation? is not the frank thing to do to either vote them 
the extra compensation or kill this proposition? 

Mr. MANN. I do not believe we ought to compel Members 
of Congress who wish to employ more than one clerk with 
the salary, if they wish to, to submit the name if they do not 
so desire. 


Mr. MACON. Do I understand the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN] to say that he would not object to this amend- 
ment because it is not compulsory? 

Mr. MANN. I said I would certainly make the objection if 
it were compulsory. 

Mr. MACON. And I object because it is not compulsory. 
If the gentleman from Texas amends his amendment by in- 
serting “shall” for “ may,’ I will not oppose it; otherwise I 
will make the point of order, and give the Chair a chance to 
rule upon it. I make the point, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BURLESON. I submit to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made, and the Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay Herbert D. , eae for services rendered in connection with 
inquiry res es of premium for surety bonds of officers and 


pecting ra 
employees of the United States, $400. 


Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, before that amendment is 
— I desire to reserve the point of erder to the section last 
rea 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentle 
man from New York, who has reserved the point of order to 
the paragraph just read, that Mr. Brown is the man that——— 

Mr. PERKINS. Is Mr. Brown an employee of the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; he is not. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then, I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Has he not been in the employ of the Govern- 
ment, in the Census Office? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He has been. 

Mr. MANN. Then, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That employment has long since terminated. 

Mr. MANN. Was he in the employ of the Government when 
he p*rformed this service? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He has not been in the employ of the Census 
Office since the close of the last Congress. 

Mr. PERKINS. Was he not in the employ of the Government 
when he performed this work? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; he was not. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman tell me how Mr. Brown got 
into the employ of the Government, although we have a Civil 
Service Commission in force? I will withdraw the point of or- 
der if he can tell me how he got into the employ during 
last year, when he was not in the employ of the Government. 

Mr. TAWNEY. On the 4th of March last. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, a year ago. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am not able to say. 

Mr. MANN. He was not in the employ of the Government 
before or he could get the compensation; but he got in the 
employ of the Government, just how I am not able to say, but 
certainly not through the Civil Service Commission, which, 
under the law, was supposed to absolutely control admission 
to the service. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in justice te Mr. Brown I 
want to say that he was formerly an employee of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor. He resigned from the service 
and took private employment with an imsurance company 
in the city of Chieago. Before he left the public service he had 
devoted a great deal of time to the study of the question of 
the establishment of the policy of granting or giving govern- 
ment employees an opportunity to purchase annuities in order 
to bring about the retirement of aged government employees, 
something a great many people are desirous of seeing done. 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order. I am not going 
into reform in the civil service. 

The CHAIRMAN. - The point of order is reserved by the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. MANN. He withdrew it. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I make the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I just want to conelude my statement. 

Mr. HARDWICK. All right. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He was reinstated in the government service, 
not under the civil-service regulations, and empleyed by the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. That employment 
terminated on the 4th of March. But when I introduced in 
the appropriation bill the provision with reference to fidelity 
bonding companies, Mr. Brown called on me and gave me a great 
deal of information on the subject. It has been a subject to 
which he has devoted a considerable time in investigating. 
Thinking that he was in the employ of the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, I requested him to go on and make this in- 
vestigation, and did not know until about a month after he had 
been at work that he was not a regular employee of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor. I said nothing to Mr. Brown. 
He continued the investigation, and all the valuable data which 
has been collected regarding the bonding business of the Govy- 
ernment of the United States, and the premium rates as well as 
the loss ratio, all these facts pertaining to the question that 
we were discussing to-day, were collated and tabulated by this 
gentleman. Never did he ask me for any compensation, nor 
have I ever promised him any. I inserted this provision in the 
bill of my own motion, simply because he has devoted two and 
a half months of time voluntarily to the work in connection 

with preparing the information upon which the legislation 
adopted this afternoon was based. I concede there is no au- 
thority for his employment and no authority for the payment, 
unless Congress sees fit to giveittohim. That isthe way he came 


to be employed. He has performed very useful and valuable sery- 
ice, and he has received no compensation and has never asked 
for any. But, Mr. Chairman, that is no reason why he should 


not be paid a reasonable amount for his services. 
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Mr. HARDWICK. Just a word before I press the point of 
order. In opening the debate on this bill the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] stated very frankly that the hearings 
on this bill had been conducted by a voluntary association of 
Members, who were acting on their own motion and without 
warrant or authority either under the law or the rules of the 
House. They are not and were not a committee of the House, 
and had no authority whatever to summon witnesses, to employ 
experts, or to have their hearings printed by the Government. 
The gentleman from Minnesota, in discussing this question, sug- 
gested rather facetiously that I, or any other Member, had just 
as much right to conduct such a hearing if we could get any- 
body to appear before us. While I hardly admired the gentle- 
man’s courtesy in suggesting that he possessed superior or more 
engaging personal qualities and was therefore able to induce 
the witnesses to attend these hearings; my own opinion was 
and is that the gentleman and his associates were able to con- 
duct the “hearings” principally because they were “ dishing 
out the dough.” Be that as it may, the “ hearings” were with- 
out authority of law, and the gentleman from Minnesota has 
conceded it. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have never said that the action of the com- 
mittee has been without authority of law. 

Mr. HARDWICK. There never was any “ committee ” 
on this matter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The action of those Members who were for- 
merly members of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman reports the bill 
the Committee on Appropriations.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARDWICK. 
I hold in my hand. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The bill was introduced from the floor with- 
out being introduced and referred to a committee. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The bill reads: “ Mr. Tawney, from the 
Committee on Appropriations; ” so that we have this beautiful 
piece of legislative legerdemain, now we see the committee 
and now we do not; now we have a Committee on Appropria- 
tions and now we have not a Committee on Appropriations. 
These gentlemen go on and have 150 pages of testimony taken 
and printed. They take the official reporters and have this 
testimony taken down; they employ experts, all absolutely 
without warrant of law; and therefore, under these circum- 
stances, considering this entire half-baked proceeding, and that 
there was absolutely no authority to employ this man, I in- 
sist on the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in view of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Georgia, I want to say that paragraph 8 of an 
act to amend an act providing for the publie printing and bind- 
ing and the distribution of public documents, approved March 1, 
1907, is as follows: 

The printing of stationery, blank books, tables, forms, and other 
necessary papers preparatory to congressional iegislation required for 
official use of the Senate and House of Representatives or the commit- 
tees and officers thereof shall be furnished by the Public Printer upon 
requisition of the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, respectively. ‘This shall not operate to prevent the 
purchase by the officers of the Senate and House of Representatives 
of such stationery and blank books as may be necessary for sale to 


Senators or Representatives in the stationery rooms of the two Houses, 
as now authorized by law. 


That is the authority under which the printing with respect 
to the bill we are now considering was done. 

Mr. HARDWICK. What authority would six of us over here 
have to go and have a voluntary hearing? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The clerk of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the last Congress continues to be the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations until the next committee is appointed, 
and he is an officer of the House, and on his request the Clerk 
of the House is authorized to make requisition on the Public 
Printer for the printing that was done. Otherwise the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations could not prepare these appropriation 
bills, 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. PARSONS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the payment of a judgment rendered by the United States circuit 
court for the southern district of New York, under mandate of the 
United States circuit court of appeals for the second circuit, against 
Edward B. Jordan, collector of internal revenue, first district, New 
York, and in favor of J. Henry Harper, trustee under deed of trust 
executed by Mary 8S. Hoe, $33,508.61, as r certificate of settlement 
No. 6714 of the Auditor for the Treasury partment, dated March 30, 
1909 


Mr. MANN. 
ment. 


action 


“ from 


It is so printed on the official copy which 


I reserve a point of order against that amend- 
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sh MACON. I make the point of order against that propo- 
sition. 

Mr. PARSONS. This is not subject to a point of order. 
This is a judgment against the collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of New York. The judgment has been certi- 
fied to the Speaker of the House by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in House Document No. 17 of this session, and under sec- 
tion 989 of the Revised Statutes a judgment against a collector 
must be’ provided for in the appropriation bill. The provision 
of that section is that the amount’so recovered against a col- 
lector shgll, upon final judgment, be provided for and paid out 
of the proper appropriation from the Treasury. I will ask the 
Clerk to read the letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
which I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the communication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, April 24, 1909. 
Sm: I have the honor to submit herewith an estimate of appropria- 
tion in the sum of $33,508.61 to satisfy a judgment faaderes by the 
United States circuit court for the southern district of New York, with 
seqoumendation that provision be made by Congress therefor, as fol- 
ows: 
“ For the payment of a judgment rendered by the United States cir- 
cuit court for the southern district of New York, under mandate of the 
ls for the second circuit, against 


United States circuit court of ap 

Edward B. Jordan, collector of internal revenue, first district, New 

York, and in favor of J. Henry Harper, trustee under deed of trust 
Hoe, $33,508.61, as per certificate of settlement 


executed by Mary 8. 
aa of the Auditor for the Treasury partment, dated March 30, 
, FRANKLIN MacVracn, 


Secretary. 


Respectfully, 
The SPEAKER OF THE HovUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas wish 
to discuss the point of order? 

Mr. MACON. My point of order is that this is not the char- 
acter of claim that is authorized under existing law to be car- 
ried upon a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Arkansas permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MACON. And further, I will say it is not germane to 
this bill, because this is an urgent deficiency bill, and this is 
not a deficiency of any of the departments of the Government 
of the United States. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman is aware that this is a judg- 
ment of the United States court against the Government, and 
that it is drawing interest at the rate of 4 per cent and will 
continue to draw interest at the rate of 4 per cent until it is 
paid, and the final judgment must be paid. 

Mr. MACON. That puts a different phase upon the matter. 
If the Government can borrow money at 2 per cent, and has to 
pay interest on this judgment at 4 per cent, it will be wise to 
pay it and get rid of it. I want to save every cent I can to 
the Government, and I withdraw the point of order. [Ap- 
plause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from New York a question. Has this case finally been 
disposed of or is it pending on appeal? 

Mr. PARSONS. It has been finally disposed of. The Attor- 
ney-General first wrote to the Secretary of the Treasury rec- 
ommending that the gentleman be paid, and thereupon the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury sent the letter to the Speaker. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What was the claim about? 

Mr. PARSONS. It was to recover an inheritance tax col- 
lected under the war-revenue act of 1898. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Does the gentleman desire interest? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It would carry 4 per cent under the law 
after judgment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

smen Cov f Claims. Insert “ the the 
comet Cintine es yo of J. M. Cetaile & Sore Tne Gaited 


States, No. 23689 in said court, entered on mandate of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, $205,614.37, 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order for 
the purpose of getting information on this proposition. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I think it is not subject to a point of order. 
I have in my possession, which I will send to the Clerk’s desk, a 
copy of the mandate of the Supreme Court of the United States. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 











1909. 





Mr. MACON. Is this on all fours with the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Parsons]? 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is a final judgment of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and under the general law all final 
judgments of the Supreme Court of the United States draw 4 
per cent interest after Judgment. 

Mr. MACON. I simply wanted to get that information. I 
will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. I will renew the point of order. I want to ask 
the gentleman if this has been certified to Congress by the 
Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. OLCOTT. It has not, but I have a certified copy of the 
mandate of the Supreme Court of the United States. The Su- 
preme Court found that the money was due. If the gentleman 
wants to know the nature of the claim, I will tell him. 

Mr. MANN. I do not care what the claim is. If the Supreme 
Court has ordered judgment, that settles it. I would like to ask 
if the gentleman from Minnesota is familiar with this proposi- 
tion? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am familiar with it. 

Mr. MANN. Is it a judgment now that will be certified in 
regular form, as is customary by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
to the Speaker and be included in the deficiency bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is. 

Mr. MANN. I will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to know if the gentleman from 
Minnesota can tell us whether the amount has been accurately 
ascertained ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The amount has been accurately ascertained. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Frequently a mandate of the court involves 
some mathematical computation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say that prior to the entry of the 
judgment there is no interest. . 

Mr. MANN. In this case, as I understand, the Court of 
Claims has entered a judgment in pursuance of the mandate of 
the Supreme Court. 

Mr. OLCOTT. The amount appears in the mandate, and I 
have also the opinion of the Supreme Court, in which the calcu- 
lation is made with evident accuracy. The gentleman can verify 
it, and I will publish the opinion of the Supreme Court as a 
part of my remarks. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I simply wanted to know whether the 
amount had been accurately ascertained, because the statement 
was that a mandate had been issued, but that did not neces- 
sarily carry with it the fact that the amount had been accu- 
rately ascertained. 

Mr. OLCOTT. It is stated in the opinion of the Supreme 
Court and is tabulated, so that it really is an account stated. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understood the gentleman from New York 
to say that he had a transcript of the judgment. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I have sent to the desk a certified copy of the 
mandate, which is a copy of the judgment, and I will publish it 
and the opinion of the Supreme Court as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
what is the nature of this claim; is it to get back taxes? 

Mr. OLCOTT. This claim is the balance due for the trans- 
portation of officers and soldiers and their families from the 
Philippines at the close of the Spanish-American war. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. And it has nothing to do with an 
inheritance tax? 

Mr, OLCOTT. Not the slightest. It is the balance of a claim 
for transportation of prisoners of war and officers and men and 
their families from Manila after the close of the Spanish- 
American war in pursuance of the treaty of Paris. 

Mr. SMALL. It is not contended that this judgment bears 
any interest whatever? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I heard the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations say that it carried interest after the date of the 
judgment. I did not know that it did! 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is the general law that judgments rendered 
by the United States Supreme Court carry interest from the 
entry of the judgment. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
New York if this is a Court of Claims judgment or a judgment of 
the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. OLCOTT. This is a Court of Claims judgment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘Then, in certain cases they draw interest and 
in other cases they do not. I have not examined the matter lately. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I think this is one of the claims that do not 
draw interest. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. My statement as to the general law is that 
judgments rendered by the United States courts draw interest 

from the date of the entry of judgment, but in some cases judg- 
ments of the Court of Claims draw interest and in other cases 
they do not. I can not state now offhand the exact distinction. 
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Mr. SMALL. I ask for definite information on that point. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I believe it does not draw interest, but I 
would say that the claim is one that has been due since 1898, 
and I think it is time for the United States Government to 
pay it. 

Mr. SMALL. What is the immediate necessity for paying 
this judgment? There is no interest that will be drawn. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I will tell with very great pleasure the im- 
mediate necessity for it, if the gentleman will permit. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman afraid that there will not be 
money enough to pay it? 

Mr. SMALL. Why can they not wait until the next regular 
session ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to ask whether this was an appeal by 
the claimant or by the Government? 5 

Mr. OLCOTT. This judgment was rendered on an appeal by 
the claimant, and the United States Supreme Court reversed the 
action of the Court of Claims and found $205,614.37 was due to 
the claimants. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I have not yet yielded the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has the 
floor. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I yield to the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. SMALL. I will ask the gentleman a question: If this is 
carried over until the next regular session, the Government of 
the United States will not have a penny more to pay. Is there 
any necessity for this speedy action? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I will tell the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, if he will allow me to, the necessity for this speedy action. 
The firm of J. M. Ceballos is now in the hands of a receiver. 
This is one of the legitimate assets of that firm. It is impor- 
tant, owing to an agreement with a large number of other 
creditors, that can be carried out now that all of their assets 
should be converted into cash. We all of us know if this is 
allowed to go over 

Mr. SMALL. The gentleman—— 

Mr. OLCOTT. Well, the gentleman has asked me a question 
and I am trying to answer it. 

Mr. SMALL. But I was speaking of the interests of the 
United States, and not in the interests of a receiver. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I thought the gentleman agreed with the 
people on this side of the House that if the United States owes 
money it ought to pay that money as quickly as it possibly 
ean. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. And if the gentleman will permit, some of 
us on this side of the House might suggest that there are any 
number of claims where the Government of the United States 
owes money 

Mr. OLCOTT. And if there are any that ever come to my 
notice and they are just, and decided to be so by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, the gentleman will find me working 
with him to have them paid, as earnestly as anybody else. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Well, we will give you an opportunity to 
make good before long. 

Mr. OLCOTT. And I shall be very glad to keep my word. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I would like to know if this is one 
of that character of claims which would go into the omnibus 
claims bill at the regular session along with those others which 
have been held up so long. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will state that it is not. This is a final 
judgment, and at the next session of Congress, when the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is appointed, the chairman of that 
Committee on Appropriations, under the law, will call upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury to certify all final judgments, all 
audited accounts, and all judgments of the Court‘of Claims to 
Congress for payment, and it will be included in the general 
deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. We 
might forget. , 

Mr. TAWNEY. It will be in the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, and not in an omnibus claims bill at all. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Let this go over to the next session 
by unanimous consent, and then put it into the omnibus claims 
bill along with those other claims which we have been waiting 
for for so long. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I understood the point of order had been 
withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from Missouri. 








are afraid that the gentleman 


It has been renewed by the gentleman 
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Mr. OLCOTT. The point of order was withdrawn, and I 
understand discussion had ensued, and I did not know that the 
point of order had been renewed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order was reserved by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHertry] after its withdrawal, 
and it has now been made by the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. SHACKLEFORD]. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New York on the point of order. 


Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, in regard to the point of order, 
it is the general law, although I regret that I have not the 
section to refer to now, that all judgments rendered by the 
United States Supreme Court can be placed in any appropria- 
tion bill. If that is true, then it is merely a question of proving 
that there is such a judgment. I produce and offer and have 
asked to have read the certified copy of the mandate. 

The House certainly therefore must acknowledge that that 
certified copy of the clerk of the court shows that the United 
States Supreme Court has rendered a judgment in favor of 
the payment, and therefore it can come into this appropriation 
bill. I would also say, Mr. Chairman, that it is one of the par- 
ticular purposes of a deficiency bill to pay judgments of this 
character. I append to my remarks the opinion of the court 
and a certified copy of the mandate. 


Supreme Court of the United States. No. 108—October term, 1908. 

J. M. Ceballos & Co., appellants, v. The United States. Appeal from 
the Court of Claims. May 17, 1909. 

Mr. Justice White delivered the opinion of the court. 

Speaking in a general sense, this case involves determining how much, 
if anything, is due by the United States to J. M. Ceballos & Co., the 
appellants, for services rendered in pursuance of oral and written con- 
tracts for the repatriation of certain persons from the Philippine Islands 
to Spain. Before coming to the case as made by the record it is neces- 
sary to dispose of a preliminary consideration which may throw light 
upen one of the questions arising for decision. 

Ceballos & Co., who here assert their rights as arising from contracts 
made, as we have said, concerning transportation of persons from the 
Philippine Islands to Spain, after the surrender of the Spanish forces 
at Santiago, made a contract with the United States for the repatria- 
tion from Cuba to Spain of the prisoners of war resulting from that sur- 
render. That contract was performed, and it is conceded that all obli- 
gations of the United States under the same were discharged. It is 
admitted, however, that at the trial below the Cuban contract, as it is 
termed, was offered, and the mode of execution thereof was established 
by competent evidence, upon the assumption that such facts were proper 
to be taken into view in the elucidation of the particular contracts 
which are here involved. No finding was made by the lower court on 
the subject, although one was requested. After the filing of the record 
in this court a motion was made graying that the lower court be 
directed to find whether or not the Cuban contract had been made as 
stated, and whether or not the wives and children of Spanish officers 
transported thereunder were also transported under the contract, and, 
if they were, the rate paid for such transportation. The motion was 
resisted, and action thereon was postponed until the hearing on the 
merits. In the discussion at bar it was conceded by the Government 
that the Cuban contract had been offered in evidence below, that the 
contract was correctly printed in one of the briefs, and that it had been 

erformed in a particular manner. It was, however, insisted that the 
Philippine contracts here involved were unambiguous, and therefore the 
Cuban contract was irrelevant. It was conceded, if it was deemed that 
there was such ambiguity in the ree contracts as to require con- 
struction, and that the construction might be elucidated by the Cuban 
contract and the mode of its performance, that contract and fhe admis- 
gion as to the manner in which it had been performed might be treated 
as part of the record for the purposes of the case before us without the 
necessity of directing findings on the subject. As we are clearly of 
opinion that the contracts which are here involved require construction, 
and that the previous contract between the parties as to the movement 
of the prisoners of war from Cuba to Spain, and the construction which 
obtained in the execution thereof, may serve within proper limitations 
to throw light upon the construction of the contracts here involved, we 
treat the Cuban contract and its mode of performance as embraced in 
ibe record and review the case in the light thereof. 

In the month of July, 1898, and from that time until the commence- 
ment of this litigation, the members of the appellant firm were the 
American operators and agents of the Compaiiia Transatlintica, a 
steamship line engaged in the transportation of freight and passengers 
between the ports of Spain and the Philippine Islands. As such agents 
Ceballos & Co. executed a contract with the United States, a copy of 
which is in the margin (Cuban contract), to safely transport from Cuba 
to Spain the troops of Spain surrendered at Santiago de Cuba. Under 
this contract the wives and children of Spanish officers were carried in 
the cabins, and without questions the first-class rate was paid for the 
transportation. 

Sealed proposals having been invited for the transportation of the 
Spanish prisoners of war who surrendered to the United States forces 
in Cuba, from Santiago de Cuba to Cadiz, or such port of same as 
might thereafter be designated, and the proposal submitted by J. M. 
Ceballos & Co., of New York, having been duly accepted : 

It is hereby, on this 2ist day of July, 1898, agreed ae between 
the Secretary of War of the United States and said J. M. Ceballos & Co., 
that said company shall Spemapest well and safely all of the troo 
of Spain that were surrendered by General Toral to the Army of the 
TWnited States in Cuba, in the capitulation entered into by him at 
Santiago de Cuba, from said Santiago de Cuba to such port in Spain 
as the Secretary of War of the United States may designate, and that 
the Government of the United States will pay for such transportation, 
and for the subsistence and delivery on shore of the ers, the sum 
of $20 for each enlisted man or private soldier and sum of $55 for 
each officer so delivered. 

The said company further stipulates that said subsistence furnished 
by the company shall be equal to the United States Army rrison 
rations; that cabin accommodations are to be supplied for the said 
officers, and third-class or sterage accommodations, haying suitable 
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galley accommodations with ample space and ventilation for the en- 
listed men or privates; that for the purpose aforesaid it will have at 
Santiago de Cuba within seventeen calendar days from this day (that is 
to say, on or before the 7th day of the month now next following) seven 
steam vessels with a total capacity for the conveyance of at least 10,000 
prisoners in conformity with the foregoing stipulations, and ready to 
take them on board and proceed imm a Spain; and the remain- 
ing vessels, in number and capacity as the retary of War may notify 
the company, within twenty-one days from the date of such notice. 

The Secretary of War stipulates that the United States will give 
safe conduct as against the Army and Navy of the United States to the 
vessels of the company enga; in the business aforesaid while pro- 
ceeding to Santiago and from there to Spain, such safe conduct not to 
apply to ships already seized or in blockaded ports, and the ships em- 
ployed as aforesaid to have only such armament as is customarily 
carried by merchant —, Such safe conduct is to extend to foreign 
West Indian, Cuban, and Spanish rts, and to remain in effect until 
the prisoners are unloaded in a Spanish port designated, and is ex- 
pressly made applicable to steamers of the Spanish ansatlantic Line 
under the Spanish flag. 

For the better security of such safe conduct, a document in the fol- 
lowing form and duly signed will be furnished to the company for each 
ship, which shall be exhibited on demand, together with a copy of this 
contract, to any officer of the Army or Navy of the United States visit- 
ing the vessel: 

“The President of the United States to all whom it may concern, 
greeting: This is to certify that the is employed under contract 
with the Government of the United States in the business of trans- 

rting from Santiago de Cuba to a port in Spain Spanish prisoners 

eretofore surrendered to the army of the United States in a; that 

the Government of the United States has guaranteed safe conduct for 
this purpose to the in going to and from Santiago de Cuba and 
until the disembarking of said prisoners in a Spanish port. 

“All persons under the jurisdiction of the United States are required 
to respect such guaranty. 

“ ” 

The company further stipulates that it will furnish the bond of 
for the proper and faithful performance of this contract. 

The Secretary of War agrees that the United States will deliver the 
prisoners aforesaid on board at Santiago within a reasonable time after 
the vessels are ready, and to the number of at least 10,000 men, 500 
officers, and that the payment of the said $20 and $55 for each man 
and officer to the numbers last aforesaid shall be made when satisfactory 
evidence that the prisoners have been transported and delivered in ac- 
cordance with this contract is presented to him. 

Witness our hands and seals this 2ist day of —_, 1898. 

A. Aucer, Secretary of War. 
J. M. CeBatios & Co. 

The city of Manila surrendered the 18th of August, 1898, and August 
14 the United States and Spanish authorities agreed upon written terms 
of pe of which article 5 is as follows: 

“All questions relating to the PS ener of officers and men of the 
Spanish forces and of their famil and of the expenses which said 
repatriation may occasion, shall be referred to the vernment of the 
United States at Washington.” 

The following statement as to the situation at Manila and the mak- 
ing of an oral contract and subsequently of a written contract are 
taken from findings made below. 

There was surrendered to the United States forces at Manila on 
August 13, 1898, a large number of civil, naval, and military officers 
and their families, and a much larger number of enlisted men, together 
with the wives and children of some of these enlisted men. Many of 
these were in a pitiable condition physically, exhausted with exposure 
and disease—1, being sick at one time—all of them fed, guarded, 
and attended at the expense of the United States. Smallpox had been 
prevalent and infection was apprehended. The civil prisoners included 
Spanish civil officers on duty in the Philippine Isla under the gov- 
ernment of Spain. Many these had wives and children with them. 
There were besides a number of civilians, such as nurses, — monks, 
friars, sisters of charity, and lady pensioners. The Uni States 
treated all of these classes as prisoners of war, and had supreme con- 
trol of them after the surrender of Manila until they were delivered 
aboard oy ie ~~ for transportation, at which time the super- 
vision of the United States ceased. Spanish officers had in the mean- 
= a ap such supervision over their troops as the United States per- 
mitted. 

General Otis, commanding the United States forces in Manila, con- 
sidered that an emergency existed requiring immediate action, and o 
October 7 and October 24, 1898, cabled the War Department at Wash- 
ington the request of the Spanish general at Manila for permission to 
allow sick Spanish officers and soldiers to depart for Spain. Permis- 
sion being granted, these officers and soldiers were ehip on vessels 
of the Compafifa Transatlintica by the Spanish authorities in Manila, 
acting under the supervision and control of the United States authori- 
ties, but under an oral agreement with Ceballos & Co., as hereinafter 
stated. 

In the emergency deemed existing by the ee general, and 
communicated to the War Department, the Secretary of » in October 
or November, 1898, entered into an oral agreement with Ceballos & Co., 
by which the latter agreed to transport such of the ie prisoners 
as the United States desired to return to oe. the price to be paid for 
such transportation to be the price fixed after the United States should 
advertise for bids for such transportation, under contract expected 
thereafter to be entered into under the terms of a treaty of peace be- 
tween the United States and Spain. 

Under this oral agreement, Ceballos & Co. immediately began furnish- 
ing vessels, and the transportation of the Philippine prisoners com- 
menced by a vessel which sailed from Manila, November 7, 1898, and 
continued until another and a written contract was entered into for the 
transportation of those prisoners not transported under the oral agree- 


ent. 
os The shipments under the oral contract were five in number, and the 
wives children of officers were carried in the cabin, as under the 

ban tract. 
a= December 10, 1898, Y the treaty of peace it was stipulated in 
paragraph 1, article 5, that— 

“Phe United States will, upon the ture of the present treaty, 
send back to Spain, at its own cost, Spanish jers taken as 
prisoners of war on the capture of Manila by the American forces.” 

And in article 6, that— 

“Spain will, upon the signature of the present wae release all 
prisoners of war, and all persons detained or imprisoned for political 











1909. 


offenses, in connection with the insurrection in Cuba and the Philip- 
pines and the war with the United States. 

“ Reciprocally, the United States will release all persons made prison- 
ers of war by the American forces, and will undertake to obtain the 
release of all Spanish prisoners in the hands of the insurgents in Cuba 
and the Philippines. 

“The Government of the United States will, at its own cost, return 
to Spain, and the Government of Spain will, at its own cost, return to 
the United States, Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippines, accordin 
to the situation of their respective homes, prisoners released or cau 
to be released by them, respectively, under this article ” 

On January 20, 1899, the Quartermaster-General, United States Army, 
by direction of the Secretary of War, invited sealed proposals “for the 
transportation of the Spanish prisoners of war now in the Philippine 
Islands * * * to Cadiz or such other ports of Spain as may here- 
after be designated.” 
tisement as follows: 

“Their number is estimated as about 16,000 officers and enlisted men. 
Cabin accommodations are to be supplied for the officers and third-class 
or steerage accommodations, having suitable galley accommodations, 
conforming to the United States requirements as to space and venti- 
lation, for the enlisted men. 


“ Proposals will state the price per capita for transporting officers 
and for transporting enlisted men and for their subsistence and deliv- 
ering them on shore at the Spanish port, or ports to be desi ted, and 
will be accompanied by a guaranty that the prisoners will be com- 
fortably cared for and subsisted while on the journey. 


“Payment for the service will be made when evidence is furnished 
that the ship has arrived with her passengers at pone of destination. 
The number of officers and men counted aboard at piice of embarkation 
by the quartermaster is to determine the number to be paidfor * * *.” 

‘he following bid was submitted: 

“Sir: In accordance with the advertisement of Gen. M. I. Luding- 
ton, Quartermaster-General United States Army, copy of which is hereto 
attached, I propose, on behalf of Messrs. J. M. Ceballos & Co., agents 
of the Compaiifa Transatlfintica de Barcelona, to furnish transporta- 
tion for the Spanish prisoners in the Philippine Islands to any port or 
ports in Spain, their number estimated at 16,000 officers and enlisted 
men. I propose to use in this service the steamers named in the an- 
nexed list, which fully sets forth the classification of each, the tonnage 
capacity of each, their speed, the berth accommodations upon each, and 
the approximate neg of time required by each vessel to make the 
voyage to Spain. (The length of time is estimated from Manila.) Said 
list gives the time at which each vessel will arrive in or off the harbor 
of Manila for orders, the act of God and all dangers of the sea excepted. 

“It is proposed not to load the steamers beyond two-thirds of their 
steerage capacity. ‘This is considered not only advisable as an act of 
humanity, but absolutely necessary, owing to climatic conditions and 
length of voyage. 

“I further propose to call at any 
the United States Government may 
safely lay afloat. 

“The charge for this service is dependent on the ports of call in the 
Philippines, and also on the quarantine regulations in Spain, but I pro- 
pose and hereby agree to do this service at a price not to exceed in any 
case : 


Wor GReR CN kid tence ctmeed Secatnccwowqusenceuss $215. 00 
For each enlisted man 73. 75 


“It is proposed to furnish subsistence __ to the United States 
garrison rations, or, if preferred, the usual rations furnished under 
Spanish regulations. 

“T will furnish a satisfactory bond for the faithful fulfillment of this 
service.” 

This bid was accepted, and on March 4, 1899, a contract was executed 
between the Secretary of War and Ceballos & Co., by their attorney in 
gat, which, omitting the attestation clause and signatures, is as fol- 
OWS : 

“ Whereas, under the terms of the treaty of peace entered into by 
and between the representatives of the Governments of the United 
States and of Spain, signed at Paris on December 10, 1898, it is mutually 
agreed and stipulated in the first paragraph of Article V that— 

“* The United States will, upon the signature of the present treaty, 
send back to Spain, at its own cost, the Spanish soldiers taken as 
prisoners of war on the one of Manila by the American forces.’ 

“And in Article VI, which reads as follows: 

“*Spain will, upon the signature of the present treaty, release all 
prisoners of war and all rsons detained or imprisoned for political 
offenses in connection with the insurrection in Cuba and the Philip- 
pines and the war with the United States. 

“* Reciprocally, the United States will release all persons made pris- 
oners of war by the American forces, and will undertake to obtain 
release of all Spanish prisoners in the hands of the insurgents in Cuba 
and the Philippines. 

“*The Government of the United States will, at its own cost, return 
to Spain, and the Government of Spain will, at its own cost, return 
to the United States, Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippines, according to 
the situation of their respective homes, prisoners released or caused 
to be released by them, respectively, under this article.’ ” 

“And whereas sealed proposals es been invited for the transporta- 
tion of the Spanish prisoners from Manila or such other port in the 
Philippine Islands as may be designated to Cadiz or such other port in 
Spain as may be designated, and in response thereto the proposal of 
J. M. Ceballos & Co., of New York, having been duly accepted by the 
Secretary of War of the United States: 

“ Therefore this article of agreement is made and entered into this 4th 
day of March, 1899, by and between the said J. M. Ceballos & Co. for 
the transportation of the said prisoners of war, from the Philippine 
Islands to Spain, as are designated in the terms of the treaty of peace, 
referred and quoted herein. 

“The said J. M. Ceballos & Co. hereby agree to furnish 
safe transportation for such number of prisoners of war an 
as may be designated by the Secretary of War from the Philippine 
Islands to such port in Spain as may designated by the Secretary 
of War, and to furnish to them subsistence while en route and on board 
the ships, and to deliver them on shore in Spain. 

“The said omens further agrees that for the purpose herein 
stipulated they will provide a sufficient number of steamships for the 
safe and comfortable transportation of the prisoners of war and such 
other persons as may be designated by the Secretary of War, with cabin 
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accommodations for all officers and third-class or steerage accommoda- 
tions, space, and ventilation for the enlisted men and other persons on 
board each ship; that the subsistence furnished by the company shall be 
equal in every respect to the United States Army garrison rations. 

“The company further agrees to provide a sufficient number of steam- 
ships in the harbor of Manila to perform the entire service as herein 
stipulated, so that the embarkation of the last of the prisoners of war 
and the other persons may be made not later than May 1, 1899: that 
the ships to be used for the purpose are named and described in the list 
submitted with their proposals, copy of which is hereto attached as a 
part of this agreement, and the company agrees that no troops shall be 
transported upon any one of said ships in excess of two-thirds of the 
steerage capacity of each ship, as shown in the list referred to. 

“In consideration of the faithful performances of the foregoing 
stipulations, and in compensation therefor, the Secretary of War hereby 
agrees on behalf of the United States to pay to the said J. M. Ceballos 
& Co., for the transportation, subsistence, and delivery on shore of each 
commissioned officer, the sum of $215, and for each enlisted man, private 
soldier, or other person designated by the Secretary of War for trans- 
portation the sum of $73.75, the said sums to be due and payable upon 
evidence that said officers, enlisted men, or persons have been trans- 
ported, subsisted, and delivered on shore in Spain. 

“It is further agreed that the prisoners of war and all other per- 
sons to be transported shall be delivered by the United States on 
board the ships at such ports in the Philippine Islands as may be 
designated by the Secretary of War, within five working days after 
the vessel or vessels are ready to receive them. Demurrage, if any, 
earned by any such steamer or steamers to be paid by the United 
States at the rate of 15 cents per gross ton register per day, and 
for any prisoners on board at the rate of $1.50 for each officer 
per day and 40 cents for each enlisted man per day. An account 
of the number of officers, enlisted men, or other persons to be taken 
at the time of embarkation by a representative of the Government of 
the United States and a representative of the said J. M. Ceballos & Co., 
and payment to the said company shall be made upon the basis of the 
number of officers, enlisted men, and persons counted on each ship. 

“It is further agreed that all steamers shall call at the port of 
Manila for orders, and should the Secretary of War elect to deliver 
prisoners to any steamer or steamers at any other port in the Philip- 
_— Islands, orders to that effect must be given within twenty-four 

ours after the steamer or steamers have reported to the commanding 
officer at the port of Manila. . 

“No Member or Delegate to Congress, nor any person belonging to 
or employed in, the military service of the United States, is or shall 
be admitted to any share or part of this contract, or to any benefit 
which may arise therefrom.” 

The findings show that the vessels which were supplied to perform 
this contract, like those which were supplied to perform the Cuban 
contract and the subsequent Philippine oral contract, were furnished 
with cabin and steerage accommodations, and that the officers, civil 
and military, with their respective families, were carried in the cabin, 
and in the steerage were carried the enlisted men and their families 
and other persons entitled to third-class passage. 

For the first 25 shipments payment was made by the United States 
upon certificates of the masters of the respective ships on which said 
prisoners of war and other persons were transported, certified to be 
correct at the place of landing, showing the different classes of pas- 
sengers. 

he court below also found as follows: 

The obligation of this country to repatriate any other persons or 
classes of persons than those whe were actually prisoners of war or 
political prisoners was questioned by the Secretary of War. 

On December 18, 1899, the Secretary of War addressed an official 
letter to the Attorney-General, stating that under the terms of the 
treaty of peace the obligation of the United States to send to Spain 
at its own cost the wives and children of officers and soldiers and civil 
prisoners designated as “ officials” and their wives and children was 
not clearly defined, and that the rates of compensation for the trans- 
portation of such persons were not set forth in the contract. Lut in 
that connection the Secretary requested an opinion as to the construc- 
tion of the treaty of peace in regard to the scope of the description 
of Spanish prisoners, whether and to what eatent the treaty included 
the repatriation of noncombatants at the cost of the United States. 
The Secretary further requested a construction of the contract rate of 
compensation which might be allowed and paid per capita for each 
class of rsons charged for under the terms of the contract with 
Ceballos Co. On January 6, 1900, the Attorney-General answered 
this official communication of the Secretary of War and construed the 
contract substantially as follows: That it was questionable whether all 
the persons tendered and transported were not within the purview of 
the treaty, but that this was a question for the United States author- 
ities and not for the carrier, who would have been guilty or might 
have been guilty of a breach of his contract in refusing to carry per- 
sons designated to be carried by the United States. The Attorney- 
General further informed the Secretary of War that the contract re- 
lated to the transportation of prisoners; that as between the contract- 
ing parties it rested alone with the United States to say whom it would 
send back to Spain, and in doing so to alone determine who were pris- 
oners and who came within the purview of the treaty or the contract: 
that the words “ other peer were included within “ enlisted men,” 
and that as to all enlisted men and all persons other than officers, 
military and civil, $73.75, and no more, was payable by the United 
States under the contract. 

On January 19, 1900, the Secretary of War notified one of the 
firm of Cebailos & Co. that he had, on January 17, cabled General 
Otis at Manila that civil officials, prisoners’ wives and children were 
entitled to passage to Spain, and that the contract provided for ship- 
ment of civil officials as officers on the basis of $215 per capita; that 
wives and children of officers, soldiers, and civil officials were entitled 
to transportation to Spain on the basis of $73.75 per capita. 

As shown on statement, copied in the margin,* the United States paid 


to Ceballos & Co., under the Philippine oral and written contracts, the 
sum of $1,544,595. It will be seen that no payments were made in 
respect of the transportation of other persons than officers and enlisted 
men until after the Attorney-General had rendered the opinion above 
referred to. Of the various classes of persons specified, all but “ offi- 
cers " were paid for at steerage or third-class rates, and this regardless 
of whether cabin or steerage accommodations were furnished. Minor 


children—that is, those under the age of 10 years 
half the adult rate. 


were paid for at 
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Sundry checks received by J. M. Ceballos € Oo.—Payments on account 
by United States Government. 


Women 
and 
major 
children. 


En- 
Officers.| listed 
men, 


Minor 
children. 


Civil 


officials. Warrants. 


June 20, 1899_._-. 
November 28, 18 
July 39, 1900 
October 6, 1900. 
April 11, 1902. 
Aprii 21, 1902. 
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November 3, 
ceived and re- | 
TIE ice citinatiiiicsi 

February 26, 1908, | 
deposited......... 


March 7, 1008.......|}- 
Sup. bill No. 22 


Totals 


1,613 13,588 





@ $74,028.62, 10 per cent retained by Government. 
> Including previous 10 per cent as above. 
¢ 315 civilians. 


4 Officers, at $141.25, difference between first and third class. 


On August 15, 1908, Ceballos & Co. commenced this action in the 
Court of Claims to recover a balance ome to be due under the Phil- 
ippine contracts for the carriage of 3,445 cabin passengers, at $215 
each ; 415 minor children, carried in cabin at half rate, $107.50; 13,647 
steerage passengers, at $73.75 each; and 20 minor children, carried in 
steerage at half steerage rate, $36.75 each. For this service it was 
averred $1,792,491.25 had been earned, and after deducting payments 
of $1,544,595 there was still due Ceballos & Co. $247,896.25. Subse- 
quently an amended petition was filed, in which full adult cabin and 
steerage rates were demanded for minor children, increasing the alleged 
indebtedness of the United States to the sum of $293,246.25. 

A counterclaim, contained in three numbered paragraphs, was filed on 
behalf of the United States. In paragraph 1 it was in substance 
averred that the United States was entitled to recover back from the 
claimants the sum of $371,988.75, paid for the transportation of r- 
sons under the alleged oral contract in November and December, 1898 
and January, 1899, because the same was paid without authority ot 
law prior to the execution of any contract, expressed or implied, be- 
tween the United States and Ceballos & Co., or anyone in its behalf. 
In paragraph 2 an indebtedness from Ceballos & Co. of $12,788.75 was 
alleged because of moneys — to the firm for the transportation of 
persons who were not actually landed in Spain, as required by the con- 
tract. In pasegees® 3 it was averred that as to two shipments made 
on November 25, 1899, and December 18, 1899, the claimants, by means 
of a supplemental bill, had collected a second time transportation 
charges for 14 military officers, at the rate of $215 each, and 91 en- 
listed men, at the rate of $73.75 each, whereby $9,721.25 had been over- 
paid by the United States to Ceballos & Co. 

There was contention then in the court below in regard to the num- 
ber of persons carried from the Philippines to Spain and as to the com- 
pensation to be paid. For the Government it was u that, deducting 
the overcharge covered by the third counterclaim for the transporta- 
tion of 105 persons, payment in full had been made for all persens 
legally shown to have been transported, viz, 17,305 persons. On the 
other hand, the appellants contended that 17,527 persons had been car- 
ried, a difference of 222 persons. As to such excess the Government 
alleged it had refused payment as to 198 persons, because it had not 
been shown by the evidence stipulated for in the contract that such 

ersons had embarked and been carried to Spain, and that it had re- 
omek payment as to the remaining 24 because twice counted. 

The dispute as to compensation arose from the contention by Ceballos 
& Co. that it had carried the wives and children of Spanish military 
officers and civil officials in the cabin and the cabin rate was properly 
chargeable, while the Government insisted that the steerage rate ap- 
plied and had been paid. Ceballos & Co. also contended that for the 
carriage of other noncombatants, who were entitled to be considered pris- 
oners of war, the cabin rate applied, whereas the Government contended 
that all noncombatants were embraced within the category of “ other 
persons,” who, under the contract, were to be carried in the steerage 
and paid for at the steerage rate. 

The court rejected the first and second counterclaims of the Govern- 
ment and allowed the third. It sustained the contention of the United 
States as to the number of ca carried to Spain and the rate of 
transportation which governed, except it was held that Ceballos & Co., 
instead of being paid half adult steerage rate for the transportation of 
minor children, should have been allowed the full adult rate for each 
child, and judgment was entered on that basis, in favor of Ceballos & 
Co., for the sum of $5,391.25. (42 Court Claims, 318.) 

Without hereafter eer the findings verbatim, we shall state, 
in a condensed form, such of the facts found as we think material to 

ecited. ; 
be FShallos & Co. alone have appealed and the argument at bar on their 
behalf has been confined to two questions: 1, the construction of the 
eontract in respect to the persons entitled to be carried at cabin rates ; 
2, the correctness of the action of the court below in disallowing the 
claim for the alleged transportation of 198 persons, asserted to have 
been actually carried under the contracts. 
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The court below substantially followed the construction of the con- 
tract adopted by the Attorney-General and decided that the “ higher 
rate” ified in the contract related to one class and the lower rate 
to another class, and within the second class the contract embraced 
priests, nuns, sisters of charity, all women and children, and_every 
other person designated within the term “ prisoners” by the United 
States, and whether carried in the cabin or steerage. Civil officials 
a ee ee mn ae see officers and their trans- 
n r ea e rate, 

a Gapier of the questions arising for consideration we will first 
consider that relating the 198 persons claimed by the ants to 
have been transported to § but for whose t tion the 
United States re to e payment. As already mention for 
the first 25 shipments of prisoners of war from the Philippine 

to Spain payment was made by the Government of the United States 
upon the certificates of the masters of the respective ships on which 
said prisoners of war and other persons were transported, showing the 
acres classes of passengers certified to be correct at the place of 

nding. 

The method of determining the persons entitled to transportation 
under the written contract was, however, changed as to the last 15 
shipments—running from February 20, 1900, to —T 14, 1901, during 
which time it is claimed said 198 persons were carried to Spain—so that 
eet for transportation with reference to available space were re- 
quired to be made upon the appellants. Thereupon the United States 
quartermaster at Manila made demand upon the —— in writing 
to furnish Soe “to the ae Spanish prisoners,” sep- 
arately enumerating, as the case might be, the number of commissioned 
officers, the number of enlisted men, the number of civil officials, the 
number of wives of officers and officials, the number of children under 
3 years of age, the number of children between 3 and 10 years of age, 
the number of children over 10 — of , ete. 

Pursuant to the uisition of ‘the Q rmaster-General all the men 
who were placed on the list of passengers for each shipment were re- 
quired to at a particular place at a certain time in the morging, 
and they were counted by an officer of the a nt 
and taken aboard launches and carried out to the Spanish vessel ready 
to sail; and as they went on board the persons mentioned in the re- 
quisitions were counted by another Uni States officer, accompanied 
with the officer who represented the steamshi 2" nally 
permission was given to officers of ‘considera rank go aboard in 
their own conveyances, and these were checked off when they went 
aboard by an officer representing the Government and an officer - 
senting Ceballos & Co., and were thereby included in the num 
called for by the requisitions. 

No objections were offered by Ceballos & Co. at the time of the 
= in the method of computing the number of persons to gc 
a é 
The 198 persons in question were not embraced in the sent by 
the quartermaster for transportation nor were they incl in the count 
at the time and place of embarkation. The accounts presented to the 
Treasury for payment asked compensation for the transportation of such 

rsons, based upon certificates signed by the American consul at the 
anding place in Spain, to the effect “that the following ———- _ 

, a —' persons substantially as in the uisitions ve 
referred to, had mn “ furnished tranaporeation from Manila, P. I., to 
Spain,” by the a on a named steamship. For the reason that 
the method prescribed by the contract for determining the initial fact 
that the persons had been taken on board in the Philippine Islands by the 
appellants had not been pursued, and further because evidence did 
not establish to the satisfaction of the court that said 198 persons, 
although certified 4 the consul to have been landed in 7. were en- 
titled to transportation under the contract, the Court of Claims refused 
to make any allowance for the transportation of such persons. The 
pooneges of the contract relating to this branch of the controversy are 
as follows: 

“An account of the number of officers, enlisted men, or other persons 
to be taken at the time of embarkation by a representative of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and a representative of the said J. M. 
Ceballos & Co., and payment to the said company shall be made upon 
the basis of the number of officers, enlisted men, and persons counted 


on each ship. 

After reciting the compensation to be d, the contract recited : 

“The said sums to be due and payable u evidence that said offi- 
cers, enlisted men, or persons have been Eonapentea, subsisted, and 
delivered on re in Spain.” 

In refusing to make any allowance for the asserted 
these 198 persons, we can not say, in 
below, that error was committed. 

We come to consider the remaining subject of contention, which is 
thus succinctly stated in the third specification of error made in the 
brief of counsel for Ceballos & Co.: “The court erred in holding that 
the wives and children of Spanish officers, civil and military, and other 
noncombatant prisoners of war, although rted as first-class pas- 
sengers and afforded cabin accommodat aboard ship, were to be paid 
for at the third-class rate specified in the contract, to wit, $73.75.” 

The principal estion involved in this assignment is whether the 
United States shall pay cabin rates for the Semeectation of the wives 
and children of Spanish officers, and other officials of — rank, who 
were, in fact, returned to Spain with such officers as cabin passengers. 
As stated in the yi the oral agreement made in October or Novem- 
ber, 1898, between Ceballos & Co. and the Secretary of War, was ‘\to 
transport such of the Philippine prisoners as the United States desired 
to return to Spain,” the compensation therefor to be fixed by 
ten contract which was expected to be thereafter entered into. 
was no substantial 


tion of 
view of the findings of the court 


There 
a mn the method of carrying out this oral con- 
tract from that pursued with respect to the Cuban contract. In the 
Philippines, as in Cuba, the United States tendered with the military 
officers and civil officials which it desired carried to Spain their wives 
and children. eo invited, as the basis of a written contract, 
were couched in similar phraseology to that employed in the Cuban con- 
tract, and called for proposals for the transportation “of the Spanish 
prisoners of war now in the Philippine Islands * * * in number 
estimated as about 16,000 officers and enl men.” When, therefore, 
Ceballos & Co. submitted a bid for furnishing such transportation, in 
reason they held themselves out as ready if the United States tendered 
for transportation the wives and children of the officers and enlisted 
men of the a forces to regard them as entitled to the same treat- 
ment requi by the Government for the head of the family. We can . 
not impute to the a to the contract an intention to condemn and 

refuse to give effect to the practice which had been pursued in carrying 

out the oral agreement; that is, the treating the wives and children as 
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entitled to transportation and as being for the purpose of the accom- 
modations to be furnished, of the class to which the Government had 
in effect assigned their male relatives. That the classification referred 
to as “such other persons as may be designated by the Secretary of 
War” was not intended to embrace the wives and children of officers, 
is, it seems to us, manifest from the entire text. The Government was 
eoncerned not only with the furnishing of safe but of comfortable ac- 
commodation to those who were to be carried on the long voyage from 
Manila to am, It exacted from Ceballos & Co. a stipulation that it 
should provide “ safe and comfortable transportation” for those to be 
carried; the officers with “cabin accommodations,” and “ third-class 
or steerage accommodations, space and ventilation to be supplied for 
the enlisted men and other persons on board each ship.” It is to be 
presumed that the mts of the United States in the Philippines saw to 
it that this stipulation of the contract was observed. It inconceiv- 
able, however, that the Government or the appellants intended to com- 
mit such an act of inhumanity as would necessarily have arisen if the 
written contract — that the family of an cer should be sepa- 
rated from the husband and father on shipboard and be relegated to 
the discomforts of the steerage and the society of enlisted men and 
other persons. Clearly the spirit of the contract is opposed to any such 
conception. The wives'and children of the officers and enlisted men 
were associated with them in the written terms of capitulation of the 
Spanish forces at Manila, signed August 14, 1898, the fifth article 
which, again reproduced, is as follows: 

“All questions relating to the repatriation of officers and men of the 
Spanish forces and of their families, and of the expenses which said 
expatriation may occasion, shall be referred to the Government of the 
United States at Washington.” 

Under the Cuban contract the wives and children of officers were 
treated as entitled to be classed with the head of the family in respect 
to the accommodation to be supplied, and In the performance of the 
Philippine oral contract a like practice was purs In effect, there- 

/ fore, by a course of conduct the United States had associated the wives 

: and children of the officers and enlisted men with such officers and men 
for the purpose of the transportation to be furnished and the treatment 
to be accorded them on the homeward voyage. Just as in the opinion 
rendered by the Attorney-General, civil officials of equal grade with 
military officers were assimilated to such officers in construing the 
terms of the contract, so we think an enlarged meaning must be taken 
as intended by the terms officers and enlisted men where employed in 
the written contract. As observed by the Attorney-General, in the 
light of the purpose of the contract, which was to ca out the en- 
gagements made by this Government with Spain, a liberal construction 
shoald be accorded to the terms employed in order to effectuate to the 
fullest extent the ree intended by the treaty. Construing the 
written contract of March 4, 1898, according to its manifest spirit, and 
looking to the prior conduct of the my we are of opinion that such 
contract and the oral contract which was dependent upon it, so far as 
the wives and children of officers and enlisted men were concerned, 
should receive the same construction as under the Cuban contract, viz, 
that the wives and children of Spanish officers tendered by the United 
States for transportation were to be classed with such officers and the 
wives and children of enlisted men were to receive like accommodations 
as were given to enlisted men. 7 

As it is not questioned by the United States that civil officials repre- 
senting the ee Government in the Philippines were entitled, both 
under the oral and written contracts, to cabin accommodations, we have 
assumed that construction to be well founded. It follows from the 
reasoning heretofore employed that the wives and children of such 
officials were likewise entitled when tendered by the agents of the 
United States for transportation to receive cabin accommodations, and 
Ceballos & Co. on furnishing such accommodations were entitled to 
compensation at the rate stipulated for cabin service. In view, how- 
ever, of the distinction shown to have been made in the requisitions for 
space between adults and minor children, the practice shown as to pay- 
ments made under the contract and the original demand of Ceballos & 

Co. in the court below, we think it results that the parties in actual 
practice treated the full rate for children under 10 years as but half 
the adult rate specified in the contract, and we think that rate ought 
to have been applied by the court below for each minor child, whether 
carried in the cabin or in the steerage. 

We are unable to yield our assent to the contention that other non- 
combatants than the wives and children of officers, enlisted men, and 
officials of the Government of Spain should be embraced in the class 
entitled as of right to cabin accommodations for which appellants 
were entitled to be compensated at cabin rates. The mere circumstance 
that a particular person, although a noncombatant, was a constructive 
prisoner, did not—at least in the absence of evidence that the United 
States tendered such person as a cabin passenger—serve to take the 
person out of the ey of persons whom the Secretary of War 
might designate to receive transportation in the steerage at third-class 
rates. 

From Finding XIV it appears that the wives and children above 
the age of 10 years of military officers and civil officials aggregated 
1,327, and that the appellants were paid for the transportation of each 
the steerage rate of $73.75, ins of the cabin rate of $215 each. 
The appellants are, therefore, entitled to a further payment on account 

. of the transportation of such persons of $141.25 each: in all $187.- 
438.75. It is also shown in such finding that the number of children 
of Spanish military officers and civil officials who were carried to Spain 
and were under the age of 10 years aexresated 895, and that Ceballos 
& Co. were paid for their tr rtation $36.87} each, one-half the 
adult steerage rate, imstead of $107.50 cach, one-half the adult cabin 
rates. Ceballos & Co. were, therefore, entitled for such service to 
a further yment as to each child of — aggregating for 
the 395 children, $27,896.87. From the total of these sums, viz, 
$215.335.62, must, however, be deducted the overpayment recited 
in the third counterclaim (which counterclaim the court below 
soma onaet viz, $9,721.25, leaving due to Ceballos & Co. the sum of 

=D, - . 

It results that the judgment of the Court of Claims must be reversed, 
with instructions to enter a judgment in favor of the appellants for the 
sum of $205,614.37, and 

It is so ordered. 





this office. 









UnitTep STATES OF AMERICA, 88: 






the judges of the Court of Claims, greeting: 









in the following words, viz: 












the United States the sum of $5,393.25. 









case made and provided, fully and at large appears. 










and the same is hereby, reversed. 









ment in favor of the appellants for the sum of $205,614.37. 
May 17, 1909. 
Filed, Court of Claims, June 10, 1909. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 






















The Clerk read as follows: 






service, $400 each; in all, $800. 






tional paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On pese 16, after line 13, insert: 
“ Lib 












4, 1909, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, $500.” 







upon that amendment. 









creased to the amount proposed by this amendment. 










ance with the provisions of existing law. 







under existing law? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir; under existing law. 
Mr. MACON. I withdraw the point of order. 















vestigation. 
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sett of Claims. J. M. Ceballos & Co., v. The United States. No. 


I, John Rando’ , assistant clerk Court of Claims, hereby certify 
that the annexed is a true copy of the mandate of the Supreme Court 


objection he has previously made? 
The CHAIRMAN. Not if objection is made. 
Mr. HARDWICK, ‘Then, I object. 










of the United States filed in the above-entitled case June 10, 1909, in 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
seal of said court at Washington City, this 6th day of July, A. D. 1909. 
[SEAL.] JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 


The President of the United States of America to the honorable 


Whereas lately In the Court of Claims, before you or some of you, in 
a cause between J. M. Ceballos & Co., claimants, and the United States, 
defendant, No. 23689, wherein the judgment of the said 
Claims, entered in said cause on the 22d day of April, A. D. 1907, is 


“The court, on due consideration of the premises, find that 
amount due the claimants in this case was $1,549,986.25, and that the 
aggregate amount paid the claimants by the United States, including 
the allowance to defendants of their third counterclaim, is $1,544,595, 
and that upon the whole case there is still due the claimants a balance 
of $5,393.25; and it is therefore ordered, adjudged, and decreed that 
the claimants, J. M. Ceballos & Co., do have and recover of and from 


“ By THE CouRT.”’ 
As by the inspection of the transcript of the record of the said Court 
of Claims, which was brought into the Supreme Court of the United 
States by virtue of an appeal agreeably to the act of Congress in such 


And whereas, in the present term of October, in the year of our Lord 
1908, the said cause came on to be heard before the said Supreme Court, 
on the said transcript of record, and was argued by counsel : 

On consideration whereof it is now here ordered and adjudged by this 
court that the judgment of the said Court of Claims in this cause be, 


And it is further ordered that this cause be, and the same is hereby, 
remanded to the said Court of Claims with directions to enter a judg- 


It is well settled that it is in order upon a deficiency Dill 
to pay judgments certified to Congress in accordance with law. 
Now, the question is whether or not this is a judgment certified 
to Congress in accordance with law. It is not exemplified in 
the entire record, and does not purport to be. It is simply a 
certified copy of the mandate of the United States Supreme 
Court. It does not come before the House in the form of a pub- 
lic document transmitted by a chief of an executive depart- 
ment to the Speaker of the House, and, in accordance with 
the ruling of the present occupant of the chair a day or two 
since, the Chair feels compelled to sustain the point of order. 


To pay Samuel Robinson and William Madden, as messengers on 
night duty during the first session of the present Congress for extra 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following addi- 


rary of Congress: For balance of salary of the register 
copyrights, as provided by section 48 of the act entitled ‘An act to 
amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyright.’ approved March 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 


Mr. TAWNEY. I will state to the gentleman from Arkansas 
that at the last session of Congress on the 4th of March there’ 
was approved an act known as the “copyright law.” 
law the salary of the Chief of the Copyright Division was in- 
There was 
no appropriation made to meet the increase of salary which 
Congress authorized, and it is for the purpose of meeting the 
obligation of the Government that I offer this amendment to in- 
crease the compensation of the chief of that division in accord- 


Mr. MACON. Do you say that this is the salary due him 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I am informed that the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Buriteson] withdraws the point of 
order to the paragraph or amendment that I offered yesterday 
in reference to the additional compensation to be paid officers 
now or soon to be engaged in conducting the Brownsville in- 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to returning to page 8? 
Mr. HARDWICK. A parliamentary inquiry. Can 
be brought up in this way, and can 2 gentleman withdraw an 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. TAWNEY. TI reoffer the amendment, Mr. Chairman, if 
that point is made by the distingu’shed gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HARDWICK, I reserve the point of order, so as to 
understand what it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is proposed to return to page 8 and 
offer the amendment now? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is as to whether there is 
objection to returning to page 8. 

Mr. 'TAWNEY. If there is, I will offer it at the end of the 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page &, after line 19, insert: 

“To provide for payment of extra compensation for the officers com- 
posing the board appointed to pass upon the eligibility of colored troops 
discharged by executive orders on account of the Brownsville riot for 
reenlistment in the army, $1,500 each per annum; in all, $7,500.” 

Mr. BURLESON. That is in lieu of the allowances to which 
they would be entitled? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would say, Mr. Chairman, that at the 
present time the officers that are engaged in making this inves- 
tigation are not entitled to anything but their retired pay. 
What they are asking through the department and what they 
will ultimately get, unless we adopt a provision of this kind, 
will be their full pay on active duty with all the allowances. 

Then, in addition to that, commutation of quarters, they 
would get for heat, in kind, $53.22; light, in kind, $15 a month; 
a total of $68.22 a month; and on top of that they would get 
for one horse, for thirty-one days, $4, or a total of $13.80. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Do they get a horse apiece? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; a lieutenant-general is entitled to com- 
mutation for the subsistence of 4 horses; a major-general, 3 
horses; a brigadier-general, 3 horses. Now, it is for the pur- 
pose of cutting off the possibility of their ultimately getting 
their pay on the active list, and commutation of quarters, and 
heat and light allowances, and so forth, that I have proposed, 
with the consent of the gentleman, or at the request of the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, to offer this 
amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. . The gentleman’s amendment provides 
that this is for extra compensation. I understand the situa- 
tion to be this: Here are these retired officers. If assigned to 
this duty, they will be entitled to the pay and allowances of 
officers upon the active list. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from New York is mistaken 
about that. They would be entitled to compensation if their re- 
tired pay was not in excess of the pay of a major on the active 
list. Now, their retired pay being above the compensation of a 
major, they of course will not get any additional pay or any 
allowances, unless given to them by Congress, but ultimately 
they will get all of it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why does the gentleman say ultimately? 
Is it to be assumed that Congress would do such a ridiculous 
thing as to give them the allowances suggested bythe gentle- 
man? Why should not this be in lieu of any allowances that 
they may claim or have under the law? If at present they 
can be assigned to this work without being entitled to additional 
pay, why should they be given $1,500 additional now? 

Mr. HARDWICK. I now insist upon the point of order. 
There is no need of wasting any time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If this proposition is not adopted, 
what do they get? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They get their retired pay. 

Mr. HARDWICK. ‘They do not get anything at all, unless 
we at some time pass an act authorizing additional pay. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is in lieu of what the department has 
asked for them, which is four times as much. 

Mr. BURLESON. But what they are demanding is not 
authorized by law, is it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. 

Mr. BURLESON. Then I insist on the point of order again. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I make the point of order. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I hope you will waive it for a moment. 

Mr. BURLESON. I will reserve it for a moment. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I made the point of order, and I insist 
upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I understood it was reserved. I ask 
unanimous consent for two minutes in which to make a little 
statement about this matter, because I think there is an error 
here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, if I can get the attention of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], I should like to ask 
unanimous consent to return to page 13, to reoffer the amend- 
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sal to survey the fishing waters in North Carolina. I hope 
there will be no objection. It will occupy but a moment of 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to recur to page 13, in order that he may 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. We are unable to understand the purpose of 
desiring to return. I do not know whether to object or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is endeavoring to state that 
the gentleman from North Carolina asks unanimous consent to 
recur to page 13 for the purpose of again offering the amend- 
ment which he offered some time since. 

Mr. KEIFER. Was not that amendment voted on? 

Mr. SMALL. Yes. 

Mr. KEIFER. Was it not voted down? 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes. 

Mr. SMALL. It was; but I understand that that was due to 
an inadvertence. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
turning to it. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that I may 
have not to exceed three minutes to make a little statement upon 
the other matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for three minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to ex- 
plain this matter. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have no ob- 
jection to gentlemen speaking if I may be permitted to recur 
to page 13 for the purpose of making an explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Permission has been given to the gentle- 
man from Iowa to speak. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I hope this will not come out of my 
time. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I want to say that when the gentle- 
man from Iowa stated that he wanted time to speak, I stated 
that I would reserve an objection in order to inquire what it is 
about. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the gentleman 
from Missouri and put the question plainly whether there was 
objection, and no objection was heard. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that in 
common justice to the officers composing the Brownsville court 
I should say a word in explanation. It has been said here that 
they are clamoring for increased pay. I have talked with 
several officers and not one of them has ever asked increased 
pay from me as chairman of the committee, nor has any one 
of them asked me to advocate it. But a letter did come from 
the War Department asking that the officers composing the 
board have the pay and allowance of their rank while serving 
on this detail. Under the law as it stands there is no pro- 
vision of law for detailing a retired officer for this work, and no 
provision for any increased pay, and they are assuming the 
work because they feel it is their duty to render the service. 
I think any or al! of them could decline the service. They 
are at some extra expense on account of it over and above what 
they would be if they were simply living as retired officers. 
They are performing a service for the Government at the re- 
quest of the President and of Congress. What I want to say 
is that not one of them has ever mentioned to me that the ques- 
tion of pay would enter into or become a factor as to the dis- 
charge of his duty, on this board, in any way whatever. 

When this matter was sent to me I suggested that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, or rather members of the old Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, were getting up a bill covering many 
items, and I believed that these men should have some extra 
compensation, but was opposed to giving them the full allowance 
of their rank. In other words, I took this ground that as judges 
of the court they were practically all on the same basis, and as 
officers of the army there was a distinction made in their pay 
on the retired list, which is graded by rank—a lieutenant-gen- 
eral gets $8,250, a major-general $6,000, and a brigadier-general 
$4,500 each while on the retired list—and whatever Congress 
gave them as extra compensation should be a lump sum of so 
much to each man, making it all equal, as extra compensation 
while acting as judge. That did not come from the officers. So 
far as I know they have asked nothing and are faithfully prose- 
cuting the work; and if it had not been that their names were 
brought in here in a way to convey the idea that they were 
clamoring for more pay, I would not have said a word. But in 
justice to these men, who have had long, faithful, and distin- 
guished service in the Army of the United States, who are dis- 
charging this duty now, who are not bothering Congress for 
more pay, I want to say that whatever has been charged here, 


If it has once been voted on, I object to re- 
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that they are clamoring for increase of pay, is not correct and 


they should be absolved from it. 


The request came from the 


War Department. 


Mr. BURLESON. 
As chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, I am 


tion. 


I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 


satisfied he has the information. Can he tell me, if the allow- 
ance is given to these officers, would it exceed $1,500? 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. 


Yes; if they have the pay and allowance 


for the officers of each grade, it would exceed that many, many 
times over. But under the law they are not entitled to any 


allowance, 


They are not entitled to a dollar of extra pay over 


the retired pay without further action by Congress. Now, if 
the Congress of the United States says that these men that 
are detailed at our request, for we created the board—and in 
this case they could refuse to serve without being amenable to 
military law—that when they are performing arduous duty 


they should have no extra compensation, that ends it. 


I think 


it not fafr, but you will hear no complaint from these distin- 
guished officers. 


Mr. BURLESON. 


We have got it just as we want it. 


The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 


expired. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


rise? 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 


For what purpose does the gentleman 


I rise for the purpose of hav- 


ing the same privilege as was accorded to the gentleman from 


Iowa. 


The CHAIRMAN, 
Pennsylvania addressing the House for three minutes? 


a pause.] 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 


Is there objection to the gentleman from 


[After 
The Chair hears none. 


Mr. Chairman, a little while 


ago I offered an amendment to the paragraph relating to surety 
and bonding companies, and I did it with a serious purpose. 
There have been companies giving bonds to the United States 
that accepted money from innocent depositors who knew noth- 
ing of the risk they were taking; who knew nothing of the fact 
that the companies with which they were making the deposits 
were acting as bonding companies. There have been compa- 
nies giving bonds to the United States that were managing trust 
estates, conducting savings funds, and carrying on a banking 


‘business. 


This is all wrong, and the purpose of my amendment 


,;was to have the business separated so that the surety or bond- 
ing company obligating itself to the Government would do so 


upon its own legitimate resources. 


I do not think the Govern- 


ment of the United States should encourage bonding companies 
which stake the money of innocent depositors against the tre- 


mendous risk of the $5,000,000,000 to which the chairman of | 
the Appropriations Committee has referred. 


I believe this to 


be an extremely serious matter, and I wanted to express my- 


self upon 


it in order that this House and the chairman of 


the committée, who has the matter of the investigation of these 
companies in mind, may consider the propriety of having the 
companies do business upon their own capital and surplus, and 
not upon the deposits of men and women who open deposit ac- 
counts in good faith and without knowledge of the risk to which 


their money is being put. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 


[Applause. ] 
Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 


do now rise and report the bill and amendments to the House, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to 
and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. WaNcer, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 11570) 
inaking appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in appro- 
priations for the fiscal year 1909, and for other purposes, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with 
sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the amend- 
ments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the amendments and the bill and amendments to its final 


The previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER. 
amendment? 


Is a separate vote demanded upon any 
If not, the amendments will be voted upon en 


bloc. The question is on the amendments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was read the third time. 


Mr. BOWERS. 


Mr. Speaker, I offer the following motion 


to recommit, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 


The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman opposed to the passage of 


the bill? 


Mr. BOWERS. Yes. 


.The SPEAKER. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To recommit this bill (H. R. 11570) to the Committee of the Whole 
House om the state of the Union, with instructions to strike out lines 
9, 10, and 11, on page 1, and lines 1 and 2, on page 2, being the pro- 
vision for the traveling expenses of the President, and to forthwith 


The Clerk will read. 


report the bill as recommended to the House. 


Mr. TAWNEY. 


previous question. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 


man from Minnesota. 


The question was taken, and the previous question was or- 


dered. 


The SPEAKER. 


The question was taken. 


Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and 


nays. 


On that motion, Mr. Speaker, I demand the 


The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi to recommit with instructions. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was again taken, and there were—yeas 113, 
nays 142, answered “ present” 6, not voting 126, as follows: 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 


Alexander, Mo. 


Ashbrook 
Barnhart 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Boehne 
Booher 
Borland 
Bowers 
Burgess 
Burnett 
Byrd 
Byrns 
Candler 
Carter 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Conry 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 
Cox, Ohio 
Cravens 
Cullop 
Dent 


Alexander, N. 


Allen 
Austin 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Barnard 
Bartholdt 


Bennet, N. Y. 


Bingham 
Bradley 
Brownlow 


Burke, S. Dak. 


Burleigh 
Calder 
Campbell 
Cary 
Cassidy 
Chapman 


Cocks, N. Y. 


Cole 


Cook 


Cooper, Wis. 


Coudrey 
Cowles 
Crow 
Currier 
Davis 
Dawson 
Denby 
Diekema 
8 
Douglas 


Driscoll, M. E. 


Dure 
Dwight 


Edwards, Ky. 


Bartlett, Ga. 


Burleson 


Ames 
Anderson 
Andrus 
Ansberry 


Antheny 
Bartlett, Nev. 
Bates 
Bennett, Ky. 





YEAS—113. 


Denver 


Dickson, Miss. 


Dies 
Dixon, Ind. 


Driscoll, D. A. 
Edwards, Ga. 


Ferris 
Finley 
Floyd, Ark. 
Gallagher 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett 
Gill, Md. 
Gill, Mo. 
Gillespie 
Godwin 
Gordon 
Gregg 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Heflin 
Helm 
Henry, Tex. 
Hinshaw 
Hobson 
Houston 
Hughes, Ga. 


Ellis 
Elvins 
Esch 
Foecht 
Foss 
Foulkrod 
Gaines 


Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 


Gilmore 
Goebel 
Good 
Graff 
Grant 
Greene 
Gronna 
Guernsey 
Hamilton 
Hanna 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Heald 


Henry, Conn. 


Higgins 
Hill 


Hollingsworth 


Howland 
Hubbard, lo 


Hull, Towa 


Iiumphrey, Wash. 
Johnson, Ohio 


Joyce 
Kahn 
Keifer 


ANSWERED 


Foster, Ill. 
Lowden 


wa 
Hubbard, W. V: 


Hull, Tenn. 


Humphreys, Miss. 


James 
Jamieson 
Jones 
Kendall 


Kinkead, N. J. 


Kitchin 
Korbly 
Latta 

Lee 

Lever 
Lindbergh 
Lleyd 
McHenry 
Macon 


Maguire, Nebr. 


Mays 
Moore, Tex. 
Morrison 


Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 
Oldfield 
Page 


Palmer, A. M. 


Patterson 


NAYS—142. 
Kennedy, lowa 
Kinkaid, Nebr. 


Knapp 
Kopp 
Kronmiller 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Langley 
Law 

Lenroot 


Loudenslager 


McCreary 


McKinlay, Cal. 


McKinne 


y 
MeLachlan, Cal. 


MeMorran 
Madden 
Madison 
Malby 
Mann 


Martin, Colo. 
Martin, S. Dak. 
Miller, Minna. 


Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa. 


Morgan, Mo. 
Morgan, Okla. 


Morse 
Nye 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
Parker 
Parsons 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pickett 


“ PRESENT "—6. 


Murphy 


NOT VOTING—126. 


Boutell 
Brantley 
Broussard 
Burke, Pa. 
Butler 
Calderhead 
Cantrill 
Capron 


Carlin 
Clark, Fla. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Craig 
Creager 
Crampacker 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
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Rainey 
Ransdel!l, La. 
Rauch 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rucker, Mo. 
Sabath 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherley 

Sims 

Sisson 
Slayden 
Small 

Smith, Tex. 
Spight 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, N. C 
Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Weisse 
Wickliffe 


Plumley 

Pou 

Pratt 

Pray 

Pujo 

Reeder 
Rodenberg 
Rucker, Colo. 
Scott 
Simmons 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Stafford 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway 
Swasey 
‘Tawney 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohfe 
Tilson 
Volstead 
Wanger 
Wheeler 
Wilson, III. 
Wood, N. J. 
Woods, Iowa 
Woodyard 
Young, Mich. 
Young, N. Y. 


Padgett 


De Armond 
Draper 
Ellerbe 
Englebright 
Estopina 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Fish 
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Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 
Foelker 
Yordney 
lornes 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 
Fuller 
Gardner, Mass. 
Garner, Pa. 
Gillett 
Glass 
Goldfogle 
Goulden 
Graham, Il. 
Graham, Pa. 
Griest 
Griggs 
Hamer 
Hamill 
Harrison 
Hay 
Hitchcock 
Howard 


Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Huff 

Hughes, N. J. 


Hughes, W. Va. 


Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Keliher 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Knowland 
Lamb 
Langham 
Lassiter 
Lawrence 
Lindsay 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Loud 

Lovering 
Lundin 
McCall 
McDermott 
McGuire, Okla. 
McKinley, Il. 
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McLaughlin, Mich.Shar 
Shefeld 


Maynard 
Miller, Kans. 
Millington 
Mondell 
Moon, Tenn. 
Morehead 
Mudd 
Needham 
O'Connell 
Palmer, H. W. 
Pearre 
Peters 
Poindexter 
Prince 
Randell, Tex. 
Reid 
Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Rothermel 
Russell 
Saunders 


Sherwood 
——- 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Sturgiss 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
Tener 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Vreeland 
Washburn 
Webb 


Wilson, Pa. 


So the motion to recommit with instructions was rejected. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. ToWNSEND with Mr. SuLzer. 
Mr. Witey with Mr. Witson of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Bennett of Kentucky with Mr. WILLETT, 


Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Taytor of Alabama, 


Mr. Trrrett with Mr. TA.Legort. 
Mr. Srureiss with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Mr. Strertine with Mr. SHERWOOD. 
Mr. Roserts with Mr. SHARP. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. RUSSELL. 
Mr. PEearre with Mr. RoTrHEeRMEL. 
Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. RHINOCK. 


Mr. Murpny with Mr. Rem. 


Mr. Mupp with Mr. Ranpett of Texas. 
Mr. MonpDett with Mr. PErers. 

Mr. Mititincron with Mr. O’CoNNELL. 
Mr. Miiier of Kansas with Mr. Moon of Tennessee, 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan with Mr. MAayNarp, 
Mr. LonewortH with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
Mr. Lovertne with Mr. LASSITER. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. LINpDsay. 
Mr. Kennepy of Ohio with Mr. Jounson of South Carolina. 


Mr. Hueues of West Virginia with Mr. Jonnson of Kentucky. 


Mr. Howett of Utah with Mr. Howarp. 


Mr. Howett of New Jersey with Mr. Hay. 


Mr. GraHAM of Pennsylvania with Mr. Harrison. 
Mr. Gittetr with Mr. HamiIty. 
Mr. Futter with Mr. Gricecs. 
Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. GoLpFoGLe, 
Mr. Forpney with Mr. Gass. 

Mr. Fasexvtr with Mr. Froop of Virginia. 
Mr. Farrcnitp with Mr. FITzcEeRacp, 
Mr. Draper with Mr. ESTOPINAL. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. CARLIN. 

Mr. DaLzeLLt with Mr. CrarKk of Florida. 
Mr. CruMPACcKER with Mr. CANTRILL. 
Mr: Cooper of Pennsylvania with Mr. Broussarp, 
Mr. Capron with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. Barrett of Nevada. 
Mr. BovuTrett with Mr. ANSBERRY. 
Mr. Ames with Mr. ANDERSON. 


Mr. Loup with Mr. PApceErt. 


Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania with Mr. BURLESON, 


Mr. Henry W. Patmer with Mr. ForNes. 


Mr. LANGHAM with Mr. GOULDEN. 
Mr. Moreneap with Mr. WEBB. 
Mr. Grirst with Mr. ELLerse. 
Mr. Hurr with Mr. Hitrcncock. 


Mr. Sperry with Mr. Crare. 


Mr. Anprus with Mr. Riorpan (transferable). 

Mr. McKintey of Illinois with Mr. Foster of Illinois, 
Mr. Lunprn with Mr. McDermott. 
For this session: 


Mr. Burter with Mr. Bartiert of Georgia. 
For the balance of the day: 


Mr. Lowpen with Mr. Hucnes of New Jersey. 
Mr. Stemp with Mr. SAUNDERS. 
Until Monday: 
Mr. Bates with Mr. De ARMOND. 
Until Wednesday : 


Mr. Weeks with Mr. LAMB. 
On this vote: 
WASHBURN 


Mr. 


Keviner (favor motion to r2commit). 


(against motion to recommit) with Mr. 


JULY 20, 


Until July 23: 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT with Mr. Granam of Illinois. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. Tawney, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend the remarks I made this morning on 
the special rule. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Friday next. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Pearre, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence, for one day, on account of important business, 


ADJOURN MENT, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
17 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Friday next. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting a draft of proposed legislation and appropriation for the 
classification, appraisement, ete., of the lands of the Yakima 
Indian Reservation in the State of Washington (H. Doc. No. 
86)—to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William Baker v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 87)—to the 


| Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the secretary of state of the Territory of Hawaii, 
transmitting session laws and journal of the fifth regular ses- 


sion of the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii—to the Com- 
| mittee on the Territories. 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting a copy of the session laws of the twenty-fifth legislative 
assembly of the Territory of Arizona—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas. A bill (H. R. 11774) making 
it unlawful for a Senator or Representative in the Congress of 
the United States, or any such Senator or Representative elect, 
to receive employment or compensation as officer, agent, repre- 
sentative, or attorney from certain corporations or persons 
and prescribing penalties therefor—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11775) to prohibit the giving or receiving of 
gifts by certain corporations to Members of the United States 
Congress and to judges of the United States courts and pre- 
scribing penalties therefor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Missouri: Memorial of the legislature 
of Missouri relating to pensions for the Missouri Home Guards— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 11776) granting a pension 
to Ada J. Bevell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11777) for the relief of John T. Glynn—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 11778) granting an increase 
of pension to Christopher C. Roddy—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11779) granting an increase of pension 
to Abner Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. BARCLAY: A bill (H. R. 11780) granting an increase 
of pension to Annie E. McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11781) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie M. Lorain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11782) granting a pension to Cornelia P. 
Dowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 11783) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lewis H. Soule—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 11784) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alonzo C. Grout—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 11785) granting 
an increase of pension to William C. Thomas—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 11786) granting an increase 


of pension to Morris Tyson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FOCHT: Petition of camp of the Patriotic Order of 
the Sons of America, of McdAllisterville, Pa., favoring abroga- 
tion of the Russian extradition treaty—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GRONNA: Petitions of business men of Fessenden 
and Balfour, N. Dak., against a parcels-post law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of New Rockford, N. 
Dak., against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Henry B. Combs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petitions of the Peck, Stowe & Wilcox Com- 
pany and the Nassau Bank of New York, against corporation 
Se to H. R. 1488—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 





SENATE. 
Frivay, July 23, 1909. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and 
approved. 

YAKIMA INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting «a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an estimate of 
appropriation of $25,000 for the completion, classification, and 
appraisement of the lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation, 
ete. (S. Doc, No. 135), which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of State submitting an estimate of appro- 
priation of $15,000 for defraying the expenses of the next meet- 
ing of the International Union for the Protection of Industrial 
Property to be held at Washington, D. C., in May, 1910 (S. Doce. 
No. 136), which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

LAWS OF NEW MEXICO, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of 
the laws of the council and house journals of the thirty-eighth 
legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, 1909, 
which, with the accompanying documents, was referred to the 
Committee on Territories, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 11570) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, and for 


ra purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
nate, 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent, pre- 
liminary to the motion I am about to make, to modify the 





unanimous-consent agreement which provides that the Senate 
shall adjourn for three days at a time until the conference re- 
port is ready. I am about to move that when the Senate ad- 
journs to-day it be to meet on Monday next. I ask unanimous 
consent that the unanimous-consent agreement be modified so 
that that motion may be made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let the request be stated again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is that the unanimous-consent 
agreement be modified so that an adjournment may be taken 
from to-day until Monday rather than until Tuesday. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is there any special reason that neces- 
sitates a session on Monday rather than Tuesday, I will ask 
the Senator from New Jersey? . 

Mr. KEAN. I think there is, I will say to the Senator from 
Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. We shali probably have the report of the 
conference committee then? 

Mr. KEAN. I so understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the order is so modified. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not think we have the 
power to modify the unanimous-consent agreement, but I think 
the unanimous-consent agreement very clearly is not modified by 
the request of the Senator from New Jersey. The unanimous- 
consent agreement provides that the Senate shall adjourn for 
three days at a time until the conference report is ready. If the 
conference report were ready at this moment we could adjourn 
until to-morrow. If it is likely to be ready on Monday we can 
adjourn until Monday. I merely wanted to say this, because I 
object very strongly to modifying the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment. I do not think it can be done. 

Mr. KEAN. Personally, I agree with the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, but I thought I ought to make the statement before 
I made a motion to adjourn until Monday. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Good Roads 
Committee of New York City, N. Y., praying that crude asphalt 
be placed on the list of articles to be admitted into the United 
States free of duy, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the International 
Longshoremen’s Association at Galveston, Tex., favoring the 
construction of a channel 26 feet in depth from Buffalo to Du- 
luth, which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Cigar and Tobacco 
Dealers’ Association of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the reten- 
tion of the sections incorporated in the proposed tariff bill pro- 
hibiting the use of coupons, etc., in the tobacco trade, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of Amersfort Council, No. 
129, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., praying for the adoption of the so-called “ Overman 
amendment” to the pending tariff bill increasing the capitation 
tax of immigrants from $4 to $10, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Clothiers’ Exchange of 
Rochester, N. Y., remonstrating against the adoption of Sched- 
ule K, known as the “ woolen schedule,” to the pending tariff 
bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of George H. Gray, of Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., remonstrating against the adoption of the proposed 
tax on corporations, which was ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Syracuse, N. Y., remonstrating against the adoption of the 
proposed amendment to the pending tariff bill providing for an 
excise tax of 2 per cent upon the net incomes of certain classes 
of corporations, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of Meridian Sun Council, 
No. 542, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Tidal, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
immigration of all Asiatics into the United States except mer- 
chants, students, and travelers, which was referred tc the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. DICK. I present a telegram, in the nature of a memorial, 
from the Chamber of Commerce of Youngstown, Ohio, re- 
monstrating against the admission of iron ore free of duty. I 
ask that the telegram be read and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 
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There being no objection, the telegram was read and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


[Telegram.,] 


YOUNGSTOWN, OnIO. 
HIon. CHARLES DICK, : 


Washington, D. 0.: 

The Youngstown Chamber of Commerce earnestly protests against 
the admission of iron ore free of duty. We steamer urge the Senate 
rate, which will bring large and increasing revenues to the Government 
and incidentally protect our great and growing iron and steel industries. 

“THE YOUNGSTOWN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
By J. G. Buriser, jr., President. 
C. W. GILpEN, Secretary. 


Mr. DICK. 
by me against the 
in the Recorp. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so | 
ordered. 

The telegrams are as follows: 

YOUNGSTOWN, OnTI0, July 20, 1909. 


I ask that a number of these telegrams received 
admission of iron ore free of duty be printed | 


Hon. CHARLES DICK, 
Washington, D. O.: 


We protest against the admission of iron ore free of duty as detri- 
mental to our interest and to the government revenue. 
Brier HILL IRON AND CoAL COMPANY. 


CLEVELAND, On10, July 20, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES DICK, 
United States Senate: 


Rate of less than 25 cents per ton on iron ore would be injurious to 
all Lake Superior iron-ore interests. We favor rate proposed by Senate 
Finance Committee. Kindly give same your support. 

CASTILE MINING CoMPANY, 
D. Z. Norton, Treasurer. 


CLEVELAND, OHIO, July 20, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES DICK, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Understand there is some danger of less rate being established on 
iron ore than that recommended by Finance Committee of Senate. 
We strongly oppose any reduction from the 25-cent rate. ‘Trust you 
ye — all the influence you have to uphold the rate proposed by 
Senate. 

OctEBay Norton & Co. 


CINCINNATI, OHTO, July 20, 1909. 
Senator CHartes Dick, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We do not think it fair to the central west to admit ore free or 
ut scrap iron less than fit iron. We do not want our business trans- 
erred to eastern seaboard; besides, pig iron sells now about same price | 
east of Allegheny Mountains as west. We favor Senate bill, which 
we regard as fair, 

HANGING Rock Iron COMPANY. 


CLEVELAND, OHIO, July 20, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES DICK, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We wish to enter our protest against putting iron ore on the free 
list. The reduction from 40 cents per ton to 25 cents per ton will 
amply carry out the promises of the Republican gery platform, and 
miners and mine labor are entitled to protection un a that platform. 

*RANK BILLINGS. 


CLEVELAND, OnI0, July 20, 1909. 
Hon. CHarites Dick, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Any reduction from 25-cent rate on iron ore, proposed by Senate 
committee, would be disastrous to our interests. Kindly give Senate 
rate your best support. 

BrRistToOL MINING COMPANY, 
L. B. Mriugr, Vice-President. 


CLEVELAND, OHIO, July 20, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES DICK, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. O.: 
We are strongly in favor of a rate of 25 cents per ton on iron ore. 
We hope that you will give this your active support. 
RESERVE MINING Co., 
8S. K. Hinz, President. 


CLEVELAND, OHIO, July 20, 1909. 
Hon. CuHarLes DICK, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. O.: 
The iron-ore and contingent interests will best be served by a rate of | 
not less than 25 cents per ton on iron ore. Please support this rate. 


MONTREAL MINING Co., 
J. H. Wann, President. 


—— 


CLEVELAND, On10, July 20, 1909. 
Hon. Cartes DICK, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. O.: ; 

It would be disastrous to make any further reduction on iron ore than 
already proposed by Senate Finance Committee. Hope you will strongly 
oppose proposals for further reduction. 

Br. Henry MINING Co., 
D. Z. Norton, 7'reasurer. 
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CLEVELAND, On10, July 20, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES DICK, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
_ We are strongly mpeet to any reduction from the rate proposed on 
iron ore by Senate Finance Committee. Please do all you can to up- 
hold the 25-cent rate. 
Brute MINING Co., . 
D. T. Croxton, President. 
CLEVELAND, On10, July 20, 1909. 
Senator CHarLes DIcK, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Trust you will protest vigorously against free iron ore and favor 
Senate bill. It would be unjust and inconsistent with the protective 
principle to make ore free. 

THE CLEVELAND CLIfrs Iron Co. 
CLEVELAND, OHIO, July 20, 1909. 
Senator CHAarRLes DICK, 
Washington, D. 0.: 
Free iron ore would be decidedly unfair to an important constituent 


| industry of the iron and steel trade and inconsistent with the principle 
| of pe. 


The Senate bill lowered iron ore sufficiently to comply 
1 Republican party platform, ‘Trust you will protest vigorously. 
Iron Cuirrs Co, 


wit 


CLEVELAND, OnNI0, July 20, 1909. 
Hon. Cartes DICK, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
We strongly favor 25-cent rate of duty on iron ore. 
any reduction from the Finance Committee rate. 
COMMONWEALTH Inon CO., 
BE. W. Ociepay, President. 


Please oppose 


CLEVELAND, OH10, July 19-20, 1909. 
Senator CHarRLEes DICK, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Regret to hear renewed probability reducing iron-ore tariff below 25 
cents. This would be a great injustice and a hardship. I hope you 
will strongly protest against it. P 

Wm. G. Matuer, President. 


CoLtumMBus, Onr0, July 21, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES DIcK, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We earnestly suggest that the Senate bill rate on iron ore be given 
your most careful consideration. We believe that the admission of this 
commodity free will work an unwarranted hardship upon the iron and 
steel manufacturers of this section. 

CoLuMBUS IRON AND STEEL COMPANY. 


CotumBus, Onto, July 21, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES DICK, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
We recommend that a duty of not less than 25 cents per ton be 
placed on iron ore, and ea ly urge your tion toward this end. 
COLUMBUS COAL AND Coke COMPANY. 


CotumBus, On10, July 21, 1909. 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

The undersigned operators of native Ohio iron-ore mines convinced 
that admission of iron ore free of duty will work irreparable damage 
to their business, most earnestly — against the adoption of a less 
rate than that mentioned in the nate bill. 

SOUTHERN O10 PORTLAND CEMENT COMPANY, 


CLEVELAND, On10, July 20, 1909. 


| Hon. CHARLES DICK, 


Hon. CHartes DICK, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We wish to enter our protest against putting fron ore on the free 
list. The reduction from 40 cents per ton to 25 cents per ton will amply 
carry out the promise of the ublican party platform, and miners 
and mine labor are entitled to protection under that platform. 

Tue Top STAMBAUGH COMPANY. 


New York, N. Y. 
Senator CHarLes Dick, 
Washington, D. OC. . 
We are largely interested in the development and 


roduction of iron 
tate and 3 


ve large invest- 
ments which will be seriously affected if iron ore is put on the free list. 
Ore has already had a reduction of 374 per cent from the Dingley 
anes ape we strongly urge that Senate rate of 25 cents per ton be 
retained. 
LACKAWANNA STEEL ComPaxy, 
B. A. 8. Cuarke, President. 


Mr. DICK. I also request that a letter from ex-Governor 
Harris, a representative farmer: of my State, be read and re- 


| ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


There being no objection, the letter was read and referred to 
the Committee on Finance, as follows: 
: Eaton, Onto, July 2, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES DICK, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Sin: The farmers of Ohio are not in favor of free raw material; es- 
pecially is this true in regard to wool and hides. These articles are 
finished een so far as the farmers are concerned, and they sin- 
cerely believe they are entitled to protection. ‘They are very much in 
earnest in regard to these items and believe they are entitled to a 
square t 

Sincerely hoping that their wish will be granted in the matter, I am, 

Very truly, yours, 
A. L. Hargis. 








1909. 





CATALOGUE OF THE SENATE LIBRARY. 


Mr. SMOOT, for the Committee on Printing, reported the fol- 
lowing order, which was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to: 

Ordered, That 150 copies of the Catalogue of the Senate Library be 
printed and bound in cloth, and that the usual number be not printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Rills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FRYE: 

A bill (8S. 2955) to construct and place a light-ship near 
Monhegan Island, entrance to Penobscot Bay, Maine; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 2956) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Farmer ; 

A bill (8. 2957) granting an increase of pension to John 
Charles: 

A bill (8. 2958) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Hahneke; 

A bill (S. 2959) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Townsend ; 

A bill (S. 2960) granting an increase of pension to William 
HI. Strehlow ; 

A bill (8S. 2961) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
M. Salisbury; and 

A bill (8S. 2962) granting an increase of pension to Evelyn 
Dutton; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BOURNE: 

A bill (S. 2968) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. 
Waldrip (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. DEPEW: 

A bill. (S. 2964) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
Hill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Br Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S 2965) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
protection of the lives of miners in the Territories,’ and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. : 

A bill (S. 2966) to modify and amend the mining laws of the 
United States in relation to the Territory of Alaska, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Territories. 

A bill (S. 2967) to previde for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Juneau, in the Territory 
of Alaska; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think the custom has been, in the case 
of bills of that kind, to refer them to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. We have always had jurisdiction of everything of 
that kind. 

Mr. PERKINS. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair, without objection, will 
change the reference to the Committee on Territories, although 
the Chair is informed that heretofore bills such as this have 
usually been referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. Waiving that, the Chair will refer the bill to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Without making any quarrel with the 
Chair’s sources of information, I advise the Chair otherwise. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Territories, 

By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill. (S. 2968) to create a legislative assembly in the Terri- 
tory of Alaska, to confer legislative power thereon, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 2969) to create, establish, and enforce a miner's 
labor lien in the Territory of Alaska, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 

A bill (8S. 2970) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Topping; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (8. 2971) granting an increase of pension ‘o David A. 
Cole (with accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 2972) granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 
Jenner (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 2973) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
Parish; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (8S. 2974) for the relief of the legal representative of 
James Taylor, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8S. 2975) granting a pension to George Rodney Burt 
(with accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 2976) granting a pension to Katherine E. Kemble 
(with accompanying paper) ; and : 

A bill (S. 2977) granting a pension to Sarah E. Hood (with 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: 

A bill (S. 2978) for the relief of Charles W. Johnston, ad- 
ministrator of Lydia Johnston; and 

A bill (S. 2979) for. the. relief of heirs or estate of William 
R. Tatum, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CARTER: 

A bill (S. 2980) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Bozeman, in the State 
of Montana; and 

A bill (S. 2981) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Livingston, in the State of Montana; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HEYBURN submitted an amendment authorizing the 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to pay the officers and employees of the Senate and 
the House a sum equal to one month’s pay, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill 
(H. R. 11570), which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $1,659.23 to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay the Minneapolis and Sault Ste. Marie Railroad Company 
for carrying the mail during the years 1906 and 1907, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appropria- 
tion bill (H. R. 11570), which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$1,800 for pay of Indian agent at Fort Berthold Agency, N. 
Dak., intended to be proposed by him to the urgent deficiency 
appropriation bill (H. R. 11570), which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment authorizing the Secretary 
of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
pay the officers and employees of the Senate and the House a 
sum equal to one month’s pay, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill (H. R. 11570), 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DEPEW submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $205,614.37 to pay the judgment of the Court of Claims 
in the cause of J. M. Ceballos & Co. v. United States, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appropria- 
tion bill (H. R. 11570), which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $25,000 to enable the Secretary of the Interior to com- 
plete the classification and appraisement of the lands of the 
Yakima Indian Reservation in Washington, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill 
(H. R. 11570), which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAPP (for Mr. Curtis) submitted an amendment pro- 
posing to appropriate $5,000 to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to cause the enrollment of the Winnebago Indians to 
be made as provided by law, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill (H. R. 11570), 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also (for Mr. Curtis) submitted an amendment propos- 
ing to appropriate $25,000 to enable the Secretary of the In- 
terior to complete the classification and appraisement of the 
lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation in Washington, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the urgent deficieney appro- 
priation bill (H. R. 11570), which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
to pay the officers and employees of the Senate and the House a 
sum equal to one month’s pay, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill (H. R. 11570), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate and ordered to be printed. 


JUVENILE COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill (H. R. 
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11570), which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 


" Easert at the end of the first paragraph relating to the District of 
olumbpia: 
_ “That the act approved March 23, 1906, making it a misdemeanor 
in the District of Columbia to abandon or willfully neglect to provide 
for the support and maintenance by any person of his wife or of his 
or her minor children in destitute or necessitous circumstances, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended by adding thereto section 4, as here- 
inafter provided: 

“Sec. 4, Jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the juvenile court, 
concurrently with the criminal court, to hear and determine all cases 
arising under this act.” 


Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent that an article from 
the Washington Star and likewise a letter from the district 
attorney of the District to the Attorney-General on the subject- 
matter contained in the amendment be printed in the ReEcorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

THE JUVENILE COURT. 
{From the Washington Star, July 21, 1909.] 


It is unfortunate that an opportunity does not offer for the imme- 
diate amendment of the law creating the juvenile court in this District 
to cure the defect discovered by Justice Stafford in his ns upon 
the West case. According to his decision, the juvenile court has no 
jurisdiction over the case of a person accused of nonsupport; conse- 
quently, unless Judge Stafford’s decision is overruled by the court of 
appeals, the juvenile court will be compelled to abandon a work which 
has proved of the greatest value. Under the juvenile-court practice 
nonsupport cases have been tried oa and effectively. Delinquent 
husbands have been placed on parole and warned that they are given 
a chance on condition of improvement in their habits or their relations 
toward their families. They are required to report from time to time 
to the police officers at the station houses, who become the agents for 
the payment of money for the support of wives and children. Judge 
De Lacy, in a letter to Chairman Smiru, of the House District Com- 
mittee, states that at the present time fully $1,000 is paid weekly for 
the maintenance of families under this system, money that would be 
utterly lost to good uses under the old method of punishing for non- 
support, and probably under the — ctive meth of criminal-court 
treatment in accordance with the Stafford decision. 

Chairman SMITH’s amendment, which he has unfortunately been un- 
able to press to conclusion in the House, proposes to restore to the 
juvenile court the jurisdiction over such cases which had been generally 
assumed as belonging to it under the terms of the act of establishment. 
While it is possible that the court of appeals may reverse the Stafford 
decision, the uncertainty of such a conclusion warrants the adoption 
of the surer method of legislative amendment. The United States 
district attorney concurs in the movement to secure the restoration 
of this jurisdiction, pointing out the peculiar adaptation of the 
juvenile-court machinery to the handling of this class of cases and at 
the same time noting the fact that for a considerable portion of each 
year the criminal court, to which jurisdiction is tramsferred by the 
Stafford decision, has but a single judge available for the trial of all 
classes of cases, and delays are es inevitabl_. 
of a delinquent husband promptness of remedy 
suffering. 

In view of the excellent record scored by the juvenile court in 
handiing the nonsupport evil on the preventive plan, this jurisdiction 
should surely be restored with the least possible delay. 








In the case 
is necessary to prevent 





JUNE 25, 1909. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 


Department of Justice, Washington, D. C. 


Sir: I respectfully recommend that an effort be made to obtain from 
Congress, at the earliest possible date, an act amending the act of 
March 23, 1906, making it a misdemeanor in the District of Columbia 
to abandon or willfully neglect to provide for the support and mainte- 
nance, by any person, of his wife or of his or her minor children in 
destitute and necessitous circumstances, so as to confer upon the 
juvenile court (created by the act of March 19, 1906) jurisdiction to 
hear and determine cases under this act, and I inclose herewith a form 
for snch a proposed bill. 

This amendment is desired on account of two recent decisions of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, one in the case of United 
States v. Leo S. West, at Law, No. 51481, which was a case of a writ 
of certiorari issued to the juvenile court to determine whether or not 
the juvenile court has jurisdiction over a case involving the desertion 
by a busSband of his wife, where there were no children. This office, 
together with the corporation counsel’s office of the District of Colum- 
bia, appeared on behalf of the United States, and argued that the act 
of March 23, 1906, under which this prosecution originated in the 
juvenile court, conferred jurisdiction upon the juvenile court, because 
it was an act in pari materia with the class of cases which had alread 
been intrusted to the juvenile court by the act of March 19, 1906. 
‘he supreme court of the District of Columbia, a through the Hon. 
Wendall P. Stafford, decided that the juvenile court had no jurisdiction 
of a case in which a wife was deserted by her husband where there 
were no children, under this act of March 23, 1906. 

There was another case argued and submitted in the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, on a petition for a writ of habeas corpus. 
This is the case of Otto Linaweaver, habeas corpus No. 488. The peti- 
tion was filed to release Otto Linaweaver from the workhouse of the 
District of Columbia, and in the petition it was all that the war- 
rant of commitment of the juvenile court, under which the said Lina- 
weaver was committed, was null and void. Said Linaweaver was servy- 
ing the sentence in the workhouse of the District of Columbia for fail- 
ure to support his wife and minor child, under the age of 16 = to 
wit, of the age of 1 year, as provided in the act of March 23, 1906. 
Chief Justice Clabangh has announced in this case that his opinion will 
follow the decision of Judge Stafford in the case just cited of Leo § 
West, and that he will dischar, 
of the superintendent of the wo 


. 


Otto Linaweaver from the custody 
house, on the ground that the action 


of the juvenile court was without authority. 

These two decisions strip the juvenile court of jurisdiction under 
the act of March 23. 
court of ap 
of Leo 8. 


1906. I have lied for a ee = to the 
is of the District of Columbia from the order in the case 
est, and as soon as Chief Justice Clabaugh has signed an 
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order in the case of Otto Linaweaver I will appeal also from his deci- 
sion in that case. 

It seems to me almost self-evident that Con intended that the 
juvenile court should have jurisdiction over this class of offenses pro- 
vided for in the act of March 23, 1906. The machinery provided for 
by Congress for the juvenile court is one peculiarly adapted for han- 
dling this class of cases, and there is now collected and disbursed in the 
juvenile court over $1,000 a week from delinquent husbands and fathers. 
It would be a most unfortunate occurrence were this court to be de- 
prived of that class of cases, which it has handled most satisfactorily 
up to the present time. 


Respectfully, Dante. W. Baker 


United States Attorney, District of Columbia. 
LAND WARRANTS TO DELAWARE INDIANS. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I present a paper signed by Rich- 
ard C. Adams and representing that he is a Delaware Indian, 
a citizen of the United States and of the Cherokee Nation, rela- 
tive to the granting of land warrants as bounties to the Dela- 
ware Indians. I move that the paper be printed as a docu- 
ment (S. Doc. No. 134) and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COOPERATION IN AGRICULTURE, 


Mr. CLAPP. I present a paper read before the Southern 
States Association of Agriculture and other agricultural work- 
ers at Columbia, 8. C., October, 1907, by Hon. Willet M. Hays, 
Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, on “ Cooperation in Agri- 
culture.” I ask that the paper be referred to the Committee on 
Printing, with a view to having it printed a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so re- 
ferred. 

THE TARIFF, 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of 
the Senate a moment to proffer a request. 

An impression seems to have been created in some quarters 
that, in their action on the tariff bill, which is now in confer- 
ence, the Democrats of the Senate have commonly and seri- 
ously divided among themselves and have often voted with the 
protectionist majority. How unfounded this is, when the whole 
subject is considered, is fully and clearly disclosed by a state- 
ment which I will present without reading, taken from the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, of the votes cast on the more important 
amendments which were proposed and on the final passage of 
the bill. 

With the exception of the votes on iron ore, coal, lumber, and 
hides, the Democratic vote was practically a unit, and on hides 
it was virtually a unit when coupled with the proposition that 
leather, boots, and shoes should also be placed on the free list. 
On the income-tax amendment to the bill the Democratic vote 
was unanimous, and on oil, tea and coffee, print paper and wood 
pulp it was substantially so. Still more significant and im- 
portant, on all subjects of the bill which particularly and more 
directly affect the consuming masses and the cost of living, 
such as crockery, cutlery, glassware, sugar, household goods 
generally, agricultural implements, blankets, flannels and hats, 
leather, boots and shoes, iron and steel and their products, in- 
cluding cotton ties, cotton manufactures, wool and manufac-. 
tures of wool, in fact, on all articles affected by the tariff which 
enter into the daily needs of the people, the Democratic vote 
was in effect unanimous and was for much lower duties than 
those which were adopted. 

It was upon Democratic initiative, moreover, that sulphate 
of ammonia, Paris green and London purple, oleostearin, and 
cotton bagging were placed on the free list in the Senate bill, 
which are the principal benefits to farmers and fruit growers 
in the bill, and it was also due to Democratic initiative that 
the tax on tea and coffee was stricken from the maximum pro- 
vision of the Senate measure. 

With this general explanation of its scope and effect, I ask 
that the statement to which I have referred may be inserted in 
the Recorp without reading as a part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none. ’ 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Votes on amendments to the bill (H. R. 1488) 
reported to the Senate from the Committee on 


May 7. 


Paragraph 179. Lead-bearing ores of all kinds, 14 cents und 
on the Tead contained therein. (Committee amendment.) oe 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 53 (1 Democrat), nays 19 (all Democrats), not voting 19. 

So the committee amendment was agreed to. 

May 10. 

Paragraph 180. Lead dross, lead bullion, ete. cents per pound; 
lead in sheets, pipe, etc., 24 cents per pound. «oe a a : 

Mr. CUMMINS moved to amend the amendment of the committee by 
striking out the words “two and one-eighth” and insert “one and 
seven-eighths;”’ so as to read: “1% cents per pound.” 


to provide revenue, etc. 
Finance April 12, 1909.” 
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On wack i: Soltoming ye nays ye 4a (1 J (Demo ot 
Yeas epublicans), nays ‘Dem not vo 
Mr. BEVERIDGE moved to oh tise -. an 
the committee a eee eee words “All fhe 
2 cents per pound.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 37 (11 Republicans), nays 45 (all Mepeiiieans), not voting 9. 

So Mr. BEVERIDGE’sS amen was rejec 
May 13. 


Paragraph 11534 cqomeutiine oe- Iron ore, including man- 
ganiferous iron ore, etc., 25 cents 


On which the followin vote was mae 

Yeas 61 (18 Democrats), ‘na ys 24 (14 Republicans), not voting 6. 

So the amendment of the Comaatttse was agreed to, 

twee 14, 

Pa 118. Bar iron, e 

Mr. CumMMINsS offered the. lions t to o 
Paragraph 118 x awe line A. ees word “ section,” § 
to strike out “ five-tenths ; 


and in line 11, 
after the oar “ duty of to -- 4 out Sie ths” and insert 
“ three-tenths.” 
On which the following vote was had 
Republicans), nays 42 (1. Democra t), not voting 14. 


7 35 (11 

So the amendment of Mr. CoMMINs was re 

= the same paragraph Mr. McLaurin offered the following amend- 
nt: 

“Trace cha’ plows, plow 


etc., when imported 


had: 
Yeas 22 (all Democrats), nays 52 (1 Democrat), not voting 17. 


May 18. 


yarege® 151. Razors, etc. 
Mr. Stone moved to 0 sttie out out that part 4 “ee copes amendment 
beginn with the word ape ® 1, and ending with 
“ad valorem,” in din lines 1 ae — a insert the feol- 
owing: 

= ee and razor blades, finished or unfinished, valued at less than 

Se , 0 cents pet dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem valued 

ah per dozen and less than $3 es $1 and 15 per 
cent ad valorem; valued at $3 per dozen or more, Peto oe per dozen and 
20 per cent ad valorem. ~ 

Ye wee us the soeieant vote wee ail atten 

eas 9 Republ icans), mays all Repu ns), not voting 12. 
amendment w . - 


So Mr. Srony’s was re 
5 low aoe moved to strike out the paragraph (151) and insert the 
ollowing : 
clasp knives, etc., razors and blad 
finished or unfinished, 4 - cent ad al . — ~ 


“ Scissors and ee a , 30 = cent ad valorem.” 
On which the foll aikeal 
a“? oa is Republicans), nays o1 (all Republicans), not voting 12, 
se? s suepiment was rejected. 
raph ‘able, chers’, carving, cooks’, etc., knives, et 
alter a moved to strike out’ the paragraph (153) and y Pom y the 
oO 


; butchers’, carving, cooks’, ete., knives, ete, 30 per cent ad 
valorem, Pe 


? ay PT peeeres —_— "33 (all R bli 
eas a mocra nays epublicans), not voting 15. 
So the amendment of Mr. CON was rejected. , ee 


May 19. 


Paregze ph 195. Sneek ashe clause of the metal schedule. 
7 eK rticlen as ast & special idea f ci “an a2 
or wares c rov a n section, com- 
ouns betwen or in chief wales 0 5 ‘he, steel,” 
Sen following vote 8 eewa 
Yeas" ~¥ 9 Republicans), mays 40 (all Republicans), not voting 21. 
IVER’s amendment was rejected. 


May 24, 
Paragraph —. Lumber. 
Amendment offered oe ‘Mr. Semoun “ fom = the amendment 
was to e ou agraphs 197 
Boer 200, B01: od, 304, and 205 in Schedule ‘D azo strike out all 0 
yesoe graph 708, free 1 the word “ plank insert in lieu 
ereof ‘and all kinds % of Poa timber, iat, “- les, Plckets, pal- 
,” ete., “and all other lumber not speciali provided 
o which Mr. JounsTon of Alabama offered = al amend- 
men 
“Nothing contained in this act shall prevent the admission free of 
euty of the following articles: Lumber of all kinds, laths, shingles, 
oe etc. 
On which the following vote was had: 
Yeas 13 (all pomocsats), *8 nays 3 64 (10 Democrats), not voting 14. 
the amendment Jounston of Alabama to the amendment 
of Mr. McCuMBEr was rejected. 
e following vote was had on the amendment of Mr. McCumser 
referred to above: 
Yeas 25 (15 Republicans), nays 56 (17 Deseerats), not voting 10. 
So Mr. McCumBer’s amendment was rejected 


May 27. 


Eee aph 213. Sugar. 
RISTOW moved to strike out _ the committee eegeGeeent the 

oui “and on r above No. 16 Dutch standard in color. 

On which the foll vote was had: 

Yeas 86 (11 Republicans), nays 47 (2 Democrats), not voting 8. 

So Mr. Bristow’s amen ment was ee 

Mr. Bristow also offered an @ 
strike out the word “ ni ” and insert “ Tclght -two and one-half,” so 
as » read: “ i cent and eighty-two and one-half hundredths of one 
cent per pound.” 


On which the following vote wae pat: 
Yeas 32 (6 Republicans), nays 53 (2 Democrats), not voting 6. 
So Mr. Bristow’s amendmen “a rejected. 
JUNE 5. 
Paragraph 313. Cotton cloth, etc. (p. 97, line 24), valued at not over 
7 cents per square yard, not bleached, etc. “1 cent per square yard.” 
(First- committee amendment.) 


o the same pa aph to 
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On which the follow vote was had: 
Yeas 41 (2 Democrats), nays 30 (10 Republicans), not voting 20. 
So the amendment of the committee was agr to. 

Second committee amendment Fa posrgeers : 313, page 98, line 6, after 
the word “yard” ol cee semicolon “Valued at over 7 and 
not over 9 cents dn at ng yard, — ‘cents per square yard,” etc. 

On shah to. the following vote was ha 

a 39 (2 Democrats), nays 28 ae Republicans), not voting 24. 

o the amendment of committee was agree 

The next amendment of the committee to paragraph 313 was, on page 
98, line 21, after the word “ yard” and the semico —_ insert: “ Valued 
at over 9 and not over 11 cents per somes yard,” e 

On which the vote was 

Yeas 39 (2 Democrats), nays 29 Go Republicans), not yoting 23. 

So the amendment a the committee was agreed t 


June 7. 


vette ins MY Committee amendment to amend the amendment on 
rat aan out after the word “counted” and re- 

a of pa ragraph, inserting 

“In the Soourte ament of any <s all the particulars or descrip- 
tions upon which the duties, cumulative or other, imposed upon cot- 
ton cloth are made to depend, the entire fabric and parts thereof and 
all the threads of which it is composed shall be included.” 

Upon which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 41 (2 Democrats), nays 26 (9 Republicans), not voting 24. 

So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

Paragraph 321. Cotton cloth, ete. 

Mr. IVER moved to amend the a on page 111, line 3 
after the word “ yard” to strike out remainder of the paragraph. 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 32 (11 Republicans, mays 38 (1 Democrat), not voting 21. 

So Mr. DOLLIVER’s amendment was rejected. 


June 9. 


Paragraph 372. Wools advanced from a scoured state, etc. (which 
had been previously to). 

Mr. Dotaaver moved to reconsider and offered a substitute for the 
committee paragraph ; which was rejected by the following vote : 

Yeas 29 (8 Republicans), nays 42 (1 Democrat), not voting 20. 


June 10. 
Pa 373. 
Mr. Liver offered the following amendment: Strike out the com- 
mittee paragraph afid insert the following: 

“373. On yarns made wholly or in part of wool, valued at not 
more than 40 27% cents per pune on the wool con- 
tained therein; valued at more than 40 cents pe o posnd, 883 cents per 
pound on the wool contained therein; and, in paddi ion ‘omen on all 
the foregoing, 35 per cent ad valorem.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 31 (9 icans), nays 43 (1 Democrat), not voting 17. 

So Mr. DoLLIvEeR’s amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 374. Cloths, knit fabrics, etc. 

Mr. DoLuiver moved to strike out the committee paragraph and in- 


sert the followin 

“384. Cloths, Enit fabrics, etc., made wholly or in part of wool, etc., 
valued at ae more than 40 cents per pound, $3 cents per pound on the 
wool contained ; valued above 40 cents per pound, 44 cents per 
pound, etc. ; and in addition thereto, on all the foregoing, 50 per cent 
ad valorem: Provided, That all manufactures in part of wool not spe- 
cially provided for in this schedule, when composed in chief value of 
a material other than wool, shall be subject to the rate at which the 
same would be chargeable "under this section if composed wholly of 
the material thereof of chief value, and in addition thereto shall be 
subject to a duty of 44 cents per pound on the wool contained therein.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 30 (9 Republicans), nays 42 (1 Democrat), not voting 19. 

Se Mr. DoLiiver’s amendment was ae 2 

ee: a also offered the follow as a substitute for para- 
grap 

* Woolen or worsted cloths, woolen or worsted shawls, etc., valued 
at not exceeding 40° cents —_ 35 eents per . and in addi- 
tion thereto 35 per cent ad valorem ; valued above 60 cents per pound, 
45 cents pe pound, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem.” 

On which es following vote was 

Yeas 30 (9 Republicans), nays 43 nt Democrat), not voting 18. 

So Mr. deeantete amendment was rejected 

Paragraph 375. s, and flannels for underwear. etc. 

Mr. DOLLAVER a substitute —~— Heu of paragraph 375. 

On which the following vote was had 

Yeas 31 (9 Republicans), nays 43 (1 Democrat), not voting 17. 

So Mr. DOLLIVER’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DoLtrver also proposed to strike out paragraph 375 and insert 
the following as a new parapraph: 

“375. Flannels —— and hats, etc., valued at not exceeding 30 
a . cents per pound; valued at above 30 cents and not 
exc ng aaa ha pe pound, 12 cents per pound; valued above 40 

ot exceeding 60 cents per pound, 18 cents per 
pound ; ont in addition thereto, upon all the above-named articles, 35 
per cent ad valorem ; ; valued at above 60 cents per pound, 45 cents per 
pound, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 29 (9 Republicans), nays 43 (1 Democrat), not voting 19. 

So Mr. DoLiIver’s amendment was rejected 

Paragraph 876. Women’s and children’s dress goods, etc. 

Mr. Douutver offered the following in lieu of paragraph 376: 

“376. Women’s and children’s ciress goods,” etc., “ valued at not more 
than 20 cents per square yard, }1 cents per square yard and 25 per 
cent ad valorem; valued at more than 20 cents per square yard, 11 
cents per square yard and 35 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That on 
all the foregoing weighing over 4 ounces per square yard the duty shall 
be the same as is imposed by this schedule on cloths.” 

On which the following vote was had 

Yeas 30 (9 Republicans), nays 41 (ail Republicans), not voting 20. 

So Mr. DoLLIVER’s amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 879. Webbings, gorings, suspenders, etc. - 

Mr. Douutver offered the following in lieu of paragraph 379: 

“379. Webbings, gorings,” etc., “ any of the foregoing made of wool 
or of which wool is a component material,” ete., “50 cents per pound on 
the wool contained therein, and in addition "thereto 60 per cent ad 
valorem,” ete. 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 32 (9 Republicans), nays 43 (1 Democrat), not voting 16. 

So Mr. DotLiver’s amendment was rejected. 
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Paragraph 370. Woolen rags, mungo, and flocks, 10 cents per pound. 

Mr. Dotitver offered the following amendment to be placed at the 
end of the paragraph : 

** Provided, That in no case shall the duty upon wools, wool wastes, 
noils, or any of the articles in the previous paragraphs of this sched- 
ule exceed 60 per cent ad valorem.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 27 (9 Republicans), nays 39 (1 Democrat), not voting 25. 

So Mr. DOLLIVER’s amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 365. The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class 
shall be 11 cents per pound, and upon ail wools or hair of the second 
class, 12 cents per pound. (Which had been previously agreed to.) 

Mr. DOLLIVER moved to reconsider, and proposed to strike out the 
paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

* 365. The duty upon all wool and hair of the first and second classes 
shall be based upon the shrinkage,” etc.; “if shrinking 65 per cent or 
more, 11 cents per pound; if shrinking less than 65 per cent and not 
more than 55 per cent, 13 cents per pound; if shrinking less than 55 
per cent and not more than 45 per cent, 16 cents per pound,” etc. 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 21 (9 Republicans), nays 37 (1 Democrat), not voting 33. 

So Mr. DOLLIvER’s amendment was rejected. 


JUNE 11. 

Yarns made wholly or in part of wool. 

Mr. Bacon offered an amendment to the paragraph, which was re- 
jected by the following vote: 

Yeas 21 (all Democrats), nays 50 (all Republicans), not voting 20. 

Mr. BACON also offered sundry amendments, which were rejected by 
the following vote: 

Yeas 20 (all Democrats), nays 50 (1 Democrat), not voting 21. 

Paragraph 375. Blankets, flannels, etc. 

Mr. Gorw moved that the paragraph be reconsidered and offered the 
following amendment to come in at end of paseerae : “ Provided, 
however, That in no case shall the duty on blankets exceed 75 per 
cent ad valorem,”’ on which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 29 (7 Republicans), nays 43 (1 mocrat), not voting 19. 

So Mr. Gore’s amendment was rejected. 


SCHEDULS K. 


On motion of Mr. CuMMIns to recommit Schedule K to the Finance 
Committee, with instructions to again consider the same and report a 
schedule as follows: 

1. With the duties on wool unchanged. 

2. With the so-called “compensatory duties” to the woolen manu- 
facturer that will measure the difference in price and provide reason- 
able profit, etc. 

3. A further duty on imported woolen manufactures, etc. 

The following vote was had: 

Yeas 8 (all Republicans), nays 59 (16 Democrats), not voting 24. 

So Mr. CUMMINS’s motion was not agreed to. 


JUNE 16. 


Paragraph 471d. Philippine duties, etc. ; 

Mr. FLETCHER offered the following amendment to the paragraph : 
Page 1, line 5, strike out the colon after the word “countries” and 
add the words “ except as —— by existing law now in force; 
strike out the remainder of the substitute, so that it will read: 

“471d. There shall be 
coming into the United States from the Philippine Islands the rates 
of duty which are required to be levied, collected, and paid upon like 
articles imported from foreign countries, except as provided by exist- 
ing law now in force.” 

Upon which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 26 (5 Republicans), nays 43 (all Republicans), not voting 22. 

Paragraph 190. Zinc. 

Mr. Sronn offered the following amendment: After the _ figures 
“190,” numbering the paragraph, strike out the remainder of the para- 
graph and insert: = 

‘Zine in blocks or pigs,” etc., “shall be admitted free of duty. 

On which the following vote was had: “ 

Yeas 16 (all Democrats), nays 49 (all Republicans), not voting 26. 


JUNE 17. 


Paragraph 409. Writing, letter, note paper, etc. 

Mr. Bristow offered the following amendment to the proposed sub- 
stitute of the committee for paragraph 409: 

On line At, pegs 165, strike out “three” and insert “two,” so that 
it will read “ 2 cents a pound and 15 per cent ad valorem.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 27 (10 Republicans), nays 35 (all 

So Mr. Bristow’s amendment was rejected. 


JUNE 18. 


Paragraph 405. Printing paper, etc. 

Mr. Brown offered the following amendment: In paragraph 405, 
age 157, in lines 20, 21, and 22, it is proposed to strike out the fol- 
owing words: “ Valued at not above 234 cents per pound, one-tenth of 
i cent per pound.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 29 (4 Republicans), nays 52 (all Republicans), not voting 11. 

Mr. ALDRICH, on behalf of the committee offered the following amend- 
ment: On page 157, line 21, in paragraph 405, strike out “ one-tenth ” 
and insert in lieu thereof “ two-tenths,” so as to read: 

“ Valued at not above 2} cents per pound, two-tenths of a cent per 

ound.” 

. To which Mr. LA FoLierte offered the following amendment: In 
line 22 age 157, after the word ‘“ pound,” 
- Provided > 
which time the rate shall be one-tenth of 1 cent per pound.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 31 (9 Republicans), nays 44 (2 Democrats), not voting 17. 

So Mr. LA FOLLETTR’S amendment was rejected. 

On the amendment of Mr. ALDRICH (on behalf of the committee) the 
following vote was had: 

Yeas 44 (1 Democrat), nays 32 (8 Republicans), not voting 16. 

JUNE 22. 

Paragraph 4474. Hides, etc. 

Mr. Grou offered the following amendment to the paragraph: 
“Teather made from the hides of cattle; boots and shoes made of 
leather,” etc., “all the foregoing shall be admitted free of duty.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 26 (4 Republicans), nays 48 (1 Democrat), not voting 18. 


levied, collected, and paid upon all articles | 


Republicans), not voting 29. 
ed. 








insert the following: | 
That, this rate shall be effective until July 1, 1912, after | 


| comma; also, after the word “ ton,’ 


JUNE 23. 

paregeene 197. Lumber, etc. 

Mr. UMBER moved to amend the substitute of the committee by 
striking out the words “ and 50 cents,” in line 4 of the amendment, so 
that it will read: 

““Sawed lumber, not specially provided in this section, $1 per thou- 
sand feet board measure.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 26 (15 Republicans), nays 44 (11 Democrats), not voting 22. 

So Mr. McCUMBER’S amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCumber offered the following amendment to the amendment of 
the committee: In_ line 8, to strike out “ fifty” and insert “ twenty- 
five,” so as to read: 

“For one side so planed or finished, 25 cents per 100 feet board 
measure.” 

In line 11 strike out “ seventy-five ’ and insert “ fifty,” so as to read, 
“50 cents per 1,000 feet board measure;” in line 12, and line 1 on 
page 2, strike out the words “one dollar and twelve and a half cents” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ seventy-five cents; and after the 
word “ grooving,” in line 2, page 2, strike out the word “ or” and insert 
“75 cents; for;” and in line 3 strike out the words “ fifty cents,” so as 
to read “$1 r thousand feet,”’ so as to make the amendment read: 

“For one side so planed or finished, 25 cents per 1,000 feet board 
measure; for planing or finishing on one side and tontuing and groov- 
ing or for planing and finishing on two sides, 50 cents per 1, feet 
board measure; for planing or finishing on three sides, 75 cents per 
1,000 feet board measure; for planing and finishing on two sides and 
tonguing and grocring, 75 cents; for planing and finishing on four 
sides, $1 per 1, feet board measure ; and in estimating board measure 
under this schedule no deduction shall be made on board measure on 
account of planing, tonguing, and grooving.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 30 (17 Republicans), nays 49 (10 Democrats), not voting 13. 

So Mr. McCuMBER’s amendment to the amendment of the committee 
was rejected. 

Paragraph 424. Coal, bituminous and shale, 60 cents per ton, etc. 
Mr. McCumBER moved to amend the proposed amendment by strik- 
ing out the word “sixty,” after the word “ shale,” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “ forty.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 28 (12 Democrats), nays 45 (35-Republicans), not votin: 

So the amendment of Mr. McCumMBeEr to the amendment of 
mittee was rejected. J 24 

UNE 24, 


Paragraph 448. Leather, etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH, on behalf of the committee, offered the following 
amendment to paragraph 448: On page 179, line 21, strike out “ fifteen 
and insert “ eee 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 32 (all Republicans), nays 24 (8 Republicans), not voting 36. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 448. Leather, etc. 

Mr. Bristow offered the following amendment as a substitute for 
paragraph 448: 

* Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted,” etc., “ shall 
be admitted into the ports of the United States free of duty: Provided, 
That articles mentioned in this paragraph, if imported from a countr: 
which levies an import duty on like articles imported from the Unit 
os shall be subject to the rate of duty existing prior to the passage 
of this act.” 

Mr. ALDRICH moved to lay the amendment on the table, on which the 
following vote was had: 

Yeas 33 (all Republicans), nays 23 (6 Republicans), not voting 36. 

So Mr. Bristow’s amendment was laid on the table. 

JUNE 25. 

Paragraph 116. Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleisen, ferroman- 
ganese, etc. : 

Mr. CUMMINS offered the following amendment to the paragraph : 

On page 32, line 18, after the word “ ferromanganese,” strike out 
the words “ wrought and cast scrap iron, and scrap steel,’”’ and the 
strike out the semicolon and the 
remainder of the paragraph, so as to read: 

“Tron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleisen, and ferromanganese, $2.50 
per ton.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 28 (11 Republicans), nays 42 (4 Democrats), not voting 22. 

So the amendment of Mr. CUMMINS was rejected. 

Mr. CuMMINS also offered the following amendment to the same 
paragraph : 

In paragraph 116, pres, 82, line 19, strike out “$2” and insert 
“$1,” so as to read “$1.50 per ton.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 26 (12 Republicans), nays 45 (6 Democrats), not yoting 21. 

So the amendment of Mr. CUMMINS was rejected. 

Paragraph 37%. Petroleum, etc. ‘ 

Mr. PENROSE Offered the following amendment as an additional para- 
graph: 

“Paragraph 37}. Petroleum, crude, one-half cent per gallon,” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 34 (1 Democrat), nays 40 (18 Republicans), not yoting 18. 

So the amendment of Mr. PENROSE was rejected. 


June 26. 


Paragraph 6514. Plows, etc. (free et 

Mr. Bacon pro to insert the following paragraph in the free 
list, to be designated as paragraph 6514— 

“6513. Plows, tooth and disk harrows, pervemers, etc.: Provided, 
That articles mentioned in this aragraph, if imported from a count 
which lays an import duty on like articles imported from the Unit 
States, shall be subject to duties existing prior to the passage of this 
act.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 26 (3 Republicans), nays 45 (all Republicans), not yoting 21. 

Paragraph 4724 (free list). Lumber, etc. 


19. 
e com- 


Mr. Davis moved to insert the following in the free list as an addl- 
tional paragraph : 
“4723. Sawed boards, planks, deals, all other lumber of whitewood 


sycamore, basswood, and all sawed lumber of every kind, whether dressed 


or undressed, finished or unfinished, shall be admitted free of duty.” 
On which the following vote was had: 
Yeas 18 (11 Republicans), nays 37 (5 Democrats), not voting 87. 
So the amendment of Mr. Davis was rejected. 
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Paragraph 349. Bags or sacks, etc. 
M 0 


Mr. insert the following amendment at the end of 
the paragraph : 
“ Except Fate grain bags, known commercially as standard calcutta, 
©2 inches by 32 inches grain bags, which shall be admitted free of duty. 
On which the following vote was had: 
Yeas 25 (10 Republicans), nays 33 (1 Democrat), not voting 34. 
So the amendment of Mr. Jonzs was rejected. 


JUNE 28. 


Paragraphs 116, 118, 119, 124, 125, 129, 134, and 160. Iron and iron 
roducts. 
’ To each of which Mr. CUMMINS offered amendments. 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 31 (10 Republicans), nays 40 (1 Democrat), not voting 21. 

So the amendments of Mr. CUMMINS were rejected. 

Paragraph 5834. Hoop or band iron, ete., for cotton ties. 

Mr. CULBERSON offered the following amendment to be added as a 
new paragraph on the free list: 

“5834. Hoop or band fron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, or 
wholly or partly manufactured into h or ties, coated or not coated 
with paint or any other preparation, with or without buckles or fasten- 
ings, for baling cotton or any other commodity.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 31 (10 Republicans), nays 38 (all Republicans), not yoting 23. 

So Mr. CULBERSON’s amendment was rejected. 


JouLy 2, 


Corporation-tax amendment. The following vote was had on the 
amendment of Mr. ALDRIcH to the substitute proposed by Mr. Lopcz 
to the income-tax amendment: 

Yeas 45 (all Republicans), nays 31 (7 Republicans), not voting 16. 

So = amendment of Mr. ALDRICH to the substitute of Mr. Lop¢s was 
agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH offered the foregoing amendment as a substitute for the 
amendment proposed by Mr. BaILry. 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 45 (all Republicans), nays 31 (7 Republicans), not voting 16. 

So aa ALDRICH’s substitute for Mr. BAILgy’s amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. Bacon offered the following amendment to the substitute. 

The SecreTary. It is proposed to insert at the conclusion of the 
first par ph of section 4: ' 

“ Provided, That the pooviees of this section shall not apply to any 
corporation or association organized and o' for religious, char- 
itable, or educational purposes, no part of the profit of which inures to 
the benefit of any private stockholder or individual, but all of the fit 
of which is In good faith devoted to the said religious, charitable, or 
educational purposes ; 

“ Provided et That the provisions of this section shall not apply 
to incorporations or associations of fraternal orders or organizations 
designed and o ted exclusively for mutual benefit or for the mutual 
assistance of its members; 

“ Provided further, That the provisions of this section shall not apply 
to any insurance or other corporations or associations organized and 
operated exclusively for the mutual benefit of its members in which there 
are no joint-stock shares entitled to dividends or individual profit to 
the holders thereof. 

“ Provided further, That the provisions of this section shall not apply 
to any corporation or association designed and operated solely for 
mercantile business, the gross sales of which do not exceed $250,000 per 
annum.” 

On the motion of Mr. Atpricu to lay the amendment on the table 
the following vote was had: 

Yeas 42 (all Republicans), nays 32 (8 Republicans), not voting 18. 

So Mr. Bacon’s amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. Bacon also offered the following amendment to the amendment: 

“9. That every corporation, joint-stock company and association, and 
every person in the United States holding the bonds, debentures, or other 
evidences of indebtedness of eur suupesetion or association organized 
under the laws of either the United States or of any State or Territory 
of the United States shall, upon the right to hold and possess said bonds 
and to collect the principal and interest of said bonds, be subject to pay 
annually a ial excise tax Sqeveeent to 2 per cent upon the annual 
interest payable upon said bonds. 

“That every corporation, joint-stock company and association having 
outstanding bonds upon which interest is payable annually, semiannu- 
ally, or quarterly, or at less intervals of time, shall on the ist day of 
October of each i make out and transmit to the collector of internal 
revenue for the district in which said corporation, company, or associa- 
tion shall be situated a report of the said outstanding bonds, the de- 
nominations of said bonds, the aggregate amount of the same, the rate 
of interest payable on the same, and the dates when said interest is due 
and payable, which report shall be transmitted forthwith by the collector 
to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. It shall further be the duty 
of every such corporation, company, and association when such interest 
becomes due and payable to uct and retain the proportion of said 
amount payable to each of the holders of said bonds, the amount of ex- 
cise tax payable by said bondholder under the provisions of this section, 
and to thereafter pay the same to the said collector of internal revenue 
under the rules and regulations which shall be prescribed by the Com- 

missioner of Internal Hevenue ; and the receipt of the said collector of 
internal revenue for the said amounts thus paid to him by said corpo- 
ration, company, or association shall be received by said bondholder, to 
the extent named therein, in payment of the amount due upon the bond 
or bonds so held by him.” 

And on the motion of Mr. ALDricn to lay the amendment on the table 
the following vote was had: 

Yeas 41 (all Republicans), nays 34 (8 Republicans), not voting 17. 

So Mr. Bacon’s amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 
» = the corporation-tax amendment as amended the following vote was 

ad : 

Yeas 59 (15 Democrats), nays 11 (8 Republicans), not voting 22. 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 


Jory 3. 
MAXIMUM AND MINIMUM. 


Mr. ALDRICH moved to insert, on page 224, after line 16, the follow- 
ing as section 2: 

“The provisions of the dutiable list and the free list of this section 
shall constitute the minimum tariff of the United States,” etc. 





Le CouLpErson offered the following amendment to the proposed 
section : 

On page 4, line 4, after the word “ required,” insert the following: 

“ Not exceeding seven, no more than four of whom shall belong to any 
one political party, who shall each receive a salary of $7,500 per 


annum. 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 17 (1 Republican), nays 43 (all Republicans), not voting 32. 

So Mr. CULBERSON’s amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. Gore offered section 4 of the Dingley Act as a substitute for sec- 
tion 2 of the pending proposition. 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 16 (3 Republicans), nays 39 (all Republicans), not voting 37. 

So Mr. Gorr’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. Dotiiver offered the following amendment to the amendment: 

At the end of line 2, on page 4, insert the following: 

“A commission is hereby created and established in the Treasury 
Department, to be known as the ‘ customs commission,’” etc. 

bn which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 23 (11 Republicans), nays 28 (1 Democrat), not voting 41. 

So Mr. DoLtrver’s amendment was rejected. 

The following vote was then had on the amendment offered by Mr. 
ALDRICH : 

Yeas 36 (all Republicans), nays 18 (4 Republicans), not voting 38. 

So the amendment of Mr. ALDRICH was agreed to. 


Juty 5. 

S. J. R. 40. To amend the Constitution of the United States relative 
to the income-tax provision, ete. 

Mr. Barter offered the following amendment to the resolution: In 
line 5, strike out the word “legislatures” and insert the word “ con- 
ventions.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 30 (6 Republicans), nays 46 (1 Democrat), not voting 16. 

The following vote was then had on the joint resolution: 

Yeas 77, not voting 15. 

So the joint resolution was passed unanimously. 


Juuy 7. 
CORPORATION-TAX AMENDMENT. 


Mr. Barttey offered an income-tax measure as a substitute for the 
amendment. 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 28 (5 Republicans), nays 47 (all ene, not voting 17. 

So Mr. BalLey’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. Bacon offered the following as an amendment to the section: 

At the end of the section add the following: 

“Provided, That the provisions of this section shall not apply to any 
corporation or association designed and operated solely for mercantile 
business, the gross sales of which do not exceed $150,000 per annum.” 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 27 (6 Republicans), nays 45 (all Republicans), not voting 20. 

So the amendment of Mr. Bacon was rejected. 

Mr. NEWLANDS offered the following amendment to the section: On 
page 371, after the word “association” and the comma in line 14, 
strike out all down to and including the words “ District of Columbia,” 
at the end of line 21, and insert: 

“ Engaged in the business of refining oil or sugar, or in the manu- 
facture of any commodity included in the dutiable list of this act, whose 
gross receipts exceed $ ,000 per annum.” 

Mr. ALDRICH moved to lay the amendment on the table. 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 46 (1 Democrat), nays 24 ¢ Republicans), not yoting 22. 

So the amendment submitted by Mr. NewLANpDs was laid on the table. 

Mr. McLaurtn submitted an amendment to the section and Mr. 
ALpRICH moved to lay the amendment on the table. 

On which the following vote was had: 

Yeas 46 (all Republicans), nays 24 (4 Republicans), not voting 22. 

So Mr. McLAuRIN’s amendment was laid on the table. 


JuLty ®&. 
CORPORATION-TAX PROVISION. 


Mr. Bacon, on behaif of Mr. Cray, offered an amendgent to the cor- 
poration-tax provision to tax stock-exchange and bucKket-shop transac- 
tions, which amendment Mr. ALDRICH moved to lay on the table. 

On which the following vote was had: ¢ 

Yeas 44 (1 Democrat), nays 34 (11 Republicans), not voting 14. 

So Mr. CLAy’s amendment was laid on the table. 


TOBACCO AMENDMENT. 


Mr. DANIEL offered an amendment to the tobacco amendment. 
On which the following vote was had: 
Yeas 24 (all Democrats), nays 53 (all Republicans), not voting 15. 
So Mr. DANIEL’s amendment was rejected. 
The following vote was then had on the tobacco amendment increas- 
ing taxation: 
Yeas 52 (all Republicans), nays 25 (all Democrats), not voting 15. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
ph 637. Oils, etc. : ‘ 
Mr. CurTIs offered the following amendment to the paragraph: 
At the end of the paragraph, on page 232, add the following: “Pro- 
vided, That if there be imported into the United States crude petroleum 
roduced in any country which imposes a duty on petroleum exported 
rom the United States there shall in such cases be levied, paid, and 
collected a duty upon said petroleum so imported one-half of the duty 
imposed by such country: vided further, That importers of crude 
petroleum shall not be entitled to the drawback provisions of this act.” 
On which the following vote was had: 
Yeas 44 (2 Democrats), nays 31 (9 Republicans), not voting 17. 
Mr. STONE proposed the following, to be added as a new paragraph to 
tne. Par ae 581. Hides, etc., boots and sl 
ragra ° etc., and shoes,” etc. 
Mr. ALDRIcH moved to lay the amendment on the table. 
On which the following vote was had: j 
Yeas 45 (1 Democrat), nays 28 (7 Republicans), not voting 19. 
So Mr. Stone’s amendment was laid on the table. ; 
Mr. Burton offered the following amendment, to be inserted in the 
free list’ as a new papecrees: 7 
“Paragraph 4933. Asphaltum and bitumen, crude, if not dried or 
otherwise advanced in — manner.” 
Mr. ALDRICH moved to lay the amendment on the table. 
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On which the following vote was had: 


Yeas 37_(1 Democrat), nays 29 (9 Republicans), not voting 26. 
So Mr. BurTON’s amendment was laid on the table. 


Mr. Bacon offered the following, to be added as a new paragraph to 
the free list: 


“Paragraph 5833. Hoop or band iron, etc., for baling cotton or any 
other commodity.” 


Mr. ALDRICH moved to lay the amendment on the table. 
On which the following vote was had: 
Yeas 43 (all Republicans), nays 31 (6 Republicans), not voting 18. 
So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was laid on the table. 
Schedule K. Wool and manufactures of. 
Mr. La FOLLETTE offered sundry amendments to the schedule. 
On which the following vote was had: 
Yeas 33 (9 Republicans), nays 45 (1 Democrat), not voting 14. 
So Mr. La FOLLETTE’s amendments were rejected. 
The following vote was then had on the bill (H. R. 1488): 
Yeas 45 (1 Democrat), nays 34 (10 Republicans), not voting 13. 
So the bill was passed. 

ACCOUNTS OF POSTMASTERS IN KENTUCKY, 


Mr. BRADLEY. I desire to offer a resolution. I believe it 
is out of order to have action on it at this time. By unani- 
mous consent I ask that it may lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky sub- 
mits a resolution, which he asks may be read and lie on the 
table. The Secretary will read the resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 69), as follows: 

Senate resolution 69. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as postmasters at post-offices in the State 
of Kentucky in biennial terms between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 
1874, whose names and periods of service agoese in applications before 
1887 on file in the department, the salary of each former postmaster to 
be stated for each specified term of service by commisstons and box 
rents, as shown by the registered returns of each former postmaster on 
file in the sixth auditor’s office, and to show the exact excess of the 
salary by commissions and box rents over the salary paid in every 
case where the paid salary is 10 per cent less than the salary by box 
rents and commissions; and to comply in all respects with the public 
order of the Postmaster-General of February 17, 1884, for stating such 
salary accounts of former postmasters under the act of March 3, 1883: 
and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury the better to comply with 
this resolution the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to turn over 
to the sixth auditor all the data now in his hands pertaining to each 
and every such claim. 


Mr. CARTER. I think that the resolution, relating to the ac- 
counts of the Post-Office Department, should be referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from 
Kentucky was that the resolution should lie on the table. 

Mr. CARTER. To that I have no objection, but I make the 
suggestion now that after the matter shall have rested on the 
table such time as the Senator from Kentucky may desire, I 
shall insist that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KEAN, I will say to the Senator from Montana that 
the Committee on Claims have had those claims before them 
for a great many years. 

Mr. CARTER. I recall a series of accounts involving a very 
wide range of inquiry concerning post-office matters, reaching 
back to about 1860. It is a very complicated affair, and it will 
reguire careful attention before any action is taken by the Sen- 
ate locking tg a requirement of the statement of accounts by 
the President. 

Mr. KEAN. I agree with the Senator from Montana. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will lie on the table. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 11570. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o’clock 


and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 
26, 1909, at 12 o’clock meridian, 





NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 23, 1909. 


ASSISTANT DIREcToR OF CENSUS. 


William F. Willoughby, of the District of Columbia, to be 
Assistant Director of the Thirteenth Decennial Census. 


MINISTER TO CHINA. 


Charles R. Crane, of Illinois, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States of America to 


China, vice William Woodville Rockhill, appointed ambassador 
extraordinary and plenipotentiary to Russia. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


First Lieut. Alfred A. Maybach, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
eaptain from July 18, 1909, vice Capt. Samuel S. O’Connor, who 
died on that date. 

INFANTRY ARM. 


Capt. George B. Duncan, Fourth Infantry, to be major from 
July 19, 1909, vice Maj. Wallis O. Clark, Second Infantry, re 
tired from active service on that date. 

First Lieut. Henry A. Ripley, Twenty-second Infantry, to be 
eaptain from June 12, 1909, vice Capt. Alden C. Knowles, Thir- 
tieth Infantry, detailed in the Signal Corps on that date. 

First Lieut, William A. Kent, Twenty-second Infantry, to be 
captain from June 25, 1909, vice Capt. Frank R. Lang, Second 
Infantry, appointed judge-advocate and retired from active 
service on that date. 

First Lieut. Walter C. Sweeney, Twenty-fourth Infaniry, to 
be captain from June 28, 1909, vice Capt. Chase Doster, Twenty- 
first Infantry, detailed as quartermaster on that date. 

First Lieut. Samuel W. Noyes, Thirtieth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from July 19, 1909, vice Capt. George B. Duncan, Fourth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. George A. Lynch, Seventeenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from June 12, 1909, vice First Lieut. Alpha T. 
Easton, Twenty-ninth Infantry, retired from active service, to 
take effect on that date. 

Second Lieut. Samuel M. Parker, Twenty-ninth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from June 12, 1909, vice First Lieut. Henry A, 
Ripley, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. - 

Second Lieut. Robert M. Lyon, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from June 25, 1909, vice First Lieut. William A. Kent, 
Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Francis H. Farnum, Eleventh Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from June 28, 1909, vice First Lieut. Walter C, 
Sweeney, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin E. Grey, Twenty-ninth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from July 1, 1909, vice First Lieut. Gilbert H. 
Stewart, Twenty-first Infantry, detailed in the Ordnance De- 
partment on that date. 

Second Lieut. Elvid Hunt, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from July 19, 1909, vice First Lieut. Samuel W. 
Noyes, Thirtieth Infantry, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commander Augustus F. Fechteler to be a captain in the navy 
from the ist day of July, 1909, vice Capt. John B. Collins, 
retired. 

Commander Albert G. Winterhalter to be a captain in the 
navy from the st day of July, 1909, vice Capt. Dennis H. 
Mahan, retired. 

Lieut. Commander George F. Cooper to be a commander in 
the navy from the 16th day of June, 1909, vice Commander 
Francis H. Sherman, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Josiah S. McKean to be a commander in 
the navy from the 18th day of June, 1909, vice Commander 
William 8S. Hogg, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Andrew T. Long to be a commander in the 
navy from the ist day of July, 1909, vice Commander Herbert 
0. Dunn, promoted. 

Lieut. Arthur J. Hepburn to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the navy from the 1st day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Edward H. Durell, promoted. 

Surg. Lloyd W. Curtis to be a medical inspector in the navy 
from the ist day of July, 1909, vice Medical Insp. Averley C. H. 
Russell, retired. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Allen BE. Peck to be a surgeon in the navy 
from the 12th day of June, 1909, vice Surg. William H. Bucher, 
deceased. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Charles G. Smith to be a surgeon in the 
navy from the ist day of July, 1909, vice Surg. Lloyd W. Curtis, 
promoted. 

Asst. Naval Constructor Henry M. Gleason to be a naval 
constructor in the navy from the 4th day of March, 1909, upon 
the completion of eight years’ service in present grade. 

Asst. Naval Constructor Guy A. Bisset to be a naval con- 
structor in the navy from the 28th day of January, 1909, upon — 
the completion of eight years’ service in present grade. 

The following-named ensigns in the navy to be assistant naval 
constructors in the navy from the 19th day of July, 1909, to 
fill vacancies existing in that grade on that date: 

Whitford Drake, 

Harry G. Knox, and 7 

Lew M. Atkins, 
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First Lieut. Raymond B. Sullivan to be a captain in the 
United States Marine Corps from the 7th day of June, 1909, 
vice Capt. Leof M. Harding, retired. 

POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA. 

William. S. Smith to be postmaster at Fort Deposit, Ala. 

Office became presidential January 1, 1909. 
CALIFORNIA, 

Charles Q. Rideout to be postmaster at San Leandro, Cal., in 

place of Franch P. Church, resigned. 
NEBRASKA. 

H. P. Nielsen to be postmaster at Lexington, Nebr., in place 

of Walter H. Andrews, resigned. 
NEW YORK. 

Justin B. Andrews to be postmaster at Massena, N. Y., in 

place of Melvin J, Stearns, resigned. 
OHIO. 

Adolphus Baker to be postmaster at Amherst (late North 
Amherst), Ohio, in place of Adolphus Baker. To change name 
of office. 


Howard J. Warner to be postmaster at Jefferson, Ohio, in 
place of Frark Fortune, resigned. 
WASHINGTON. 
W. P. Edris to be postmaster at Spokane, Wash., in place of 
Millard T. Hartson, resigned. 
J. D. Stage to be postmaster at Blaine, Wash., in place of 
George D. C, Pruner, deceased. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 23, 1909. 
MINISTER TO CHINA. 
Charles R, Crane to be minister to China. 
UNTvrEeD STATES MARSHAL. 
James H. Anderson to be United States marshal for the 
district of Utah. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
‘ ne E, Olsgard, to be register of the land office at Minot, 
N. Dak. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Capt. William Edward Reynolds to be a senior captain. 

First Lieut. Claude Stanley Cochran to be a captain. 

First Lieut. Charles Ernest Johnston to be a captain. 

Second Lieut. Philip Wales Lauriat to be a first lieutenant. 

Third Lieut. Joseph Raoul Besse to be a second lieutenant. 

Third Lieut. Edward Joseph Donohue to be a second lieu- 
tenant. 

Third Lieut. James Pine to be a second lieutenant. 

Third Lieut. Michael John Ryan to be a second lieutenant. 

Third Lieut. Warner Kieth Thompson to be a second lieu- 
tenant. 


Third Lieut. William Francis Towle to be a second lieutenant. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 
To be second lieutenants, with rank from July 14, 1909. 
Master Gunner Lucien Helm Taliaferro. 
Sergt. Harold Hubert Bateman. 
CAVALRY ARM. 
Battalion Sergt. Maj. John Charles Fremont Tillson, jr. 
Pvt. Paul Christopher Raborg. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
Corp. Vernon George Olsmith. 
Master Gunter Ralph Ernest Jones. 
Pvt. Earle Marian Chant. 
Master Gunner John Sehorn Singleton. 
PoSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 
James A. Kelly, at Beaumont, Cal. 
Oscar H. Tetzlaff, at McKittrick, Cal. 
GEORGIA. 
Siegfried Schwarzweiss, at Waynesboro, Ga. 
IDAHO, 
James H. Huling, at Spirit Lake, Idaho. 
ILLINOIS. 


Frank W. Anderson, at Donovan, Il. 
Edward F. Shaffer, at Grayslake, I]. 
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KANSAS. 

Charles W. Yoder, at Haddam, Kans, 
MISSOURI. 

James R. Dyer, at Ash Grove, Mo. 


NEW JERSEY. 
Ralph G. Collins, at Barnegat, N. J. 
Michael McDermott, at Allendale, N. J. 
Edmund Maples, at Oradell, N. J. 
George F. Renear, at Ocean Grove, N. J. 
Harry B. Ridgeway, at Pemberton, N. J. 
NEW YORK. 
Matthew McManus, at Orangeburg, N. Y. 
Frederick W. Woolsey, at Milton, N. Y. 
OHIO, 
William R. Thomas, at Niles, Ohio. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Cameron Boak, at Hughesville, Pa. 
John H. Dunn, at Parkesburg, Pa. 
T. Dean Ross, at Williamsburg, Pa. 
Annie K. Stadden, at Glen Campbell, Pa. 
™ TENNESSEE. 
Frank J. Nunn, at Brownsville, Tenn. 
Charles Shelley Wortham, at Tullahoma, Tenn. 
. TEXAS. 


Lee H. Meyer, at Rosenberg, Tex. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Frivay, July 23, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of Tuesday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Latta, one of his secretaries. ; 


MAP OF AUSTRALIA. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to insert in a speech made a map of Australia. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent, in the publication of remarks he has heretofore 
made, to print a map of Australia. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
know just what the request is. 

The SPEAKBER. The request of the gentleman from Michi- 


gan is, in connection with remarks that he has heretofore made’ 


before the House, to print a map of Australia. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
as I understand, that is a matter which is referred to the Joint 
Committee on Printing, and the House has no jurisdiction over 
the subject. The law gives the right to the Joint Committee 
on Printing. There being no Joint Committee on Printing at the 
present time, the matter is in the hands of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Printing when a joint committee does not exist; and 
the Senate committee has stated in the Senate that they would 
not consent to any of these requests. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Illinois that the Chair is under the impression that the law 
provides in a condition like unto this that the Senate Committee 
on Printing shall exercise the administrative functions of the 
joint committee. 

Mr. MANN. That is the statement that I have just made; 
and the further statement that the announcement has been 
made in the Senate that the Senate committee would not, for the 
present, consent to the insertion of any maps in the Recoxp. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that 
is not the information I have received—on the contrary—— 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, let us have order. It is im- 
possible to tell what the request is. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that 
that is not the information which I have.received from one who 
is high up in this matter. On the contrary, I was told that the 
proper course was to get unanimous consent. Of course if 
that is not the proper way, I want to find wkat is the proper 
way. If that is to get it through the Joint Committee on Print- 
ing, I am perfectly willing to seek to get it that way. 
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Mr. MANN. It is the Joint Committee on Printing that does 
have jurisdiction under the law, I will say to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. This seems to be a question of 
difference as to the proper way. If it is necessary to get the 
consent of the Senate, I want to know what to do and I will 
do it. 

Mr. MANN. Let it go over. There is no Committee on 
Printing yet. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I certainly can not see why there 

should be any objection to it, when it was in a speech I made 
before, and I think anyone who cares to réad the speech would 
read it with added interest if it could be explained by the pub- 
lication of the map. 
Mr. MANN. I think that some would think that there would 
be a great deal of interest added to the ConarEssIONAL REcorD 
if we would put fancy illustrations in all its pages, far above 
many of the speeches, and yet the gentleman knows that that 
would not meet with the approval of the House. 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to know what the gentleman’s 
request is? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I simply want unanimous consent 
to print a map of Australia. 

Mr. KEIFER. I should like to say a word on that request. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw his request? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No, sir. 

Mr. KEIFER. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a 
moment, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand the Senate Committee on Print- 
ing now has, or has assumed, jurisdiction. It seems that dur- 
ing the tariff discussion in the Senate in the last three months 
there were a great many propositions to put illustrations in 
the Recorp, and after repeated hearings by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Printing it decided to put none of them in. I wanted 
to put in a little illustration that was so small that I 
theught it was too little to talk about. I talked with them 
about it, and after one or two sessions and some conflict they 
decided that it should not go in, and they also claimed that 
neither the Senate nor House hes a right under the statute to 
determine the question of whether an illustration can go in the 
Recorp or not, 

Mr. MANN. I may say to the gentleman that the law pro- 
vides that the Public Printer shall not insert any sort of illus- 
tration in the Recodrp without the approval first of the Joint 
Committee on Printing, and neither House can disregard that 
and affect the law. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think in the absence of the Joint Committee 
on Printing, which is the situation we are in now, the Senate 
committee under the law exercises the jurisdiction that the 
Joint Committee on Printing does. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman from Michigan that 
in one case where it was sought to have illustrations printed 
the cost would have been over $10,000 per one set of illustra- 
tions, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That might be in one case, but in 
this case it would not add 15 cents to the cost. I will withdraw 
the request. 

CORRECTION OF THE RECORD. 


Mr. MACON. Mr, Speaker, I rise to a question of persona! 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MACON. I rise for the purpose of asking a correction 
of the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp of last Monday, the 19th instant, 
by striking out a certain paragraph of a colloquy between my- 
self and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Rucker], that has 
found its way into the Recorp in some mysterious way: 

Mr. Rucker of Colorado. I hope that the gentleman from Arkansas, 
in his anxiety, will for the present withhold his resignation, so that 
his constituents may at the next election write it for him. [Great 
applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope there will be no objection to the 
correction of the Recorp in so far as striking out the “great 
applause” is concerned. I have no objection to the language 
found in this particular paragraph remaining with the ap- 
plause out, if whoever improperly inserted it cares to have it 
appear in it. It will be entombed for all time and can not 
possibly hurt anyone. But I do object most seriously to having 
the records of the legislation of this country perpetuate such 
a sentiment upon its pages followed by the words “ great ap- 
plause,” when it is not true. 

I object to having it go out to the country that my colleagues 
with whom I have served for the last six years approved with 
applause the sentiment written outside of the House and not 
spoken in it, expressing the hope that I would be retired at 
the next election by my constituents, when the words express- 


CE 





ing the hope were not spoken in the House, and therefore no 
such applause could haye been had. The gentleman has a 
perfect right to hope that I will be retired by my constitutents 
at the next election, but I do not want the Recorp to show that 
such a sentiment was uttered and that there was great applause 
in support of it, when in truth it was not expressed on the floor 
of the House, and hence could not have been applauded. [Ap- 
plause.] I do not say that the gentleman from Colorado put 
the paragraph in the Recorp, but I do say that somebody did, 
for it is there. It is there, sir, in violent contradiction of the 
facts as they actually occurred, and for that reason, as well 
as in behalf of the integrity of the legislative record of this 
country, I hope there will be no objection to its being stricken 
out. I am ready to give unanimous consent, so far as I am con- 
cerned, to permit what was written and improperly inserted 
in the Recorp to remain in it, if it will please anyone, if the 
words “great applause” are stricken out, for it can not in- 
jure me in any way, no matter how it found its way into it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the motion of the 
gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I have listened at- 
tentively to what the gentleman from Arkansas has said in ref- 
erence to the matter of applause. I saw that he was about 
to get up and ask the House for a change of this Recorp, I 
was in hopes he would be more specific, at least that he would 
give the reporters the benefit of having made possibly a mis- 
take. The gentleman was too perturbed on that occasion to be 
a good witness on this occasion. He does not remember that 
from the right-hand side of this aisle, as well as the left, so 
many voices were heard bidding him a joyful good-by when 
he got through with his remarks. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say the gentleman was too much excited 
and perturbed to be a good witness as to the remarks made 
with which I have been given credit in the Recorp, and as far 
as the willingness of the gentleman from Arkansas to allow the 
remarks to remain in the Recorp, I wish to say I desire them 
to remain because they were veritably said, and I do not care 
whether the words “ great applause” are stricken out or not. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will ask for a correction of the Recorp 
of the day following in another respect. 

The SPEAKER. This matter ought to be disposed of first. 
Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas to strike out the words “great applause?” 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Colorado a question, and that is, whether he really 
uttered these words in the House, and whether or not the ap- 
plause followed the words after they were uttered? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. How is that? 

Mr. MACON. I want to ask the gentleman if he really uttered 
this language in the House; and if so, if it was followed by 
“great applause?” 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. In answer to that, Mr. Speaker, 
I will say that there was applause, but I do not say it was ap- 
plause by reason of what I said. There was applause continu- 
ally throughout the colloguy between the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas and myself. 

Mr. MACON. Did the gentleman say what he is reported to 
have said? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I did say it. 

Mr. MACON. Then I will ask the gentleman if he recognizes 


| these handwritings on this piece of paper. It does not seem to 


be that of any of the official reporters of debates, and they say 
they did not take down, hear, or write a single word that the 
gentleman represents to have uttered on this floor in regard 
to this matter that I have asked to have stricken out, and hence 
I am at a loss to know when and where he said it. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I do not recognize the hand- 
writing. 

Mr. MACON. It is in two different handwritings. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I recognize neither one of them. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. MACON. This is the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman presents a matter affecting 
the privileges of the House touching the CoNGRESSIONAL ReEcorD. 
The gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr. MACON. The writing at the top of the sheet is in one 
hand and reads as follows: 

Mr. Rucker of Colorado— 


Then comes the following in a different hand— 


I hope that the gentleman from Arkansas in his anxiety will for the 
present withhold his resignation, so that his constituents may at the 
next election write it for him— 


And the words “ great applause” in brackets seem to be in a 
different handwriting to both of the others. [Laughter.] I 
can not trace the author of either, because I do not know either 
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handwriting; but, as stated, the official reporters of the House 
tell me that they did not take down or write a single word that 
I am now asking to have stricken from the Recorp, and hence 
they are not entitled to a place in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman submit a motion or a 
resolution in the premises? 

Mr. MACON. My motion is that the Recorp be corrected by 
striking out-—— 

The SPEAKER. Striking out the words just read? 

Mr. MACON. Yes, Mr. Speaker, they not having been uttered 
upon the floor of this House. The “great applause” especially 
do I want stricken out. [Laughter and applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas to strike from the Recorp the matter to 
which he refers. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY, 


Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise to offer a privi- 
leged resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Speaker be respectfully requested and instructed 
to appoint, in accordance with the rules adopted by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the members of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, how does this resolution come up? 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will again 
be reported. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the 
resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, is this matter presented as a 
matter of privilege? 

‘hhe SPEAKER. Relating to the organization of the House, 
it seems to the Chair that it presents a question of privilege. 

Le MANN. Then I move to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, how did the gentle- 
man from Illinois get the floor for that purpose? 

The SPEAKER. By virtue of the privilege of the motion 
which he makes, - 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know, but the gentleman from 
Texas has the floor on a question of the highest privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas had the floor to 
offer a privileged resolution. Pending that, the House, under 
the rules, has an opportunity before the gentleman from Texas 
was recognized for debate, to test the sense of the House on 
this motion, under the rules. That has been frequently held at 
this session and former sessions by all Speakers. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the 
gentleman to withhold his motion for a moment. 

Mr. MANN. I think it is a matter we might as well vote on 
one time as another. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I admit that under 
the rules the motion to lay upon the table is proper, because 
otherwise the House could not control its time: but it seems 
to me it is not necessary to be so careful in reference to the 
matter of time. A roll call will take more time than I desire to 
use in speaking. I want only a few minutes on the subject, 
and I ask the gentleman to withhold his motion to lay upon 
the table. 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing to withhold the motion 
to lay upon the table if the gentleman withholds his resolution. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that I may be permitted to discuss this resolution for 
ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that he may address the House for ten minutes re- 
specting this resolution. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, at the present ses- 
sion of Congress I have introduced two bills, which have been 
referred to the Judiciary Committee because it is the one hav- 
ing jurisdiction of the subject to which they relate. It is 
necessary that the committee be appointed, in order that it may 
consider these bills and report them back to the House. The 
bills are as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11775) to prohibit the giving or receiving of zifts by cer- 


tain corporations to Members of the United States Congress and to 
judges of the United States courts, and prescribing penalties therefor. 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any railroad com- 
pany, or sleeping car, dining car, steamboat, express, telegraph, or tele- 
phone company, or any company incorporated by act of the ‘ongress of 
the Unit States, or any corporation or firm engaged in interstate 
commerce, to give to any Senator or Representative of the Congress of 
the United States, or to any judge or justice of any court of the United 
States, any free transportation of person or property, or frank, frank- 
ing privilege, or money, or other t ing of value; and any company or 


rovisions of this section shall be punished 
y fine of not less than $100 nor more than $5,000 for each such of- 
fense ; and any officer or sgent eof such company or companies who shail 
violate any provisions of this section shall be punished by fine not to 
exceed $5, , or by imprisonment in the penitentiary for not less than 
six pone nor more than two years, or by both such fine and imprison- 
ment. 

Sec. 2. That if any Senator or Representative in the Congress of the 
United States, or 7 judge or justice of any court of the United 
States, shall receive from any railroad, steamboat, sleeping car, dining 
car, or express company, telegraph or telephone company, or any com- 
pany chartered by an act of Congress, or any corporation or firm en- 
gaged in interstate commerce, or officer or agent of any such firm, com- 
pany, or companies, any free transportation of person or property, or 
any frank or franking peeves? or gift of money or other thing of 
value, he shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and on convic- 
tion thereof shall be punished by fine not to exceed $1,000, or by im- 
prisonment not to exceed one year, or by both such fine and imprison- 
ment, and shall forever be barred from holding office under the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 


| ay violating any of the 


A bill. (H. R. 11774) making it unlawful for a Senator or Representa- 
tive in the Congress of the United States, or any such Senator or 
Representative elect, to receive employment or compensation as offi- 
cer, agent, representative, or attorney from certain corporations or 
persons and prescribing penalties therefor. 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any Senator or Rep- 
resentative in the Congress of the United States during his term of 
service, or for any such Senator or Representative elect, to directly or 
indirectly hold or take any office, employment, or service, or to receive 
any salary, fee, or pay as officer, agent, representative, or attorney 
from any national bank, railroad company, or ship, express, telegraph, 
telephone, or sleeping-car company, or any public-service corporation, 
or any corporation chartered by an act of Congress of the United States, 
or any firm, company, or corporation organized or conducted in violation 
of the antitrust laws of the United States, or that is charged with or 
has been convicted of a violation of any of the antitrust laws of the 
United States, or any corporation engaged in interstate or foreign com- 
merce, traffic, or business, or commerce or business between any Terri- 
tories, or any State or aeane or between the District of Columbia 
and any State or Territory of the United States or any foreign power, 
or any person, firm, or corporation interested in legislation or other 
business of Congress, existing or anticipated. 

Sec. 2. That any Senator or Representative in Congress violating 
any of the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a high mis- 
demeanor, and upon conviction shall be punished by a fine of not less 
than $100 nor more than $5,000, and by imprisonment of not less than 
one month nor more than one year, and shall forever be barred from 
a any office of honor or trust under the Government of the United 

ates. 

Mr. Speaker, during my service in Congress I have con- 
stantly advocated the enactment of a statute prohibiting the 
Congress and the courts from receiving valuable gifts, employ- 
ment, or compensation of any kind from public-service corpora- 
tions, trusts, and persons engaged in interstate commerce, or 
having an interest in legislation. Session after session I have 
introduced and urged the passage of bills, and amendments to 
the penal code, to accomplish this purpose. The opponents of 
such legislation have so far prevented the passage of such a 
law, and have suppressed, as far as they could, even the dis- 
cussion of such measures on the floor of the House. 

We have at last come to a great crisis in the history of Amer- 
ican legislation. The Congress finds itself impotent to perform 
its duties as Representatives of the American people, and are 
floundering in the toils of powerful special interests that, by 
some means, are evidently in control of the law-making power. 
Looking the facts squarely in the face, the conclusion forced 
upon us causes a blush to mantle the cheek of every patriot 
and self-respecting man. The condition confronting us squarely 
demonstrates that no man can serve two masters. There never 
was a time when the necessity for disinterestedness in legis- 
lators was more clearly apparent. 

It is a pitiable but an uncontrovertible fact that the disin- 
terested and faithful servants of the people are helpless in the 
present contest against the organized pluncerers of the Nation’s 
wealth. Who in this Congress can withstand the brute force 
of the iron duke? Where is the power that can successfully 
cope with the slippery scheming of the oil barons? What 
chance has the humble home builder in the face of the victorious 
battalion of the lumber lords? Of what is the appeal of the 
oppressed and struggling masses, or the plea from poverty in 
every State? How can the Congress take the shackles from the 
hands and feet of labor and open the door of opportunity alike 
to all our people? The answer is plain. The beneficiaries of 
special interests, intrenched in power and firmly combined with 
the dominant political party, openly deride the American peo- 
ple and brutally demand the pound of flesh. If this Judiciary 
Committee can be appointed, the Congress can pass these bills 
that will sever the connection of the servants of the people 


from the interests that now control us. It will be a long step 
toward the accomplishment of every patriot’s desire, the return 
of honesty, justice, and the principles of equality in the legis- 
lative department of the Government. The cost of living can 
be reduced. The necessities of life can be had at reasonable 
rates. Taxes can be assessed in accordance with honesty and 


equality, and real prosperity will be established throughout the 
length and breadth of the land. Let us break the shackles, 
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burst the bonds, purify the Congress, and consecrate ourselves 
as the servants of the people to the performance of the duties 
that have been trusted to us. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

The present state of affairs can not last. Revolution will 
come. I trust that in the mercy of God it may be a peaceful 
one—a revolution at the ballot box. If you refuse to act, if 
you close your eyes to the situation and turn a deaf ear to the 
yoice of a pleading public, the people will take this matter in 
hand and hurl from power the traitors who have betrayed them, 
including those who have stood silently by and permitted the 
degrading wrong that will stand in history as a monument to 
the perfidy of this Congress. It is time that officers, agents, 
representatives, and attorneys of parties interested in legisla- 
tion should be forced to cease such employment or be driven 
from the halls of Congress. Then, and not until then, we can 
pass a tariff bill and enact remedial legislation consistent with 
the rights, the honor, and the great name of the American peo- 
ple. [Loud and continued applause on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann] to lay the resolution of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. RANDELL] on the table. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 151, noes 100. 

So the motion to table was agreed to. 


CORRECTION OF THE RECORD. 


Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have a 
correction made in the Recorp. On July 20, as shown on page 
4571 of the Recorp, when the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. OtmMstTEeD] was before the House, it was 
objected to by some Member upon our side. I was in hearty 
sympathy with the amendment. I was out of sympathy with 
the objection that prevented a vote being taken upon it. It 
had for its object the reimbursement of employees of this 
House and those of the Senate for traveling expenses, and I 
was particularly, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MANN. I rise to a question of order. What is the 
privileged matter? 

The SPEAKER. The question arises of a matter of privi- 
lege in the House. The gentleman should state it. We are in 
the habit of calling attention to a correction of the Recorp pro 
forma, but if objection is made, the gentleman should state or 
present a motion or a resolution covering the correction he de- 
sires to make. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I was not in the 
Chamber at the time the discussion was going on concerning 
that item, and therefore could not have said what I am re- 
ported to have said. 

I am here put down as having stated: “ Mr. Rucker of Colo- 
rado. This will be renewed at the next session.” I desire that 
that be stricken out, because it was not my language. Had I 
been present, Mr. Speaker, upon that occasion, instead of using 
those words when the question came up about the reimburse- 
ment for traveling expenses of these employees, I might have 
referred to the fact that there was a Member upon this floor 
who was drawing $471.40 as traveling expenses more than the 
railroad fare from his home to the city of Washington and 
return. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman to 
move to strike out the language that he read. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Yes, sir. The language reads: 

Mr. Rucker of Colorado. This will be renewed at the next session. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves as a matter of privi- 
lege to strike out the language which he has just read. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri rose. 

The SPEAKER. For sae purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missourf. I want to amend the motion of 
the gentleman from Colorado by striking out “Colorado” and 
inserting “‘ Missouri.” I believe that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN] was interrogating the author of the motion, and I 
remarked, not to the reporter, although I said it, that this same 
motion would be made at the next session of Congress; in other 
words, that if we had to have a dozen sessions during one year 
somebody would come in with a motion to give every employee 
of the House on the roll an extra month, and might give them 
twenty-four months in every year. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] 
moves a substitute to the motion made by the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. Rucker] to strike out in the Recorp, at the place 
indicated, the word “Colorado” and insert the word “ Mis- 
souri.” The question is on agreeing to the substitute. 

The question was taken and the substitute was agreed to. 





SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA. 


Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, if we have finished amending 
the Recorp, I would like to ask unanimous consent to take up 
the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11797) to attach Ben Hill County to the Albany division 
of the southern district of Georgia. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the county of Ben Hill, in the State of Geor- 

ae attached to the Albany division of the southern district of 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman that 
it is a matter of great inconvenience to the people of the county 
of Ben Hill, which was constituted by the legislature of Georgia 
last year, to attend court at Savannah, several hundred miles 
away, rather than at Albany, which is 40 miles distant and in 
direct connection. 

Mr. MANN. Is it a mere matter of convenience to the people? 

Mr. GRIGGS. It is a matter of convenience to the people, 
and of economy to the Government and economy to the liti- 
gants. 

Mr. MANN. Why was it not brought up by the gentleman, 
always looking after the interests of his constituents, at the 
last session? 

Mr. GRIGGS. It is not in my district. It is in the district 
of the gentleman who represents the third district of Georgia, 
and his people brought it to our attention. This is the first 
opportunity that we had. It is his first term in Congress, and 
first session. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: I would state to the gentleman 
from Illinois that Ben Hill County is a county which has only 
recently been established in the district, and now the trouble 
is to know in what district it is. 

Mr. GRIGGS. That is true. My colleague has stated the 
situation exactly right. 

Mr. MANN. I understand, then, that this new county is a 
county constituted out of several old counties? 

Mr. GRIGGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. And those old counties were in a different dis- 
trict? 

Mr. GRIGGS. My information is that it is in the same dis- 
trict. 

Mr. MANN. One in the district and another not in the 
district? 

Mr. GRIGGS. It is in the same district, but unattached as 
yet to any district. 

Mr. MANN. But the whole State is divided into districts? 

Mr. GRIGGS. This is a new county. If my friend will per- 
mit me, it is the same judge. 

Mr. MANN. Let me ask the gentleman, What is the effect 
of this proposition upon legislation now pending? 

Mr. GRIGGS. It simply transfers the litigation to Albany, 
40 miles distant. I think it has no other effect on any litigation. 

Mr. MANN. Has the gentleman investigated the matter to 
see whether it is necessary in legislation of this kind to provide 
for litigation which is now pending or offenses’which have been 
committed ? 

Mr. GRIGGS. Why, no; I have not. 

Mr. MANN. I think it is the custom to make some such pro- 
vision. 

Mr. GRIGGS. It would not have any effect in this matter, 
because it is before the same judge in the same district and 
simply transferred to this division. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Supposing an offense has been committed in the 
other district? 

Mr. GRIGGS. It is not in a different district. I have said 
to the gentleman from Illinois it is the same district with the 
same judge. It is simply another division of the same district. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 

ssed. 

.: REPORTS OF INDIAN INSPECTOR CYRUS BEDE, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States (H. Doc. No. 90), which 
was read, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 


On June 14 your honorable body passed the following resolu- 
tion : 


Resolved, That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to transmit to the House of Representatives, if not deemed 
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of all reports of Indian In- 
spector Cyrus e on the conduct of Blair Shoenfelt while Indian 
agent at Union Agency, located at Muskogee, Ind. T., which said reports 
were made during the year 1904 or 1905. 


Under date of June 18 the Secretary ‘of the Interior submit- 
ted to me the following statement: 


My Dear Mr. Presitpent: Inclosed is a copy of a resolution adopted 
by the House of Representatives, June 14, 1909, calling for certain re- 
ports of Indian Inspector Bede, as the result of an investigation 
as to the eonduct of affairs at Union Agency, Ind. T., while in 
charge of J. Blair Shoenfelt, as agent. Such reports are of a confi- 
dential nature and, as a rule, should not be made public. In this partic- 
ular case there was a joint investigation by Inspectors Jenkins and 
sede, resulting in separate reports, the inspectors disagreeing as to the 
conclusions to be drawn from the facts ascertained. One of these 
reports alone does not fairly present the matter. 

The reports comment on 87 employees of the agency by name, and in- 
volve, to some extent, the conduct of other officers than those connected 
with the agency. I feel that it would not be consistent with the good of 
the public service to make these reports public, not only because of the 
effect of such action upon the work of the department, but, also, because 
the matter involves so many people other than the agent specifically 
named in the resolution. 

I would be glad to have your advice in the premises. For your con- 
venience I am inclosing a memorandum covering the main point pre- 
sented in the two reports of Inspector Bede and Inspector Jenkins, as 
the result of their joint investigation. 

Very respectfully, 


inconsistent with the public good, a copy 


R. A. BALLINGER, 
Secretary. 
In view of the facts stated by the Secretary of the Interior, 
T feel that it would not be consistent with the public good to 
give publicity to these reports, and therefore have advised the 
Secretary of the Interior not to transmit them, as requested. 


Wma. H, Tarr, 
THe Waite Howse, July 23, 1909. 


INCOME TAX. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the concurrent resolu- 
tion whieh I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk reads as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 20. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the President of the United States be, and he is, requested to 
transmit forthwith to the executives of the several States of the 
United States copies of the article of amendment proposed by Congress 
to the state legislatures to amend the Constitution of the United States, 
passed July 12, 1909, as contained in Senate joint resolution No. 40, 
providing that “the Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes 
on incomes, from whatever source derived, without apportionment 
among the several States, and without regard to any census or enumera- 
tion,” to the end that said States may proceed to act upon the said 
article of amendment; and that he request the executives of each State 
that may ratify said amendment to transmit to the Secretary of State 
a certified copy of such ratification. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Georgia if this resolution 
has not been referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It has; yes. 

Mr. MANN. That committee has power, of course, to report 
at any time. It seems to me that the fair thing would be—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman from Illinois 
knows that the committee will not hold a meeting for some 
time, if at all this session. I have stated once before, and I 
will state to the House again, that there are some legislatures 
of the States now in session—that in my own State is now in 
session—and it is desired, I apprehend, by everyone in favor 
of the amendment adopted by Congress that this resolution 
should be snbmitted to the States as early as practicable. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman from Georgia if he 
thinks it makes any real difference whether this resolution is 
passed or not? If the state legislature of Georgia should pass 
the necessary resolution ratifying this amendment, would it not 
be good without having received this notice? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think, answering the gentle- 
man candidly, that the legislature would be authorized to take, 
so to speak, judicial notice of the passage of the resolution by 
Congress, as it would be authorized to take judicial notice of 
the passage of any public act by Congress; but this is the course 
that has usually been pursued in the adoption of amendments 
to the Constitution when they were submitted to the States. 
The act of 1798 providing for the promulgation of the action of 
the legislatures of various States upon amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States by the Secretary of State did not 
provide the manner in which they should be submitted to the 
States, did not provide the machinery, but it simply provided 
by section 205 of the Revised Statutes that when the States 
shall ratify any amendment submitted to them by Congress the 
Secretary of State shall promulgate it by publication in the 
manner prescribed in the statute. Now, it may be said that it 
was intended by those who framed the law that it was not 
necessary, and yet I find on investigation that amendments to 
the Constitution have been submitted to the States by this sort 
of resolution. That is especially true of the thirteenth, four- 
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teenth, fifteenth, and, I believe, of the eleventh amendment, and 
this is simply following the precedents that have prevailed for 
many years in the adoption of amendments to the Constitution. 
The other rule may be true, but it has not been accepted, and 
this course which I propose to follow is the one that has been 
accepted and acted upon. 

Mr. MANN. While I agree with the gentleman from Georgia 
that perhaps a resolution of this sort ought to pass, without 
having any special knowledge on the subject, yet the resolution 
is pending before the Committee on Ways and Means, and we 
understand that a large number of that committee, including 
the chairman, are working in conference, and it seems to me 
fair that those gentlemen should have an opportunity to con- 
sider the matter and be heard. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I spoke to the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee and he did not express any objec- 
tion to it. He told me to consult the Speaker; and if agreeable 
to him, he saw no objection to it. 

Mr. MANN. I may say that I spoke to the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means and he told me that he had not 
investigated the subject, and did not feel like expressing any 
opinion on it. It seems to me, on a matter so important as 
this of submitting a constitutional amendment, that we ought 
to be sure, if we take a step, that the step is correct, and, while 
I have great faith in the ability of the gentleman from Georgia 
to prepare a resolution, still I would not take the judgment of 
any one person on a matter of this sort where we have a com- 
mittee to deal with it, and I hope the gentleman from Georgia 
will withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I can not withdraw it. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will not withdraw it, 
forces me into the position of objecting to it, I will object. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not desire to put the 
gentleman from Illinois in any position that he does not desire 
to be put in, and following his suggestion, Mr. Speaker, I will 
withdraw the request for the present. 

Mr. MANN. I am very much obliged to the gentleman from 
Georgia, because I do not like to object to something that pos- 
sibly I am in favor of. 


but 


PORTO RICO. 


Mr. LARRINAGA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
of the House to be heard a few minutes on a very important 
communication from the people in my country. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Porto Rico desires to 
address the House on matters pertaining to Porto Rico. 

Mr. TAWNEY. For what length of time? 

Mr.. LARRINAGA. For ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LARRINAGA. Mr. Speaker, while the Porto Rican bill 
was being considered in the House a few weeks ago, several 
gentlemen on both sides expressed their opinion in respect to the 
bill, some supporting it and others opposing it. There was, how- 
ever, one gentleman upon this side of the House who rose and 
made such statements about Porto Rico, such unfair, unjust, and 
inaccurate statements—at least, I read them so in the Recorp, 
for I never heard them on the flogr of the House, where I was 
ready to answer the arguments given in favor of the bill, as I 
did. When I read those remarks in the Recorp I made up my 
mind to answer them at the next session. But the next session, 
Mr. Speaker, as every Member knows, took place on the 10th and 
lasted only eleven minutes, barely the time spent in the prayer 
and the reading of the Journal; the following session took 
place on the 14th and lasted nine minutes, and so on. Under 
the circumstances, I began to despair of any chance of my hav- 
ing an opportunity to give a full answer to the utterances of 
that gentleman, and at times I thought if, under the circum- 
stances, it was not more patriotic to ignore such misrepresen- 
tations, which, in fact, were not worthy the honor of an an- 
swer, than to keep up for a longer time the natura! resentment 
of the people of the island by starting anew a controversy over 
such worthless information. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to no man in this House or anywhere 
else in the discharge of my duty. Nothing in this world could 
be sufficient to deter me from the fulfillment of my duty or the 
defense of my people. 

But, Mr. Speaker, now comes a new element in the case that 
I can not ignore—a good element—that element which in Porto 
Rico is making for the true Americanization of the country; 
that element which is found in the good American colony 
there, amongst people who do not hold offices and are in no 
way interested in sustaining the present political status of 
Porto Rico, to which the native element objects. I feel that it 
is my duty to recognize that element here and to the best of 
my ability and by all means in my power give it the recognition 
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that it deserves, and bring before this Congress and before the 
American people the true facts about this controversy. I am 
going to read now a letter upon this subject which has been 
published in the newspapers in Porto Rico, as an answer of 
the American element to the gentleman from Colorado: 
AN ANSWER TO RUCKER. 
[From the Porto Rico Eagle. ] 


The following letter sent by the well-known lawyer of this city, 
Mr. Harry P. Leake, to Mr. A. W. Rucker, Member of Congress for the 
State of Colorado, is a forcible refutation of RucKprR’s silly and mali- 
cious speech in Congress during the discussion of the Porto Rican bill, 
and a stinging rebuke for his vulgar insults to the entire population of 
this island. Mr. Leake expresses the unanimous sentiment of the 
American element resident in Porto Rico, 
Ponce, July 4, 1909. 


Hon. ATTERSON W. RUCKER, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 

Str: Some one has sent me under your frank a copy of your speech 
made in the House on June 7 in regard to the Porto Rican bill. As 
your speech was made publicly and then printed and circulated, it has 
occurred to me that some criticism of it and some protests against it 
should be made by an American and a Democrat who has lived in Porto 


Itico for ten years and who knows the people and respects them. 

In some matters you are misinformed, in others you have plainly 
exaggerated, and as a whole you have used no tact in discussing the 
question. We are accustomed to have tourists visit us and then go 
home and write a large book of inexactitudes about the island and 
its people. This has become matter for a joke amongst us, and we de- 
fine a tourist as a “ person who travels for pleasure and writes fiction.” 
Not all tourists are of that class. It never occurred to anybody here, 
however, that a Member of Congress could make a special trip to Porto 
Rico to inform himself as to the conditions here and then go home 
and make the unfortunate speech you made. It was more ridiculous 
because you took occasion to jeer at other Members because, not havy- 
ing made a trip to Porto Rico, they were not possessed of the informa- 
tion you claimed to possess. I do not believe there is a person on 
this island who commends your speech. All the Americans with whom 
I have talked condemn it and regret it. From a statesman’s point 
of view the speech was worthless, and as an effort to show your knowl- 
edge of the subject under discussion it was pitiful. Your speech must 
have been inspired by a desire to — smart and funny before the 
Hiouse, and it was uttered in unfairness and ignorance. Readers of 
the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp know that many Members of Congress pre- 
fer to make exaggerated statements and facetious arguments and gain 
a little applause and a little laughter than to be careful about their 
facts. Your speech was not taken seriously by the House, but it was 
here. Of course, nobody here objects to a fair discussion of the politi- 
cal situation in all its phases. That has to be discussed and settled by 
Congress, but we do object to useless and untruthful criticism of 
matters that have nothing to do with the —- situation. 

it was a cheap thing for you, an American, a Democrat, a Member 
of Congress, a quibbler for equality, a lawmaker, an orator, a man of 
mature years, to come to Porto Rico, accept the hospitality of this 
island for a few days, and then go into the House and state that the 
children here go naked to the age of 10 or 12 Zeare and their food 
consists mainly of the windfalls of fruit and refuse if they can beat 
the dog or the hog to it. Your ignorance is only equaled by the 
brutality of your expressions. Your remarks appli to the whole of 
the population in the country districts and convey a most false im- 
pression of the conditions here. Children of 10 or 12 years do not go 
naked anywhere, except when they take a bath. I never saw or heard 
of even an isolated caSe where the subsistence of a child depended 
upon his wresting rotten fruit or refuse from a hog or dog. Very 
little children are sometimes seen naked in or near the houses in the 
country, but no one is shocked by such a sight nor is any comment 
made on it. It is not against public morals and is good for the child’s 
health, and no one but a person of narrow perceptions would carry 
that fact in his mind, exaggerate it, and then use it as an argument 
before a body of lawmakers on a political question. 

It was a little and cowardly thing for you to libel all the inhabitants 
of Porto Rico by the false statement that “ marriage among the natives 
is still a luxury indulged in by very few, but race suicide is not seri- 
ously threatened.”” You conveyed clearly the idea that only a small 
proportion of this IS is: married, while the great majority are 
living in a state of concubinage or free love. Nothing is farther from 
the truth, and if you had been as diligent in searching for facts as you 
have been in making a deceptive, sophisticai, and specious argument, 
your contribution to the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD would have been more 
accurate, fairer, and more palatable for home and foreign consump- 
tion. Suffice to say that marriage is an institution that obtains here 
as it does in Colorado, and that the proportion of people legally mar- 
ried is about the same as that in any other part of the world. The 
home is just as sacred as it is in your own State. 

You grew eloquent over your misstatement that few ple wear 
shoes, but you took your statistics from the year 1896, thirteen years 
ago. And your argument proves nothing and leads to nothing. Wear- 
ing shoes, or wearing coats or collars or cravats, is generally optional 
with the wearer. If he goes to a party, he wears them as a matier of 
convention: if he is working in his field or around his house, he can 
dispense with one or all of those articles and nobody is insulted or 
astonished, and the man is nevertheless a good citizen. For your in- 
formation I will say that in late years most of the inhabitants of the 
island wear shoes, not as a matter of comfort, but because of the fact 
that it is known that the anemia germ generally enters by way of the 
bare foot. The most of those shoes are made here in the country. 

Your innuendo to the effect that the ladies here are indifferent about 
the price of hosiery, meaning that hosiery is an article not extensively 
used by them, is an astonishing and disgusting statement to come from 
a prominent man. You got a cheap laugh for it, and I suppose you 
prize the laugh more than you do your own veracity, if you have any. 
As 2 politician you would not have dared to make that statement about 
the ladies of your own State; as a gentleman a should not have 
allowed yourself to make it about any ladies. If it is untrue as to 
the women of Colorado, it is equally untrue of the women here. 

The conclusions that you draw from your lurid historical data are 
erroneous. If it is true that Ponce de Leon's soldiers were a tough lot— 
as most soldiers were in those days—and that they cohabited with the 
Indian women found here, and that afterwards there was an admixture 
of negroes, French, English, and South Americans, what does that prove 
as to the capacity of the present inhabitants, under our form of govern- 
ment, to demonstrate their ability to be good citizens? Your inference 





was, of course, that our present population are the direct descendants of 
that “delectable crew of pirates,” as you call Ponce de Leon’s soldiers, 
and that they have inherited all the vices and shortcomings of their 
ancestors. It is a specioys and slanderous argument. If such fact is 
true, then the present inhabitants of the States of Florida, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, Texas, New Mexico, California, and other sections in the 
United States must be of precisely the same breed, for those territories 
were taken and settled by the same class of “ piratical’’ Spaniards as 
Ponce de Leon and his crew, and some of the laws and customs of 
those old adventurers have survived in those States to this day. 

Because Colorado and other western States were first entered and 
settled by the worst lot of desperadoes, bandits, escaped criminals, and 
prostitutes that the world ever saw is no reason for us to attribute 
that lineage to you because you happen to live in Colorado to-day, and 
to claim that you and the present inhabitants of your glorious State 
have inherited the attributes and defects of those old settlers and 
therefore should not enjoy the government you do enjoy. 

There are too many inexactitudes in your speech to be commented 
upon in this short letter. Your statement as to your purchases at a 
store in San Juan in company with a most distinguished and excellent 
lady whose name you had no authority to mention, and your alleged 
experiences in the French Hotel at Ponce, where I have lived for five 
years and where I have sometimes seen some very common people, are 
too puerile to mention, except to say that you desire to appear witty at 
the expense of truth and to the hurt of an inoffending people. You 
would be mightily insulted if some one went to your State and judged 
your whole people by the loafers and bootblacks and by the dirty and 
uncouth of which every community has a share. 

Your remarks as to the political situation were not much of a con- 
tribution, but I do not intend to discuss politics in this letter. It may 
occur to you about this point to inquire what business this is of mine 
and why I should be so sensitive about your unfortunate ee. Will 
you do me the honor to believe that I am as good an American as 
you are, as good a Democrat, as fair and impartial in my judgments, 
and as desirous to see justice done as you are? I thank you. Then 
will you also concede that having lived in this island for ten years, and 
being possessed of a knowledge of the people and their customs, | 
am competent to judge of them? And, further, if you will realize that 
having lived amongst them so long I have a sympathy and affection 
for them, you will see the reason for my writing this letter. In writing 
it I am confident that I voice the sentiments of every American on 
this island when I say that your speech was crude, unjust, unnecessary, 
brutal, and served no end, except thaps to ——eny insult a 
whole people for the mere pleasure of turning a phrase to earn a little 
idle laughter. If you do not know, then you must be told—and I hope 
the statement will percolate into your consciousness until at last you 
are convinced of the fact—that this community, as every other com. 
munity in the world, is made up of all kinds of people, but as a rule 
these people are kindly and well disposed toward Americans, and are 
anxious and willing to themselves be recognized as citizens of that great 
Republic which all admire and which the majority of them love and 
reverence. 

If there has been some anti-American talk on the part of a handfu! 
of politicians, it is because, fatuously, they have adopted that as a new 
political fad, but it will soon wear out, for that sentiment does not 
exist in the real hearts of the people. There are thousands of men 
here who are perfectly qualified to become citizens of the United States 
and of any State in the Union, for they are educated, law-abiding, and 
have a sincere desire to be citizens of that great Republic. There arv 
thousands of others, less educated and refined, but just as law-abiding 
and as earnest in their efforts toward advancement, who would make 
good citizens. 

If you not know it, you should be informed that on this island 
there is a great percentage of native people who are well bred, educated, 
and perfectly charming in manner, and whose homes are the centers 
of virtue and refinement; and there is another large number of peopl+ 
whose sons and daughters will be educated and who will in time form 
the citizenship of this community. There are men here, in every little 
community on the island, who possess all the civic virtues, and women 
whose virtue, grace, and loveliness can not he surpassed in the whole 
world. It is these people whom you have «landered in your ill-con 
sidered speech. 

You should also know that by reason of am contact there exists 
between the native, the European, and the American a mutual forbear 
ance toward one another, and that each, in his own way and fashion. 
endeavors to be courteous and just to the other. The Americans have 
idiosyncrasi¢s and habits of which the natives do not approve, and the 
natives have their own little mannerisms and idiosyncrasies which are 
different from ours, but each recognizes in the other oe good traits 
and characteristics, and to-day, as a general rule, there is a constant 
enreavor on the part of islander and continental to understand eacli 
other, to overlook, without comment, the little peculiarities of each, and 
to arrive at a friendly understanding based upon respect, forbearance, 
and affection. Your speech tends to confuse and weaken those relations, 
and it is especially te be regretted on that account. 

Permit me to say .hat you should be better informed on the subject 
before you make another speech about Porto Rico; that when you are 
in doubt you should give these people the benefit of the doubt; that you 
should enter no “ special plea’ and should confine your testimony to no 
one point, but should be catholic in your views and the scope of your 
remarks, giving, impartially, all sides of the question; a that you 
should first consult your conscience before maligning a whole people as 

ou did in your speech. If the President sends a commission to this 
sland, it is to be prayed that he will not select men who “ having eyes 
refuse to see, and having ears refuse to hear.” 

Very respectfully, Tiarry P. LEAKE. 


Mr. Speaker, it is this kind of work, this constant mis- 
representation of our people, that has been steadily working 
during the last ten years to mar the good feeling and friendly 
understanding between the American and the native elemeni~ 
in the island. The purpose of these people is to destroy this 
good feeling so that conditions on the island may be productive 
of disagreeable occurrances, creating in the end an anti-Amer- 
ican feeling in the country. They wish to have this Govern- 
ment prejudiced against favorable legislation, that may ev 
danger the prospects of themselves or their friends or rela- 
tives from holding their offices much longer. This is the bone 
of contention. The present attitude of the independent part of 


the American element, such as is expressed in this letter, helps 
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a good deal to counteract the spreading of that feeling. But, 
Mr, Speaker, in all such cases it occurs that the good element 
keeps aloof from such controversies while the mischievous one 
keeps up a constant agitation, and we all know that one or two 
men in a crowd often succeed in creating a disturbance against 
thousands who keep quiet and are not looking for trouble. 

The continuance of the present system is the issue. Remove 
that by giving a more liberal government to the island and all 
this campaign of slander, such as was carried on by a few inter- 
ested parties during the months of February, March, April, and 
June, when the bill was before Congress, will stop. 

The good feeling and thorough understanding between the 
native and American elements, which always prevailed from 
the landing of the Americans in the island, will be strengthened 
for the benefit of all concerned in the good name of the Nation 
and the happiness and prosperity of the small possession. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is my only concern in the case. Petty at- 
tacks, which I despise, should be overlooked by every patriotic 
American or Porto Rican, whether in the island or in this 
country. 

Neither do I wish, Mr. Speaker, by my preceding statement to 
convey the idea that the unfair attacks upon our people came 
solely from a few interested Americans; there are also some 
Porto Rieans interested in the game. Both these elements are 
those which find no favor on the part of the people, and they 
will also be swept out of existence, leaving the country at large 
to work out its own salvation for the good and honor of both 
the small country and this great Nation. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourn to meet on Tuesday next, July 27 


amt, 
| 


Mr. TAWNEY. 
adjourns to-day it 
1909, 

The motion was 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
adjourn. 

The motion was 
5 minutes p. m.), 
1909. 


agreed to. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 
the House adjourned until Tuesday, July 27, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, submitting 
a recommendation as to legislation affecting the bonds of Indian 
agents (H. Doc. No. 88)—to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, trans- 
mitting copies of the laws and journals of the thirty-eighth 


ritories, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. BATES, from the Joint Select Committee on Disposition 
of Useless Executive Papers, to which was referred the reports 
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By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 11793) to establish a national 


military park at Perryville, Ky.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11794) for the erection of a public building 


at Lawrenceburg, Anderson County, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 11795) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to accept for the Government the Gallatin turn- 
pike, from the city of Nashville to the national cemetery, in the 
county of Davidson, State of Tennessee—to the Committee « 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11796) suspending the 
patent and copyright laws of the United States when a patent 


i 


or copyright or any article or product protected by patent or 


copyright is owned, used, or leased by any trust or monopoly in 
violation of any law in restraint of trade—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 11798) to enable any State to 
cooperate with any other State or States or with the United 
States, for the protection of the watersheds of navigable streams, 
and to appoint a commission for the acquisition of lands for 
the purpose of conserving the navigability of navigable rivers— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 11799) concern- 
ing patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11800) to carry into effect the 
provisions of the act of Congress approved March 4, 1909, reiat- 
ing*to surveys of waters of North Carolina where fishing is pro- 
hibited by law—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PARKER: Resolution (H. Res. 94) amending 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolution (H. Res. 95) providing for a com- 





tules— 


| mittee to make investigation concerning useless documents—to 


the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 64) to pro- 
vide for the transportation by sea of material and equipment 
for use in the construction of the Panama Canal—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SABATH: Memorial of the legislature of Llinois, 


| relating to the improvement of the Mississippi River below 


St. Louis—to the Committee on Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 11801) granting an increase 


| of pension to Bruce Clifton—to the Committee on Pensions. 
legislative assembly of New Mexico—to the Committee on Ter- | 


of the heads of the departments, reported the same, accompanied | 


by a report (No. 16); which said report was referred to the | gctate of Frederick P. Gray—to the Committee on Claims. 


House Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 11787) for the retirement of 
aged or disabled employees in the civil service of the United 
States—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: A bill (H. R. 11788) to authorize 
William G. Tait to construct a bridge across Okanogan River— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11789) amendatory of 
existing laws regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 11790) to provide a pension for survivors 
of the late war of the rebellion, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11791) to establish in the Department of 
Agriculture a bureau to be known as the bureau of public high- 
ways, and to provide for national aid in the improvement of 
the public roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill CH. R, 11792) granting pensions to ex-prisoners of 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11802) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Keeble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11808) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Tullock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11804) granting a pension to Sallie 

taker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11805) for the relief of heirs or estates of 
William Kennedy and Mrs. Jane H. Kennedy, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 11806) for the relief of the 


By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 11807) for the relief of Frank 
Reed, administrator of the estate of James S. Reed, deceased, 


late of Davidson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11808) for the relief of Baxter Smith, 


administrator of the estate of Hugh C. Jackson, late of David- 
son County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11809) to extend the pro- 
visions, limitations, and benefits of an act entitled “An act 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated 
for the performance of manual labor, and providing for pen- 
sions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” to 
the surviving officers and enlisted men of Captain Beaty's 
company of independent scouts and to their widows and minor 
children—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 11810) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11811) to grant authority to the Crosby 








Transportation Company, of Milwaukee, Wis. to change the 
name of the steamer Naomi to BE. G. Crosby—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. d 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 11812) granting an increase 
of pension to William B. Milligan the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 


to 
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ty Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 11813) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Raleigh Mitchell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUREY: A bill (H. R. 11814) granting an increase 
of pension to Horatio Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 11815) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert S. Kinsloe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLAGHER: A bill (H. R. 11816) granting a pen- 
sion to Henriette J. Nimmerguth—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 11817) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Bedwell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: A bill (HL. R. 11818) granting a pension 
to Mary Sophie Josephine Brackelsberg—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 11819) for the relief of Van 
Foreman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11820) for the relief of J. Knight Lowery, 
of Jessamine County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11821) for the relief of John H. Me- 
Brayer—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11822) for the relief of A. Portwood—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11823) for the relief of the estate of Alex- 
ander Williams, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. IR. 11824) for the relief of the estate of W. G. 
Chesher, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11825) granting an increase of pension to 
D. H. Goyen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 11826) granting an increase 
of pension to Moses A. Stark—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 11827) granting an 
increase of pension to Jonathan R. Miller—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 11828) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Jacob Fass—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 11829) granting a pension to 
Evalina Imswiler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11830) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Billmyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 11831) granting a pension to 
Albert M. Thomas—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A Dill (H. R. 11882) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Carter—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill CH. R. 11833) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert Whittaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 11834) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Neely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11835) granting a pension to Annis M. 
Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11836) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel D. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 118387) granting an increase of pension to 
Clarence L. Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11888) granting an increase of pension to 
Miles E. Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11839) for the relief of the 
estate of James H. Hyatt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOU VELLE: A bill (H. R. 11840) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel F. Born—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ’ 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 11841) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben Crider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11842) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. A. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11843) granting an increase of pension to 
William I. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11844) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Shrider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11845) granting an increase of pension 
Peter J. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 11846) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Baird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 11847) granting an increase of pension 
Jasper Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11848) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel \. Nickerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11849) granting a pension to Philip 
Flath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11850) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of George T. Silvers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 11851) for the relief of 
W. J. Hughes, of Bossier Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 11852) granting 
an increase of pension to Homer Day—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11853) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry D. Smead—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11854) granting an increase of pension to 
William Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11855) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11856) granting an increase of pension to 
Alpheus Johnstonbaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11857) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ludwig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11858) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Fessenden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11859) granting an increase of pension to 
John Lyman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11860) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Shemery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11861) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Burkhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11862) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Corle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11868) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11864) granting an increase of pension to 
Turtellius B. O’Brian—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11865) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Ott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11866) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Leonhardt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11867) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah Gurr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11868) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Heiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11869) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. G. Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11870) granting a pension to William T. 
East—to the Committee on Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of A. L. Dunbar Lodge, No. 142, 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Meadville, Pa., against 
the corporation-tax amendment to H. R. 14838—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of Merchants and Manufacturers’ 
Bank of Milwaukee, Wis., for exemption of incorporated banks 
organized under national or state law from the corporation 
amendment to H. R, 1438—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Miller Brewing Company, of Milwaukee, 
Wis., against article 6 in the proposed corporation-tax amend- 
ment—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONRY: Petitions of Cigar Makers’ International 
Union of America, A. B. Hess and others, and B. Ezra Herr and 
others, against free tobacco and cigars from the Philippines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of National Association of Hosiery and Under- 
wear Manufacturers, for the House rates on hosiery—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of American Newspaper Association, favoring 
reduction of duty on print paper—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of New York 
and of the Merchants’ Association of New York, favoring a 
tariff commission—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rodman Wanamaker, for a statue of the 
American Indian to be erected on Lafiyette Island, in the 
Narrows of New York Harbor—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of R. S. Huston and 23 other citi- 
zens of Marengo, Iowa, against a parcels-post law—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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Also, petition of Charles Walls and 15 other citizens of Clin- 
ton, Iowa, for a downward revision of the tariff—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 5 

ty Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: Petitions of B. Ezra Herr 
and others, A. B. Hess and others, and New England Tobacco 
Growers’ Association, against free tobacco and cigars from the 
Philippines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, 
favoring reciprocity in trade with Canada—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National Association of Manufacturers, fa- 
voring a tariff board of revision—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Merchants’ Association of New York, favor- 
ing a permanent tariff commission—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petitions of New England Shoe and Leather Association 
and of the Endicott Johnson Company, for free hides—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of O. J. Glenn & Son, of Buffalo, N. Y., for re- 
moval of the duty on oats and hay—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Buffalo Volksfreund Printing Company, 
against any increase of duty on pulp and print paper—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of National Association of Hosiery 
and Underwear Manufacturers, favoring the House rate on 
hosiery—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Peck, Stowe & Wilcox Company, of New 
York, against the corporation-tax amendment to H. R. 1438— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William M. Eisen Company, against removal 
of duty on surgical instruments—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petitions of J. H. Rossbach & Bros. and Rice & 
Hutchins’ specialty house, for free hides—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of American Newspaper Publishers’ Association, 
against increase of duty of Payne bill on print paper—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Harry W. Pell, favoring free gypsum—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Scandinavian Canadian Land Company, fa- 
voring periodical reductions of the tariff by 5 per cent—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Endicott Johnson Company, for free hides— 
to the Committee ou Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Nassau Bank, against the corporation-tax 
amendment (H. R. 1438)—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Clarence W. Smith, favoring a statue of a 
native Indian for Fort Lafayette Island, in the Narrows of New 
York Harbor—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Skandia Furniture Company, of 
Rockford, IL, relative to proposed tariff change and against cor- 
poration amendment, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Austin, Nichols & Co., against 
raise of duty on sweetened biscuit—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of J. Keiber, jr., for a fair protection on litho- 
graphic products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rodman Wanamaker, for a statue of the 
American Indian to be erected on Lafayette Island, New York 
Narrows—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Post-Card Manufacturers and Allied Trades’ 
Protective Association, favoring a higher duty on post cards 
and kindred preductions—to the Committee on Ways and Megns. 

Also, petition of National Association of Hosiery and Under- 
wear Manufacturers, for House rates on hosiery—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Milton E. Oppenheimer, against a high duty 
on diamonds—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National Lace and Embroidery Company, 
against increase of duty on laces, etc.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Carded Woolen Manufacturers’ Association, 
favoring an ad valorem duty on wool—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Flandrau & Co., of New York, against raise 
of tariff on automobiles—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the adjutant-general of New York State, 
favoring S. 1691, providing for expenses of encampment of the 
organized militia—to the Committee on Militia. 

Also, petition of Lake Region Waterways Association, for 
appropriation to improve the Acklawaha River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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Also, petition of presidents and ex-presidents of the United 
Societies of Philadelphia for Relief and Protection of Immi- 
grants, against $10 tax on immigrants—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of business men of Elk River, 
Minn., against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Robert Whittaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Winona Council, No. 3, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, of Decatur, Ala., relative to the difficulty 
in providing an intelligent and practicable plan by which to 
regulate and restrict the landing of unworthy and undesirable 
immigrants on our shores from foreign countries, and our in- 
ability to prescribe and enforce our demands for an investiga- 
tion of the character and record of each immigrant who desires 
to secure passage on a ship to the United States. The best 
way is not to let any vessel from a foreign port have clearance 
papers into a port of ours unless it can show a strict compliance 
with every rule prescribed for the transportation of foreigners 
to our shores—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. SABATH: Petition of New York Mercantile Ex- 
change, for a moderate tariff on butter, cheese, and eggs—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: Petition of Providence Board of Trade, 
against the corporation-tax amendment to the tariff bill (H. R. 
1438)—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Jacob 
Fass—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATKINS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
W. J. Hughes—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, July 26, 1909. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 
CLAIMS OF KENTUCKY SOLDIERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT [aid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 2d instant, a letter from the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral of the Army submitting a tabulated statement of facts and 
orders relating to the history of the drafts in the State of Ken- 
tucky during the civil war, together with the facts and orders 
relating thereto and the number of men actually credited to the 
State and to each county of the State at the time of the drafts, 
ete. (S. Doc. No. 142), which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of Rudolph Minton v. United States (S. Doc. No. 
141), which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


THE MARINE CORPS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy. submitting estimates of defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for provisions, Marine Corps, 
1909, $50,000; fuel, Marine Corps, 1909, $5,000 (S. Doc. No. 
138), which, with jthe accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


J. M. CEBALLOS & CO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the 
judgment rendered by the Court of Claims on the mandate of 
the Supreme Court of the United States in the cause of J. M. 
Ceballos & Co., $205,614.37, ete. (S. Doe. No. 157), which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

FOREIGN TRADE RELATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
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letter from the Secretary of State submitting an estimate of 
appropriation of $100,000 to enable the Department of State 
to defray the expenses in connection with foreign trade rela- 
tions with the Orient and in Latin America (S. Doc. No. 139), 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLMENT OF WINNEBAGO INDIANS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from tle Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an item 
for inclusion in the deficiency appropriation bill to carry out 
the provision contained in the Indian appropriation act of 
March 3, 1909, relating to the enrollment of certain Winnebago 
Indians (S. Doc. No. 140), which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 11797) to attach Ben Hill County to the 
Albany division of the southern district of Georgia, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. DICK. I present a number of telegrams in the nature 
of memorials, which I ask may be printed in the Rrecorp. They 
are brief and important, and deal with the subject of the 
admission of iron ore free of duty. I ask that the telegrams 
be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the telegrams were referred to 
the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

TELEGRAM FROM THE SOUTH. 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA., July 25, 1909. 

Protection on iron and iron ore made possible investments of a hun- 
dred million dollars in iron industry in Alabama. Free iron ore would 
not only seriously jeopardize this investment already made, but would 
prevent further investments now in sight. Our ores are low grade, and 
owing to our geographical position, entailing heaviest freight rates in 
country, we could not compete with manufacturers situated on sea- 
board and using foreign ores mined with cheap labor and carrying low 
ocean freights. This district feels it must have duty on ore. 

Epritor DAiLy LepGer. Stoss Iron anp STEEL Co. 
Epiror DaILty News, SOUTHERN Stern Co. 


W. H. HASSINGER. ALABAMA CONSOLIDATED Iron Co, 
Guy R. JOHNSON, ROANE Iron Co. 


CLEVELAND, ORI, July 24, 1909. 
CHARLES DICK, Y 24, 190 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Ilion 


| approval of any reduction in the tariff on ore. 


A large and enthusiastic meeting of iron-ore producers was held here | 


to-day, and a telegram was sent to the President and Vice-President, of 
which the following is a copy, including signature: “ At a meeting held 
here this morning, the undersigned firms engaged in the iron-ore busi- 
ness, representing all independent producing mining companies in the 
Lake Superior ore region, with an annual production of over 20,000,000 
tons, respectfully protest against the admission of iron ore free of duty, 


and feel that the reduction made in the Senate bill is all that the in- | 


dustry can stand without serious results, and that any further reduc- 
tion would be disastrous to the shipping and mining interests involved 
and, incidentally, to hundreds of thousands of men employed in this 
work. We also feel that the proposed reduction recommended by the 
Senate committee fully complies with the spirit of the Republican plat- 
form. Ogiebay, Norton & Co.; M. A. Hanna & Co.; Pickands, Mather 
& Co.; Cleveland Cliffs Iron Company ; Corrigan, McKinney & Co.; The 
Tod Stambaugh yg we hl Pittsburg Iron Ore Company; Lake’ Erie 
Ore Company; E. N. Breitung & Co.; H. H. Brown & Co.” 
J. G. Butter, Jr. 





CLEVELAND, OHIO, July 24, 1909 
Hon. Cnanies Dick, 7 
Washington, D. C.: 


A meeting of pig-iron manufacturers representing a daily production 
of approximately 10,000 tons was hela at Cleveland to-day, and resolu- 
tions passed sending the following telegram to the President and Vice- 
President, including signatures: “ We regard it to be imperatively nec- 
essary that the duty on pig iron and scrap iron of $2.50 per ton, as 
proposed by the Senate committee, should be retained, as a reduction 
from this rate would result in great injury to manufacturers in this 
section.” Upson Nut Company; Struthers Furnace Company; The To- 
ledo Furnace Company; Detroit Furnace Company; Stewart Iron Com- 
pany (Limited); Cleveland Cliffs Iron Company; Brier Hill Iron and 
Coal Company ; Pickands, Mather & Co.; M. A. Hanna & Co.; Ohio Iron 
nnd Steel Company; Youngstown Steel Company; Youngstown Sheet and 
Tube Company; Claire Furnace Company; United Iron and Steel Com- 
pany: Pennsylvania Iron and Coal Company; Perry Iron Company ; 
Girard Iron Company; Columbus Iron and Steel Company.” 

J. G. Burier, Jr. 





CLEVELAND, OHIO, July 25, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES DICK, k 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
We have sent the following telegram to the President and Vice-Presi- 
dent to-day: “At a meeting held here this morning the undersigned 


firms engaged in the iron-ore business, representing all independent pro- 


ducing mining companies in the Lake Superior ore region, with an annual 
production of over 20,000,000 tons, respectfully protest against the ad- 
mission of iron ore free of duty, and feel that the reduction made in the 
Senate bill is all that the industry can stand without serious results, 
and that any further reduction would be disastrous to the shipping and 
mining interests involved, and incidentally to hundreds of thousands of 
men employed in this work. We also feel that the proposed reduction 
recommended by the Senate committee fully complies with the spirit of 
the Republican platform.” 
M. A. HANNA & Co. 


OGLEBAY, NorTon & Co. 
PICKANDS, MATHER & Co. CLEVELAND CLirrs [Ron Co. 
CORRIGAN, McKInNEY & Co. Tue Topp STAMBAUGH Co. 
PITTSBURG IRON ORB CoO. LAKE ERIB Ornp Co. 

H. H. Brown & Co. 


E. N. Brerrune & Co. 


—_— 


CLEVELAND, On10, July 24, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES DICK, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


The following telegram has this day been sent to the President and 
the Vice-President: “ We regard it to be imperatively necessary that 
the duty on pig iron and scrap iron of $2. per ton as proposed by 
the Senate committee should be retained, as a reduction from this rate 
would result in great injury to manufacturers in this section. Upson 
Nut Company; Struthers Furnace Company; The Toledo Furnace Com- 
pany; Detroit Furnace Company; Stewart Iron Company (Limited) ; 
Cleveland Cliffs Iron Company; Brier Hill Iron and Coal Company ; 
Pickands, Mather & Co.: M. A. Hanna & Co.; Ohio Iron and Stee 
Company; Youngstown Steel Company; Youngstown Sheet and Tube 
Company; Claire Furnace Company; United Iron and Steel Company ; 
Pennsylvania Iron and Coal Company; Perry Iron Company; Girard 
Iron Company ; Columbus Iron and Steel Company.” 

D. B. CHamMBeErs, Chairman. 
F. H. Rose, Secretary. 


CLEVELAND, On10, July 20, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES DICK, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We wish to enter our protest against putting iron ore on the free 
list. The reduction from 40 cents per ton to 25 cents r ton will 
amply carry out the promises of the Republican party platform, and 
miners and mine labor are entitled to protection under that platform. 

HE Top STAMBAUGH COMPANY. 


CotumMBus, OnI0, July 23, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES DICK, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

We respectfully urge your cooperation in the matter of duty on iron 
ore. It is our belief that the Senate bill rate is proper and should be 
adopted. 

Bonney Fioryp COMPANY. 


CLEVELAND, OnT10, July 20, 1909. 
Senator CHARLES DICK, 
Washington, D. C.: 
We wish to express om pen our approval of the Senate bill as regards 
the iron-ore schedule, and we also wish to express our unqualifi dis- 


M. A. HANNA & Co. 


WELLSTON, On10, July 23, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES DICK, 
Washington, D. C.: 


I do not regard free iron ore as fair to furnace interests of Central 
West. Am in favor of Senate bill which, I think, is fair proposition. 
DETROIT FURNACE COMPANY, 
Per J. C. CLurts, President. 


Mr. STEPHENSON presented a petition of the board of direc- 
tors of the National German-American Bank of Wausau, Wis., 
praying for the adoption of a certain amendment to the pending 
tariff bill exempting incorporated banks organized under any 
national or state law from the provisions of the proposed tax on 
corporations, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


RATES ON IRON AND STEEL. 


Mr. DICK. I present certain important matter, being a com- 
parative statement: of the Dingley and Senate rates of leading 
articles of iron and steel. I ask that the statement, together 
with the accompanying letter, be printed in the Recorp and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the statement and accompanying 
letter were referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO, July 14, 1909. 
To THE PRESIDENT: 


I am sending you herein for your information a table which I have 
prepared showing the Dingley rates and the proposed Senate rates on 
that portion of the metal schedule in which our people in this section 
are particularly interested. If this is not “ revision downward,” I do 
not know the meaning of the term. 

You will note that iron ore is reduced 15 cents per ton or 374 per 
cent; scrap fron and scrap steel, 374 per cent; bar iron cut square in 
two, 50 per cent; charcoal bars, $4 per ton reduction or 33) per cent; 
boiler plates cut nearly in two; cotton ties reduced $4 per ton or 334 
per cent; steel rails cut from $7.86 to $3.92, pyeeee in two; fish plates, 
25 per cent reduction ; steel —s cut nearly in two; wire rods cut in 
twain; iron and steel pipe cut in twain; and so on, ad infinitum. 

Yours, very truly, 


J. G. Burier, Fe. 
Hon. W. H. Tarr, Washington, D. C. 





Articles. 
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TROD CED nvccodnenecedsnuscnmzencqcesscesacsascesse Dantes at BUR OG 6 inc dnc cntccdensscstiscsscees Twenty-five cents per ton................-.....-- 37% 
Pig iron, iron kentledge, speigeleisen, and ferro- | Four dollars per ton..................----------- Two dollars and fifty cents per ton............. 374 
manganese. 
eT i itinnetedccccccccccdcee nal iii nicstiiemniiniaiimiiad pe chin idl tain adnnaeabodacccoaces 374 
Bar iron, square iron, flats, ete.................... Three-tenths of one cent per pound t 50 
Charcoal-iron bars, blooms, ete.................... ry. UU. ae I Oc cciedncnesacanccoccen= 334 
Beams, girders, and other structural shapes...... Five-tenths of one cent per pound From three-tenths to four-tenths of one cent 40 to 20 
per pound, according to value. 
Boller plahss GG Gi icnssdscosccacccscocececccess From five-tenths of one cent per pound to} From three-tenths of one cent per pound to 40 to 20 
twenty-five per cent, according to value. twenty per cent, according to value. 
Sheets of iron or steel and skelp iron or steel..... From seven-tenths to one and two-tenths cents | From fivetenths of one cent per pound to 284 
per pound, according to value and gauge. thirty per cent ad valorem, according to 
value and gauge. 
Cat ici ntendtntiinchbandcesccneconass Five-tenths of one cent per pound..............-. Three-tenths of one cent per pound...........-..-. 49 
Steel rails (requiring fish plates).................. Seven-twentieths of one cent per pound......... Seven-fortieths of one cent per pound..........- 50 
Railway fish plates or splice bars.................- Four-tenths of one cent per pound............... Three-tenths of one cent per pound.............- 25 
Tin plates and terneplates......................... One and one-half cents per pound..............-.. One and two-tenths cents per pound...........-- 20 
Steel ingots, blooms, billets, bars, ete............. From three-tenths to four and seven-tenths | From seven-fortieths of one cent per pound (*) 
cents per pound, according to value. to twenty per cent ad valorem. 
Wee sik atieewenidivd dita dak dedtiascisted-ceik Thirty-five per cent ad valorem.................. Thirty per cent ad valorem...................--- 144 
WH icc tibaat glenn Gndemiitetincppinpebinigt From four-tenths to three-fourths of one cent | From three-tenths to six-tenths of one cent 25 to 20 
per pound, according to value. per pound, according to value. 
Wire................-----.----..-.-.-..-..-.----....| From one and one-fourth cents to forty per | From one to one and three-fourths cents per (*) 
per cent ad valorem, according to gauge pound, according to gauge; not less than 
and value. thirty-five per cent ad valorem. 
Wire nails...... a didiliihedatdaandiveiahasen<teatiahie From one-half to one cent per pound, accord- | From one-half to three-fourths of one cent | Same to 25 
ing to gauge. per pound, according to gauge. 
Cast-iron pipe....................-........---......| Four-tenths of one cent per pound............... One-fourth of one cent per pound.............-- 374 
¢ Different basis. 
Cotton cloth valued at 15.75 cents per square yard, dyed in plain 
tT F. square yard, dy p 
_ 7 oe a i < colors, now coming in under a Dingley Sake of 40 per cent ad valorem, 
Mr. SHIVELY. I present an article from the New York | gets an increase of 27 per cent under the rivising manipulations of the 


Times of this date relative to the pending tariff bill. I ask 
that it be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

There being no objection, the article was referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

PROOF OF THE INFAMY. 


[From the New York Times, Monday, July 26.] 


A Senator of the United States declared with much earnestness the 
other ony that the Aldrich tariff bill did not increase the Dingley 
duties. fe must be excused on the ground of pure nee. But 
what shall be said of Senator ALDRICH, who, in defending the cotton- 
goods schedule, which advances the duties on cotton cloth in various 
degrees from 10 to more than 120 per cent and applies to three-quarters 
of the cotton-cloth imports, said that “‘ these new specific rates should 
not and do not exceed the equivalent of the present Dingley ad valorem 
rates?” 

Proof that the Rhode Island Senator’s statement was untrue is, for- 
tunately, not wanting. No one not technically familiar with the manu- 
facture and trade in cotton cloths could refute him; the schedule has 
been bedeviled, and, we must believe, purposely bedeviled, by the changes 
from ad valorem to specific duties to such a degree that it gives up its 
guilty secrets only under expert scrutiny. To that it has been sub- 
jected. The general committee of the wholesale dry goods merchants 
of New York has analyzed the Aldrich duties, with astonishing results. 
Take, for example, plain white cotton goods, mercerized, such as are 
used for women’s and children’s wear. The appended analysis shows 
that the Aldrich bill almost doubles the Dingley duty: 


Plain cotton cloth—Duty increased 923 per cent. 


Under 100 threads square inch (actual count, 84 threads), 27-inch 
width. Cost, 59d. (11,6725 cents). Square yard, value 15.56 cents. 
Present duty, paragraph 305 Dingley law, is 25 per cent ad valorem, 


—— square yard, 3.98 cents; proposed duty, paragraph 315 Senate | 
bill, 


specific based on value (value over 15 cents and not over 16 cents), 
64 cents square yard, 6} cents; being mercerized, add additional duty 
under paragraph 321, 1 cent square yard (applied by wording of para- 
graph 318), 1 cent; total new duty is 7§ cents; difference, 3.61.cents ; 
duty increase, 923 per cent. 
As the market price increases the duty rises. If the price of this 
bleached cotton cloth should advance one-half of a cent a yard the 
analysis shows how Senate revision downward sends the duty upward: 


Same cloth, higher price, duty up 1214 per cent. 


Cost then 6d. if market advances (12.18 cents); square-yard value 
changes from 15.56 cents to 16.24 cents; present duty, paragraph 305 


Dingley law, is 25 per cent ad valorem, equals square yard, 4.06 cents; | 


proposed duty, paragraph 313 Senate bill, specific based on value (over 
16 cents square yard), 8 cents square yard, 8 cents; being mercerized, 
add additional duty under paragraph 321, 1 cent square yard (applied 
by wording of paragraph 318), 1 cent; total new duty is 9 cents; differ- 
ence, 4.94 cents; duty increase, 1214 per cent. 

#0 simple colored cotton dress goods, used by persons of the 
humblest means, valued at 15.10 cents a square yard, the Dingiey duty 
is 35 per cent ad valorem, equal to 5.29 cents a yard. The Aldrich biil 
increases this duty to 7 cents a square yard, or to 8 cents if mercerized, 
an increase of 2.71 cents a yard, or 514 per cent over the Dingley rate. 
Take ordinary white gods used for women’s and children’s wear: 


Ordinary white goods—Duty increased 48% per cent. 


One hundred to one hundred and fifty threads square inch (actual 
count, 130 threads), 27j-inch width. Cost, 6§d. (13.20 cents) ; square 
yard, value 17.28 cents; present duty, paragraph 306 Dingley law, is 35 
per cent ad valorem, oe uare yard, 6.05 cents; proposed duty, 
paragraph 314 Senate bill, specific based on value (valued over 16 cents 
and not over 20 cents), 8 cents square yard, 8 cents; being mercerized, 
add additional duty under paragraph 321, 1 cent square yard, 1 cent; 


total new duty is 9 cents; difference, 2.95 cents; duty increase, 48% 
per cent. 


Aldrich committee. Colored sateen, a common article used for women’s 
skirts and waists and for linings, valued at 20.96 cents a square yard, 
now dutiable at 40 per cent, goes up to 46% per cent. 

If Senator ALDRICH was ignorant of the working of the cotton sched- 
ule at the time he reported the bill, he can not now plead that excuse. 
These figures are before him. Does he —— their accuracy? The 
values given and the application of the me have been verified at the 
| New York custom-house and by experts in the Treasury Department at 
| Washington. They lay bare the infamous deceptions and tricks of 
| the cotton schedule. They — the flagrant untruthfulness of any 

=e every pretense that the Aldrich bill does not increase the Dingley 
rates. 

Is that what the Republican platform 
meant, Mr. President, when you yourself promised at Milwaukee, on 
September 24, 1908, to use all your influence “to secure a genuine 
and honest revision of the tariff, in accordance with the principle of 
protection laid down in-~-the platform, based upon the examination 
of appropriate evidence and impartial as between the consumer and 
the manufacturer?" When the cotton schedule was drawn up, was 
that “impartial examination” made in daylight or in some crypt, 
with no consumer present and a cotton manufacturer holding the lamp 
and guiding the grat You said at Cincinnati, Mr. President, on Sep- 
tember 22: “If am elected President I promise the Nation that I 
will use every fiber of my being to carry out honestly and decently the 
tariff-revision promises of the Republican platform.” Is the cotton- 
goods schedule, with its great increase of rates, either honest or decent? 

“I promise the Nation!’ Well, it would be wise and prudent for 
President Taft to look ahead and see what the Nation is going to do 
when it begins to understand and feel in its pockets how the tariff 
revisers have broken the promise of the platform and mocked at the 
pledges of the candidate. These increases in tariff taxes must inevi- 
tably be followed by an increase of price to the consumer. Every woman 
in the land who buys cotton goods for herself or her children will 
be confronted with this increase of cost. The retailer will ex- 
plain that he, too, has to pay more for the goods. Why? There will 
be but one answer, and it will be given in every great department 
store and in every little shop in the United States. No campaign 
speech, no excuse or palliation of a party mistake could ever get such 
boundless publicity. In every home it will be known that the Repub- 
lican Congress and the Taft administration have added 3 or 5 cents 
a yard to the price of common cotton cloth. The burden of that added 
cost, added by Congress, added by Mr. Taft if he signs the bill with 
that schedule unchanged, will be felt in homes that gave votes to elect 
a Republican Congress and a Republican President. To that accounting 
— House, the Senate, and President Taft are going with their tariff 

aw. 


romised? Is that what you 





NATIONAL WATERWAYS COMMISSION, 


Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
|} an amendment relative to the compensation of officers and em- 
ployees of the Government employed by the National Water- 
ways Commission, etc., intended to be proposed to the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed, which was 
| agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FRYE: 

A bill (S. 2982) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Cole; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 2983) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
Hill; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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ty Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 2984) to grant certain lands to the town of La 
Junta, Colo. (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

sy Mr. DEPEW: 

A bill (S. 2985) to correct the military record of Frederick 
Bramer (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2986) granting an increase of pension to Barbara 
Downer; 

A bill (S. 2987) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Both; 

A bill (S. 2988) granting a pension to William F. Walker; 

A bill (S. 2989) granting a pension to Harriett Dailey ; 

A bill (S. 2990) granting an increase of pension to Milo S. 
Goldthwait; 

A bill (S. 2991) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Brady; 

A bill (S. 2992) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
Hardeland (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2998) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
O’Donnell Wood (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2994) granting a pension to Nancy J. Bloomer 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2995) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Harris (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bili (S. 2996) granting a pension to Andrew Archibold | 
(with accompanying paper) ; and 
A bill (S. 2997) granting a pension to Emma G. Ferris (with 

accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

3y Mr. PAGE: 

A bill (S. 2998) granting an increase of pension to Eugene C. 
Burroughs (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2999) granting an increase of pension to Harlan P. | 
Sherwin (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 3000) to provide an American register for the bark | 
Catalina; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A bill (S. 3001) for the erection of a public building at | 
Cookeville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3002) for the relief of heirs or estate of G. L. | 
Irwin, deceased (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 8008) for the relief of the estate of Patrick Henry | 
Watkins, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3004) for the relief of John H. Jackson (with | 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 3005) for the relief of George W. Penney and the 
heirs of Thomas Penney, deceased (with accompanying 
paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3006) for the relief of James B. Hoge (with ac- 
companying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3007) for the relief of the estate of John A. Heard, 
deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3008) for the relief of the estate of George M. 
Carroll, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S, 3009) for the relief of the estate of Martin Hart- | 
man, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3010) for the relief of heirs or estate of William H. | 
Turley, deceased (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3011) for the relief of the estate of Washington 
Pryor, deceased (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3012) for the relief of the estate of Aaron Mur- 
dock, deceased (with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3012) for the relief of the estate of Robert Lank- 
ford, deceased (with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3014) for the relief of the heirs of Erban Powell, 
deceased (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3015) for the relief of the estate of Mary A. 
Henderson, deceased (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3016) for the relief of James B. Brown (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3017) for the relief of the heirs of David W. 
Knight, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 3018) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of Baxter Smith, adminis- 
trator of Hugh C. Jackson, deceased (with accompanying paper) ; | 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HALE: 

A bill (8S. 3019) granting an increase of pension to Samuel I. 
Scammon (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 








By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 3020) for the relief of Serapio Romero, late post- 
master at Las Vegas, N. Mex.; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3021) providing for the construction of bridges 
across Red River, Taos County, N. Mex., and for other pur- 
poses; and 

A bill (S. 3022) providing for the construction of a bridge at 
Walmsleys Crossing, Taos County, N. Mex.; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

A bill (8S. 3023) for the relief of Charles Seiser; and 

A bill (S. 3024) to correct the military record of John Scan- 
lon; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3025) granting pensions to soldiers confined in so- 
called confederate prisons; 

A bill (8. 3026) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Stackhouse; 

A bill (S. 3027) granting an increase of pension to Willoughby 
Schaffer ; 

A bill (S. 3028) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
FE. Snyder; 

A bill (S. 8029) granting a pension to Sarah Schafhirt; 

‘ A bill (S. 3030) granting an increase of pension to Mattie J. 
fllis ; 

A bill (S. 3031) granting a pension to Isabella C. Swisher ; 

A bill (S. 3032) granting a pension to Charles E. Stedman; 

A bill (S. 8083) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Dougherty ; 

A bill (S. 3084) granting a pension to Ursula Dickinson ; 

A bill (S. 3035) granting an increase of pension to Henry K. 


| Dean; 


A bill (S. 3086) granting an increase of pension to Archibald 
K. Eddowes; 

A bill (S. 8037) granting a pension to Frederick W. Ells- 
worth ; 

A bill (S. 3088) granting a pension to Mary H. Sirwell; 

A bill (S. 8039) granting an increase of pension to Frank B. 
Bickford ; 

A bill (S. 3040) granting an increase of pension to George 


| Rice; 


A bill (8S. 3041) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Schaddle; 

A bill (S. 8042) granting a pension to Sarah Wood; 

A bill (S. 3043) granting an increase of pension to William 
Fritz; 

A bill (S. 3044) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Yost; 

A bill (S. 3045) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Drake; 

A bill (S. 3046) granting a pension to Susan A. Graden; 

A bill (S. 3047) granting a pension to Sarah BE. Hendricks: 

A bill (S. 3048) granting an increase of pension to William 
Bessinger : 

A bill (S. 3049) granting a pension to Amelia Harmon; 

A bill (S. 3050) granting an increase of pension to John 


| Shroat; and 


A bill (8S. 8051) granting a pension to Henry Miller; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NIXQN: 

A bill (S. 3052) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Hurst; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JUNEAU, ALASKA. 
Mr. SCOTT. I should like to call the attention of the Sen- 


| ator from Indiana [Mr. Brvertper] to the record of the pro- 
| ceedings of last Friday, where the bill (S. 2967) to previde 
| for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 


thereon at Juneau, in the Territory of Alaska, introduced by 


| the Senator from California [Mr. Perkins], was referred to 


the Committee on Territories. I should like to have the refer- 
ence changed and the bill sent to the Committee on Pubiic 
suildings and Grounds. A similar bill was here in the last 
Congress, and there never was any question raised but that 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds is the proper 
committee to which the bill should go. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I did not know that this 
particular bill had been heretofore before the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. If that is the case, I am very 
willing that the reference should be changed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the reference 
will be changed and the bill will be referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish in this connection to call the Sena- 
tor’s attention to the fact that the Committee on Territories 
has always considered such bills, At least I have now in mind 
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four or five bills providing for public buildings in Territories 


which were before that committee. That is the reason why I 
suggested the other day that this bill providing for a public 
puilding in Alaska Should be referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories, Alaska being under the jurisdiction of that committee. 
But the Senator’s statement ends it, and I make no objection. 
Mr. SCOTT. A bill identical with this one was before the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in the last Congress. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GUGGENHEIM submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $20,000 for the continuation of the building of the 
post-office and court-house at Colorado Springs, Colo., intended 
to be proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRAZIER submitted an amendment providing that funds 
accruing to the several States, Territories, and the District of 
Columbia in the operation of section 1661, Revised Statutes of 
the United States as amended, shall be applicable in the pay- 
ment of expenses heretofore incurred by the participation of 
their organized militia, etc., intended to be proposed by him to 
the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SIMMONS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $20,807.84 to pay the judgment of the Court of Claims in 
the case of the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Company against 
the United States, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
urgent deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$292.45 to pay the judgment of the Court of Claims in the case 
of the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Company against the 
United States, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the 
urgent deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGES OVER NAVIGABLE WATERS. 


Mr. JONES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 11572) to authorize the construction, 
maintenance, and operation of various bridges across and over 
certain navigable waters, and for other purposes, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. Dick, it was 


‘ Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the 

Senate the 

ist sess.), there having been no adverse report thereon. 
On motion of Mr. Diex, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate the papers in the case of Dr. Harrison Waggoner (S. 4100, 55th 
Cong., 2d sess.), there having been no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. Dick, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate the papers in the case of Dr. Harrison Waggoner (S. 632, 58th 
Cong., Ist sess.), there having been no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. Pires, it was 


Ordered, That the papers accompanying the bill (S. 8006, 60th Cong., 
24a oom.) for the relief of George Jennings, alias George Fish, be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate, there having been no adverse re- 
port thereon. ' 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 


Mr. KEAN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Thursday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 11797. An act to attach Ben Hill County to the Albany 
division of the southern district of Georgia was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


TAXES ON INCOMES, 


Mr. BROWN. I ask that Senate concurrent resolution No. 6 
be laid before the Senate for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays the concurrent 
resolution before the Senate. It will be read. 

The Secretary read Senate concurrent resolution 6, sub- 
mitted by Mr. Brown on the 20th instant, as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution 6. 

Resolwed by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the President of the United States be requested to transmit torch: 
with to the executives of the several States of the United States copies 
of the article of amendment proposed by Congress to the state legis- 
latures to amend the Constitution of the United States, passed July 
12, 1909, respecting the porer of Congress to lay and collect taxes 
on incomes, to the end that the said States may proceed to act upon the 
said article of amendment; and that he request the executive of each 
State that may ratify said amendment to transmit to the Secretary 


of State a certified copy of such ratification. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution, 


peees in the case of August Rumpf (S. 4945, 60th Cong., | 


—_— eS — 





Mr. DEPEW. I offer the following amendment to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the con- 
current resolution the following: 

Providing the same be not done by the Secretary of State according to 
custom and precedent. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I do not care how it reaches 
the executives of the various States, but my own opinion is that 
the orderly and regular way would be for the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, that being the body that passed last on the 
question, to transmit an engrossed or certified copy of the joint 
resolution to the executive of every State, and that would be 
sufficient. Of course, when the various States have ratified the 
amendment, as I hope they will, then the executives of the sev- 
eral States would transmit the ratification to the Secretary of 
State. But, as I view the matter, it is not one in which the 
President of the United States has any part. 

This is a matter with which the Constitution does not con- 
nect the President; and while I would not for one moment sup- 
pose that under any circumstances the President would not 
transmit the joint resolution to the various executives accord- 
ing to the request of Congress, yet this is not executive action, 
and it has absolutely no relation to the executive department. 

I have no objection, however, to its being done in this way. 
I simply want to say that there might arrive a time when I 
would prefer to have it done the other way, and I thus save the 
point. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, in looking at this question I 
find that of the amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States since its adoption, the first ten were immediately adopted 
as a part of it, and another came two years afterwards on ac- 
count of the trouble in the election of the President of the 
United States. Then there was no amendment of the Constitu- 
tion until the civil war came. The habit, I understand, has 
never been varied from that as the amendments have passed 
the two Houses they have been certified by the Secretary of 
the Senate and the Clerk of the House to the Secretary of 
State, and the Secretary of State has transmitted them to the 
governors of the various States, and then they have transmitted 
them to the legislatures for their action. 

The reason why I offered this amendment was that it seemed 
to me a reflection upon the Secretary of State that he would 
not perform his duty if the Secretary of the Senate and the 
Clerk of the House had performed their duty. It seemed to 
be also a reflection upon the governors of the various States 
that the President of the United States should request them to 
do what it is their duty to do. 

Mr. BROWN. .Mr. President, I do not think there is any 
oceasion for much debate over this proposition. The resolu- 
tion, I will say, from the investigation I made, is the usual 
resolution that has heretofore been passed with respect to the 
later amendments to the Constitution. 

The situation is this: A joint resolution proposes an amend- 
ment to the Constitution, and, after it is passed by both 
branches of Congress, it is then certified to the Secretary of 
State and is there kept in the archives of that office. In my 
own judgment, I do not think there is any necessity for any in- 
struction from any source. I do not think the Secretary of 
State could defeat the ratification of the amendment if he 
omitted to send any request to the States or omitted to send a 


copy of the joint resolution to the several governors. But I 
think it better to follow the usual and ordinary course. 
It is not a reflection upon the Secretary of State. Indeed, I 


have no doubt the Secretary of State is anxious to follow the 
usual and trodden path in the matter; and when the President 
is requested to send these notices out, he acts, of course, through 
the Secretary of State. 

Mr. DEPEW. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. DEPEW. Has such a resolution as this ever been passed 
when other amendments to the Constitution have been sent out? 

Mr. BROWN. That is my information. A similar resolu- 
tion was adopted as to the fourteenth and fifteenth amend- 
ments, and, I think, to all the later amendments since the war. 

At any rate, as suggested by the Senator from Texas, there 
ean be no real objection to this form of a notice, and I hope 
the Senator from New York will withdraw the amendment, 
which is certainly not pertinent, if not impertinent. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. ‘The Senator from Nebraska has no 
doubt investigated the subject. I have not. I wish to ask him 
whether lie finds a precedent for this sort of legislation? 
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Mr. BROWN. I have staied that I am following the prece- 
dents 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. BROWN. In the adoption of the latest amendment to the 
Constitution. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It occurs to me that Congress, in pro- 
posing the joint resolution, is performing rather a political than 
a legislative function, and I can not see what the President has 
to do with the matter. It seems to me that when Congress has 
passed the joint resolution proposing an amendment to the legis- 
latures of the various States, it has discharged its entire func- 
tion under the Constitution, and I can not, for the life of me, 
understand what necessity there is for referring the matter to 
the President. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator may be right, but I am follow- 
ing the precedents. It has been the rule and custom, and I see 
no valid objection to it. Certainly none has been urged this 
morning. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Does the Senator from Nebraska see 
any necessity for doing it at all? 

Mr. BROWN. I said that I was of the opinion that the rati- 
fication of the States could be had without any notice from any- 
body. My own judgment is that Congress having acted and 
passed the joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution, the executives of the States and the legislatures of the 
States would take official notice, just as a court takes judicial 
notice of the acts and resolutions of Congress. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That would occur to me to be the cor- 
rect view. 

Mr. BROWN. 
do any harm. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
unnecessary thing. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In answer to that, can it be said by the 
Senator that when a thing is always done in this way and thus 
is established by custom, it is unnecessary? It seems to me that 
the statement of the Senator from Nebraska that it is customary 
— usual relieves the matter of any objection, if custom makes 

aw. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The fact that Congress may have done 
an unnecessary thing three or four times in the past is not to 
me a sufficient reason why it should continue to do an unneces- 
sary thing. I think that both the Senator from Indiana and the 
Senator from Nebraska will agree that in proposing the amend- 
ment Congress is performing a political rather than a legisla- 
tive function under the Constitution, because it simply proposes 
the amendment, and that sets the machinery in operation. The 
States of the Union take notice of what has occurred and proceed 
under the invitation of Congress to act upon it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wanted to see what the last 
precedent was. I find that when the fifteenth amendment was 
proposed there was offered by Senator Stewart, of Nevada, this 
language, and it was passed on the following day, or at a later 
session on the same day, and apparently without debate. That 
certainly is the last precedent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
DrEPEew]}. 

Mr. BACON. I ask that the amendment be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. 
amendment? 

Mr. DEPEW. I should like to hear read the part of the con- 
current resolution instructing the governors to report back. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will first read the original resolution and then the amendment 
effered by the Senator from New York. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution, as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution 6. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House Of Rapeasensatives concurring), 
That the President of the United States negnaeen to transmit forth- 
with to the executives of the several States of the United States copies 
of the article of amendment proposed by Congress to the state legisla- 
tures to amend the Constitution of the United States, passed July 12, 
1909, respecting the power of Congress to lay and collect taxes on in- 
comes, to the end that the said States may proceed to act upon the said 
article of amendment; and that he request the executive of each State 
that may ratify said amendment to transmit to the Secretary of State 
a certified copy of such ratification. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be read. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the reso- 
lution : 

Providing the same be not done by the Secretary of State according 
to custom and p ent. 


Mr. STONE. Let that be read again. 





This is a mere form, and certainly it can not 


I think it is objectionable to do an 


Does the Senator from New York insist on his 












































consideration of executive business. 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o’clock 
and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, 


Mr. BROWN. I do not think the Senator from New York 


insists on the amendment. 


Mr. LODGE. It would have to be modified, for it apparently 


is not strictly the custom and precedent. 


Mr. DEPEW. I withdraw the amendment. I will ask the 


Senator from Nebraska as to the last clause, “that he request 
the executive of each State that may ratify said amendment to 
transmit to the Secretary of State a certified copy of such 


atification,” why should the President instruct the governors 


of the States? 


Mr. BROWN. It is not instructing them; it is simply mak- 


ing a request; and the controlling reason for it is because it has 
been the rule and custom of the procedure in these matters. 
It seems to me the wiser and safer plan to follow the prec- 
edents. 


The resolution should be adopted. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York with- 


draws his amendment. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I find, upon examination, 


that the pending resolution is in harmony with the established 
practice in matters of this character. 
1865, Senator Trumbull offered a resolution precisely in the 
terms of this resolution, or substantially so. 
page 670 of the Congressional Globe of the second session of 
the Thirty-eighth Congress: 


On the 9th of February, 


I read from 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I offer the following concurrent resolution, and ask 


for its present consideration : 
“A concurrent resolution requesting the President of the United States 


the 
—— by Congress to the Constitution respecting the 
slavery therein. 


to transmit to the executives of the several United States 
amendment 
extinction o 


“Resolved, etc., That the President of the United States be requested 


to transmit to the executives of the several States copies of the arti- 
cle of amendment proposed by Congress to 
tion of the United States res 
United States, to the end that if either of the said States may not have 
already acted upon the said 
to do so; and that he”— 


be added to the Constitu- 
ting the extinction of slavery in the 


proposed amendment they may proceed 
The President— 


“request the executive of each State which has ratified or shall here- 
after ratify such amendment to transmit to the Secretary of State a 
certified copy of such ratification.” 


Mr. LODGE. That is identical, I think, with the present 


resolution and the one to which I referred. That is the action 
on the thirteenth amendment. 


Mr. BURROWS. Yes; that is correct. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


concurrent resolution. 


The concurrent resolution was agreed to. ° 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


tion of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
After fifteen minutes spent 


July 29, 1909, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 26, 1909. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ILLINOIS. 


Charles H. Dehart to be postmaster at Arthur, IIL, in place 
of Charles W. Fleming. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 12, 1908. 

MINNESOTA, 


John Burski to be postmaster at Sauk Rapids, Minn., in place 
of Chester A. Coborn, removed. 
TEXAS. 
Manly B. McNitt to be postmaster at La Porte, Tex. 
became presidential July 1, 1909. 
Thomas M. Welch to be postmaster at Longview, Tex., in 
place of Joshua Cooke, jr., deceased. 
VERMONT. 
Frank W. Banister to be postmaster at Readsboro, Vt., in 
place of Ada M. Banister, resigned. 


Office 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Exccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 26, 1909. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
The following-named commanders to be commanders in the 
navy (to correct dates of rank) : 
William W. Gilmer, 
Robert E. Coontz, 











1909. 


William H. G. Bullard, 
Webster A. Edgar, 
Joseph W. Oman, 
Philip Andrews, and 
Harold K, Hines. 
Commander Francis H. Sherman to be a captain in the navy. 
Lieut. Commander Benton C. Decker to be a commander in 
the navy. 
Lieut. Henry C. Mustin to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy. 
Lieut. Roland I. Curtin to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy. 
Lieut. Needham L, Jones to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy. 
Lieut. Thomas C. Hart to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy. 
The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in 
the navy: 
George O. Littlefield, 
Otto Johnson, 
Robert J. Vickery, and 
Llewellyn H. Wentworth. 
POSTMASTERS, 
CONNECTICUT. 
William Holmes, at Shelton, Conn, 
ILLINOIS, 
Mary A. Paine, at Xenia, Il. 
SOUTH DAKOTA, 
Ferd Reichmann, at Dallas, S. Dak. 
f VIRGINIA, 
G. W. Tedd, at Galax, Va. 
WASHINGTON, 
W. P. Edris, at Spokane, Wash. - 
J. M. Parrish, at Wilbur, Wash. 
J. D. Stage, at Blaine, Wash. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Benjamin O. Holland, at Logan, W. Va. 
WISCONSIN. 
Amanda Price, at Wonewoc, Wis. 
WYOMING. 
Alexander Lyall, at Yellowstone Park, Wyo. 


INJUNCTION OF SECRECY REMOVED. 
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The injunction of secrecy was removed from an extradition | 


treaty between the United States and the Dominican Republic 
(Executive C, Sixty-first Congress, first session). 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvurspay, July 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, July 23, 1909, was 
read and approved. 


anv 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution, 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested : 

Senate Concurrent resolution 6. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the President of the United States be requested to transmit forth- 
with to the executives of the several States of the United States copies 
of the article of amendment proposed by Congress to the state legis- 
latures to amend the Constitution of the United States, passed July 
12, 1909, respecting the power of Congress to lay and collect taxes on 
incomes, to the end that the said States may proceed to act upon the 
said article of amendment; and that he request the executive of each 


State that may ratify said amendment to transmit to the Secretary of 
State a certified copy of such ratification. 


THE INCOME TAX. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table Senate concurrent resolution No. 6, and 
consider the same at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the following 
Senate concurrent resolution and consider the same at this time. 
The Clerk will report the concurrent resolution, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the President of the United States be requested to transmit forth- 
with to the executives of the several States of the United Sates copies 
of the article of amendment proposed by Congress to the state legis- 
latures to amend the Constitution of the United States, passed July 
12, 1909, respecting the power of Congress to lay and collect taxes 
on incomes, to the end that the said States may proceed to act upon the 
said article of amendment; and that he request the executive of each 
State that may ratify said amendment to transmit to the Secretary of 
State a certified copy of such ratification. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

A Memser. I object. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I want to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What has become of the same kind 
of resolution which was introduced the other day by the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. BartriertT] ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recall any such reso- 
yation, but will make inquiry. 

Mr. PAYNE. That was referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barr- 
LETT], the Chair is informed, did introduce a concurrent reso- 
lution touching the subject referred to in the Senate concurrent 
resolution No. 6, which has just been read, and under the rules 
of the House it was referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Have we obtained unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia. 
request. sa 

The SPEAKER. For the present consideration of the Senate 
concurrent resolution No. 6, which has been reported. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 
The gentleman from New York is recognized. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to say anything 

Mr. LASSITER. Mr. Speaker, I had already objected. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; but the Chair did not recognize 
who objected, and again put the request to the House for objec- 
tion; and no objection being heard, unanimous consent was 
given. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say only a word. 

Mr. LASSITER. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me it is one of the 
highest privileges of a Member of this House to object to the 
consideration of a proposition of that sort. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is perfectly correct. At this 
time it can only be considered by unanimousconsent. The Chair 
put the request for unanimous consent, and some gentleman— 
the Chair did not recognize who—objected. The Chair heard 
the words, “I object.” Again the matter was talked about and 
again the Chair—not in a whisper, but in a loud and audible 
voice—put the request and paused; and hearing no objection, 
unanimous consent was given, and now having been given, to 
rescind the unanimous consent would require such action as the 
House may deem proper to take in the circumstances. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to say a word. This 
resolution is the usual resolution and in the usual form. I 
think it has not always been adopted by Congress, but it seems 
to be the proper method of procedure to inform the States of the 
action which has-been taken by both Houses of Congress, and 
that is the reason why this resolution was passed through the 
Senate and why it should be concurred in now. The gentleman 
from Georgia {Mr. BarTLetTT] several days ago introduced a 
similar resolution. I was not present in the House when that 
resolution was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
but I understand that that resolution was referred there. It 
seems to me the simplest method and most direct method is to 
concur in the Senate resolution. 

Mr, BARTLETT of Georgia. 
York yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I thoroughly 
| agree with the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] that this 

concurrent resolution ought to be passed, and passed at once. I 

introduced the first resolution on this subject a few days ago, but 

failed to get consent to pass it, as the Recorp will show. I 

am not criticising anyone for not giving unanimous consent, but 

I am fully in accord with the statement made by the gentleman 

from New York as to the propriety of this resolution. Now, we 


Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the 





Will the gentleman from New 


have it from the Senate in such shape that it can be properly 
The legislatures of two 


passed, and it ought to be passed. 
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States are now in session, or, rather, one in session and one 
soon to convene; and if the amendment is not submitted to them 
now, it will be probably a year in one case and two years in 
another before the legislature convenes, and those two States, 
I think I can safely assert, will surely adopt the amendment. I 
refer to the States of Alabama and Georgia. The Georgia 
legislature is now in session, and the Alabama legislature will 
soon convene. It may be true that the States might proceed 
without the formality of the notice provided by the resolution, 
but this follows the precedents, and I hope it will be passed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [|Mr,. KEIrer]. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I am not opposed to the adop- 
tion of this resolution, but on a former occasion I did object to 
the consideration of a resolution similar to this. I then stated, 
and I repeat now, that the resolution is entirely unnecessary, 
although it has precedents. It is unnecessary because by the 
adoption of the joint resolution every State in this Union was 
notified and obliged to take notice of the fact and could aet 
without any certificate from the Secretary of State or from any 
source, and that was the rule relating to constitutional amend- 
ments in the beginning in the days of George Washington. This 
resolution is not without precedent, I agree, but it only requires 
the States to report when they ratify the resolution, whereas it 
may be important that the States should report a dissent from 
the resolution, and that condition happened in the adoption of 
the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States. Now, Mr. Speaker, having said that much, I am going to 
vote for the resolution in its present form. 

Mr. LASSITER rose. 

Mr. PAYNE. What does the gentleman from Virginia de- 
sire? 

Mr. LASSITER. 
is debatable. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has the 
floor and is entitled to one hour. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much time does the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia require? I will yield te the gentleman if he will tell me 
how much time he desires. 

Mr. LASSITER. I desire to control the time for one hour 
of debate. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
pose. [Cries of “ Regular order!”] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. 
previous question. 

The previous questicn was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the concur- 
rent resolution. Those in favor of agreeing to the concurrent 
resolution will say “aye;” those opposed, “no” 

Mr. LASSITER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House ad- 
journ. 

The SPEAKER, One moment. 
resolution is agreed to. 
from Virginia? 

Mr. LASSITER. 

The SPEAKER. 
the House adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. Payne, a motion to reconsider the yote by 
which the concurrent resolution was agreed to was laid on the 
table, 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to know, if the motion 


The ayes have it and the 
What is the motion of the gentleman 


That the House adjourn. 
The gentleman from Virginia moves that 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journ to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question for information, and that is when the 
conferees—the Republican conferees—are going to call us in? 

Mr.,PAYNE. If the gentleman will tell me, I will tell him. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Some of the Members have be- 
deviled the life out of me to find out, and I want to know. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ifthe gentleman will tell me where I can 
find out, I will tell him. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE}. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF BOARD OF VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEMY, 


Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
print as a House document the report of the Board of Visitors 
to the Naval Academy for 1909 (H. Doc. No. 89). 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to print as a House document the report of the 
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Board of Visitors to the Naval Academy for the current year, 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Reserving the right to object, I want to 
ask the gentleman if that report contains a full account of the 
mismanagement, hazing, and all things like that? 

Mr. OLCOTT. It does not. It is a report of the Board of 
Visitors appointed by the President of the United States, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, And not of investigation? 

Mr. OLCOTT. And not of investigation. It js only a short 
report. The reason I am asking to have it published as a 
House document is because I am in possession of a letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy, in which he says that the appropria- 
tion for printing for the current year is exhausted, and there- 
fore he is unable to print the report. As this is the report 
of the Board of Visitors appointed in pursuance of the statute, 
it should be printed. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman whether this is a re- 
port of officials of the Government? 

Mr. BATES. It is. 

Mr. OLCOTT. . Some of the members of the Board of Visitors 
are appointed under the statute by the President, others by the 
Senate, and others by the House. They are the official Board of 
Visitors provided by the statute. 

Mr. MANN. Is it usual to print this report? 

Mr. OLCOTT. It has always been printed, but never as a 
House document before, because the money has been available 


| in the Navy Department. 


Mr. MANN. It is usually printed by the Navy Department, 
as I understand it? 

Mr. OLCOTT. Out of the appropriation for printing. 

Mr. MANN. Is it intended to have it printed now both as a 
House document and also by the department? 

Mr. OLCOTT. The Secretary of the Navy has notified me 
that it is impossible for him to print it, because he has not any 
more money, and it seems to me a pity that a Board of Visitors 
should go down and thake certain recommendations, and then 
not have the report in print, so that it can be of some use here- 
after. 

Mr. MANN. While I would not admit that it is a pity, if it is 
an official document and only to be printed once, I will not 
object. 

Mr. OLCOTT. It is only to be printed once. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I for the time being renew the 
objection of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], for the 
purpose of asking the gentleman a question or two. I could not 
hear all that was said. I assume this is a report made by the 
gentlemen, citizens, who went to Annapolis as a Board of Vis- 
itors? 

Mr. OLCOTT. That is so, 

Mr. SLAYDEN. And your proposition is to print it in the 
shape of a report? 

Mr. OLCOTT. As a House document. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Why has not the Naval Academy printed it? 

Mr. OLCOTT. The Secretary of the Navy reports to me that 
the appropriation for printing and binding for the Navy Depart- 
ment has been/exhausted, and that they have no money that is 
available for the purpose of printing this report. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will ask the gentleman if he thinks that 
any harm would result to the administration and to the proper 
maintenance and development of the navy if the report were not 
printed at all? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I do; because I think some of the recommen- 
dations made are of very great value, and it is important that 
they should be printed so that the Committee on Naval Affairs 
may have them for consideration in framing the legislation 
coming from that committee. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I believe that if a reward were offered, 
outside of the members of the Board of Visitors, for a man who 
had ever read one of these reports, no very great risk would be 
taken. I would like to say to the gentleman that last year, on 
the recommendation of the Committee on Military Affairs, an 
amendment to the statute was adopted abolishing the Board of 
Visitors to the Military Academy, and that it resulted in the 
saving of more than $3,000; and if a similar amendment were 
made to the statute with reference to the government of the 
Naval Academy, I have no doubt it would result in a like sav- 
ing. It is the opinion of an overwhelming majority, if not the 
universal opinion of members of the committee, that there is no 
need of an expenditure of three to five thousand dollars a year 
to permit a set of very agreeable and amiable gentlemen to 
come from San Francisco, Texas, New York, and elsewhere to 
the Naval Academy on a junket at public expense and merely to 
write a report. That is exactly what was done and practically 
all that was done under the old procedure at the Military Acad- 











1909. 





emy, and it has been shown by the operation of the amended 
law that the academy has not been injuriously affected by its 
repeal. 

I shall not object to the printing of this report at this time, 
for it would pain these gentlemen not to get into print, but under 
similar circumstances again I would object. These gentlemen 
are no doubt proud to see their views in print, but I do not 
think that they will accomplish any general good, no matter how 
distinguished they may be, for they will never be read by Mem- 
bers of Congress, to whom their recommendations are addressed. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will ask the gentleman whether this report 
has been regularly made to the House? 

Mr. OLCOTT. It has been regularly made; I have it in my 
hand. It is signed and is made to the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think the gentleman did not understand my 
question. Has it been made to the House—sent to the House? 

Mr. OLCOTT. It has been sent to the Secretary of the Navy, 


in accordance with the statute. | 


Mr. KEIFER. But has it ever been brought here in the form 
of a report to the House? 

Mr. OLCOTT. There were several Members of the House on 
the Committee, and I am asking to have it printed at this time. 


Mr. KEIFER, I suggest that you have it printed as a House | 
| moderate draft, have already successfully undertaken to demon- 
I merely ask to have it printed as a House | 


document and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. OLCOTT. 
document. 

Mr. KEIFER. I want it to go to the committee, so that mem- 
bers of the committee can have the entire matter of the report 
for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to print some remarks on the question of waterways. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, what is the gen- 
tleman’s request? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I desire unanimous consent to 
insert in the Recorp some remarks upon the subject of water- 
ways. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will ask leave to extend re- 
marks, I will make no objection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I amend my request. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the House is in disorder, and it is impossible to hear what is 
said. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, in order to meet 
the objection of the gentleman from Illinois, I make the request 
that I be given the privilege to extend my remarks in the 
ReEcorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the 
subject of the waterways. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the announce- 
ment that the Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association will 
hold its second annual convention in the city of Norfolk, 
Va., November 17, 18, 19, and 20 next, and that the President 
of the United States, the Vice-President, the Speaker of the 
House, and various Senators and Representatives will attend 
that convention is of especial significance at this time. It 
is not only in line with similar movements in the Mississippi 
Valley and along the Pacific and Gulf coasts and the Great 
Lakes, but it indicates that a reawakening upon the impor- 
tance of internal improvement through the development of 
inland waterways has taken firm hold upon the people of the 
East. That the movement is not confined to any one State is 
demonstrated by the fact that Virginia hospitality will be meted 
out at Norfolk in November to representatives of every one of 
the Atlantic seaboard States, who first began their deliberations 
in Philadelphia in 1907, and who then, in 1908, moved uvon the 
southern country, when Florida, Maine, and all the intervening 
States assembled, through their representatives, in Baltimore. 
It was following the Baltimore convention, and largely in con- 
Sonance with the resolutions adopted there and at Philadelphia, 
that Congress, through the last rivers and harbors bill, provided 
for a continuous survey of the long-neglected inland waterway 
from New England to the Gulf. Under that authorization the 
efficient Chief of Engineers has apportioned the work to boards 
of the corps, who are now making the preliminary examinations 
and surveys in sections from Boston, Mass., to Beaufort, N. C.: 
from Beaufort, N. C., to Key West, Fla.; and from the east or 
Atlantic coast of Florida through the northern end of the penin- 
sula along the Gulf, inside, to New Orleans, the latter section 
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being the project of the Atlantic and Mississippi Inland Water- 
ways Association, whose membership is largely resident in the 
Gulf States. 

AN INLAND WATERWAY BELT LINE. 

The preliminary work thus imposed upon the Corps of Engi- 
neers is of great moment; and considering the population di- 
rectly affected by the proposed improvement and the commercial 
importance of it, gives promise of greater immediate return to 
the people of the United States than does the Panama Canal. 

Such a waterway carried to its full extent means nothing 
more nor less than the completion of an inland belt line or cir- 
cuit by which, when other means of transportation should be- 
come inadequate, the good Lord in His original dispensation 
apparently intended the peoples of this land should be brought 
together. It requires but a glance at the map and a cursory 
knowledge of the physical conditions to show the feasibility of 
running an inside water line from the factories of New England 
to the farms of Florida; thence along the Gulf of Mexico to 
the Mississippi River, up the Mississippi, through improved 
waterways, to the Great Lakes, and thence by the way of the 
Erie Canal, or the St. Lawrence and its connecting waters, to 
the place of beginning. Not an idle or visionary proposition 
this, but a real, live suggestion, which a few men, in boats of 


strate. It is possible to complete this water belt line, and there 
is good reason to believe the people are. generally beginning to 
realize the advantages it would bring to agriculture, commerce, 
and industry. 

SPEND OUR MONEY AT HOME. 


At this time I can not fully discuss the reasons for open- 
ing up this completed circuit of eastern, middle west, northern, 


/and southern waterway routes. It involves too many fea- 
tures—transportation, irrigation, water power and conserva- 


tion, the investment of capital, the employment of labor, and 
the building over and improvement of waste lands—all very 
proper factors for governmental consideration; but I will say, 
in passing, that the Congress which indulges its generous im- 
pulses with regard to Panama and our island possessions could 
not spend our national wealth more advantageously than here in 
our own country, North, East, South, and West, where it will 
circulate amongst those who create it, and where every dollar 
spent will be in the nature of an investment, the dividends from 
which must return to the Treasury and the people. 


FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


As it is, the Government up to 1907 has not spent altogether 
upon rivers and harbors more than $552,000,000. This is all 
that has been done for 50,000 miles of navigable streams, in- 
cluding harbors, in the 46 States and the Territories. That it 
has not been unduly generous is shown by comparison with 
France, a Republic not so large as the single State of Texas, 
which, since 1814, has spent upon the improvement of rivers and 
harbors a total of $700,000,000. Of the whole $552,000,000 ap- 
propriated for our own country, $208,000,000 went into the Mis- 
sissippi Valley, while the great Atlantic seaboard States, with 
all their important rivers and revenue-producing harbors, were 
kept down to about $140,000,000, or only twice as much as the 
city of Manchester spent in a single generation upon the 30-mile 
canal which brings the ocean steamers away from the Mersey 
River opposite Liverpool, through the farms and gardens of 
northern England, to the scenes of its own activities in inland 
manufacturing and industrial enterprises. 


THE PEOPLE PATIENT, BUT AWAKENING. 


There are 30,000,000 people in the States bordering the Atlan- 
| tie Ocean, and the wonder is that they have waited so long and 
| so patiently for better facilities to promote the interchange of 
Poi as between themselves, their western cousins, and 
| their friends across the sea. 
One of the reasons for permitting the great water transporta- 
tion facilities of the East to remain inactive may have been 
the trend of commerce toward the superior speed facilities of 
the railroad—it could not have been due to freight rates, which 
are far less by water—but if this be true, it can no longer 
avail, since the railroads themselves have been seeking relief 
from the pressure and congestion of freight resultant from mod- 
ern industrial progress. The lack of cohesive effort along the 
coast, or the disorganizing effects of special or sectional tnter- 
ests, may have been in a measure accountable for the eastern 
slump in waterway development; but whatever the cause, the 
broad and comprehensive platform of the Atlantic Deeper 
Waterways Association has stirred the people of the coast to a 
realization of their plight and has made its impress upon Con- 
gress. The resolutions adopted at the Baltimore convention 
were the basis of the authorization for the surveys now being 
condueted by the army engineers. They present so clearly and 
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emphatically the position of the Atlantic States upon this ques- 
tion that I reproduce them herewith, in part: 
PLATFORM ADOPTED AT BALTIMORE. 

Resolved, That the business interests of the seaboard population di- 
rectly, and of the entire Nation indirectly, require the removal at the 
earliest possible moment of the natural obstructions to a free interior 
deep-water route from Massachusetts Bay to Key West along the lines 
indicated by existing canals and by surveys made under the auspices of 
the Government of the United States. 

Resolved, That, in the judgment of the members of this association 
and of several of the foremost railway experts in the country, the con- 
struction of this water highway can alone give gravely necessary and 

ermanent relief to the business of a already hampered by 
nsufficient facilities and threatened with more serious obstruction in 
the early future. 

Resolwed, That the evidence is conclusive that an interior deep-water 
channel —s the coast will be likely to repay even very large cost 
oe a brief period by reducing the charges for the movement of com- 
m es. 

Resolved, That the canals should be digged in any case by the Federal 
Government; first, because the Government alone has authority over 
navigable waters; second, because all the canals should be free, but 
chiefly because the enterprise, planned in the interests of peace, will 
have incaiculable value for the whole Nation in case of war. 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this association Congress should 
deal with this problem as a permanent remunerative national invest- 
ment, and not as a matter of making annval expenditures; and, in view 
of the need for the earliest relief from the impending congestion of rail- 
road transportation, the money required for deeper waterways should 
be met by an issue of bonds. 

Resolved, That this association warmly commends and asks of Con- 
gress at its present session the continuation and deepening of the 
waterway from Norfolk to Beaufort Inlet, N. C., now in process of con- 
struction under an ——— and project heretofore adopted by 
Congress; it asks that Congress shall make the Delaware and Chesa- 
peake Canal the property of the Federal Government and begin its 
reconstruction in accordance with the recommendation of the Agnus 
commission; that surveys shall be made for a canal from Beaufort 
south and from the Delaware River to New York Harbor; that the Hud- 
son River shall be deepened so as to meet in its upper reaches the 
needs of the traffic upon the improved Hrie Canal; and that all neces- 
sary promotion shall be given to the projects for opening a channel 
between Lo Island Sound and Massachusetts Bay. 

Resolved, ait this association pledges itself finally and irrevocabl 
to the Atlantic Deeper Waterways scheme in its entirety and in detail, 
preferring no one link in the chain to any other, but ardently desiring 
that each link shall be dealt with promptly and in accordance with the 
requirements in its relation to the total undertaking. 

?esolved, That notwithstanding this association was organized r- 
ticularly to promote the construction of a continuous waterway tom 
Maine to Florida, we are in sympathy with all meritorious movements 
for the improvement of our waterways. A waterway from the Lakes 
to the Gulf is demanded by the great States composing the Mississippi 
wees and, whenever the engineers shall have recommended a route 
satisfactory to that section, within reasonable limits of cost, this asso- 
ciation stands ready to unite with other sections in promoting legisla- 
tion favorable to that at waterway. The movements for a water- 
way connecting the Miss =iept with the Atlantic Ocean and the Atlantic 
with the Gulf, together with other waterway improvements which are 
shown to be practicable, also have cur sympathy and cooperation. This 
association is committed to a broad, liberal policy consistent with the 
demands of commerce. 


THE WRECKAGE UPON CAPE COD. 


Mariners and merchants are well aware of the danger points 
along the Atlantic coast. New England above Boston is rocky, 
but the greatest menace to commerce and navigation is the hook 
of sand that juts out from Massachusetts, and is known as 
“Cape Cod.” Around this stretch of land from Boston to New 
York the distance is 300 nautical miles. The vast shipping in- 
terests that are carried upon the sea around this point are sub- 
ject to fogs, adverse winds, and shoals, delays occasioned by 
which add extensively to the cost, as also to the danger of the 
passage. It is estimated that more than 30 lives and $500,000 
in property are annually lost on Cape Cod. The loss on com- 
merce passing round the cape is said to average 40 cents a ton. 
Statistics have been adduced to show that fully 1,000 disasters 
have occurred upon this cape in twenty years. The lives and 
commerce thus concerned belong not alone to Massachusetts, 
but to every State along the coast. Much of the Boston business 
‘eomes from the South; much of it comes from New York. We 
are asking the Government to find an inside passage from Bos- 
ton to New York that will shorten the distance between the two 
cities, save the long and hazardous run outside of Cape Cod, 
and enable human freight and commerce to come and go be- 
tween the centers of population on standard time. A private 
company is now dredging a ship canal 74 miles across the neck 
of the cape, via Buzzards Bay, promising to reduce the distance 
between Boston and New York from 300 nautical miles to 226. 
Under the authorization of Congress in the last rivers and har- 
bors bill, examinations of other inside waterways are being 
made, the adoption of which, as a part of the trunk-line canal, 
would shorten the distance still more and bring the course into 
the quiet waters of Long Island Sound safe from the perils of 
Poiat Judith, 

FROM NEW YORK TO PHILADELPHIA. 

From New York, with its Hudson River connections with the 
Erie Canal and the Great Lakes and Canada, an inside passage 
now runs to Philadelphia via the Raritan Bay and River,. the 
Delaware and Raritan Canal, and the Delaware River. Small 
boats and barges—drawing not more than 7 feet and having the 
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time to pass through 13 locks in a canal running 44 miles—now 
make the connection between the two great cities or pass farther 
north or south. From New York to Philadelphia the distance 
by this route, which bisects the State of New Jersey, is 90 nau- 
tical miles. If the small craft that now move through the canal 
were to attempt the outside passage from New York, they would 
be obliged to run down the New Jersey coast along the shoals 
of Barnegat, beyond the bars of Cape May, and up the Dela- 
ware Bay and River, a distance to Philadelphia of 229 nautical 
miles. The big ships do that now. It is the only way open to 
them, for the canal which could be made to accommodate them— 
the canal which shortens the distance between the two cities 139 
nautical miles, which would shelter life and avoid the risk of 
valuable property—is totally inadequate for the purpose. We 
are asking the Government to open that inside passage, or some 
other like it, to the requirements of trade and opportunity. 
SAVING DISTANCE TO BALTIMORE. 


The Delaware River, with 30 feet of water, carries the project 
to a point favorable for a cut across the State of Delaware to 
Chesapeake Bay. An existing canal, known as the “ Chesapeake 
and Delaware,” now unites these two bodies of water. Its pur- 
chase by the Government has been recommended by the Agnus 
Commission and by the Committee on Railways and Canals. 
The canal is about 134 miles long. It brings Philadelphia to 
within 934 nautical miles of Baltimore. It is in use most of 
the year by passenger boats and barges, the latter engaged ex- 
tensively in the lumber trade with Virginia and North Carolina. 
The greatest saving of sailing distance for any point along the 
coast is made by this inside passage, for the outside passage 
from Philadelphia to Baltimore necessitates a run of 350 nautical 
miles down the Delaware River and Bay and out to sea to below 
Cape Charles and up the Chesapeake Bay to Baltimore. Apart 
from the risk to life, the marine insurance, and delays incident 
to the long outside course, it is worth noting that the difference 
in freight rates on 1,000 feet of lumber shipped from North 
Carolina north is as $2.50 to $5.50 in favor of the inside passage. 

THE SOUNDS BELOW NORFOLK. 

A comparatively straight course from Baltimore to Norfolk 
down the Chesapeake Bay and across Hampton Roads to the 
Elizabeth River reaches the existing canals—the old Dismal 
Swamp and the Chesapeake and Albemarle—which connect with 
the Albemarle, Croatan, and Pamlico sounds, and complete the 
inside passage from Boston to the Atlantic Ocean at Beaufort, 
N. C. Strange as it may seem, these little-known bodies of 
water, Albemarle (fresh) and Pamlico (salt and brackish), ‘ure 
the largest water areas in the country except the Great Lakes. 
Fed by 2,500 miles of rivers, they have practically no outlet to 
the ocean. There are a few shallow inlets, but none’of them 
suitable for extensive commerce. The vessels that find their 
way south through the upper canals and waterways into these 
sounds are caught in a cul-de-sac, around which they sail, but 
out of which they can not go except by the way they came. 
And yet the sounds protect the craft that use them from Capes 
Lookout and Hatteras, the latter the most feared by mariners 
of all the dangerous capes along the Atlantic coast. We are 
asking the Government to cut through the barriers at the 
southern end of Pamlico Sound to let the shipping through. 
When this is accomplished, the vessels that start inland from 
Boston, by keeping the course herein outlined, may pass out 
into the Atlantic Ocean below Cape Hatteras, with barely a 
glimpse of the ocean throughout the entire inside distance of 
739 nautical miles. At this point, it is due to my colleague, Mr. 
Smart of North Carolina, to say that through his energy an 
appropriation was secured to run a canal from Pamlico Sound 
to the ocean at Beaufort, and that dredges are now at work 
making this important and long-deferred connection between 
the sounds and the ocean. 

CONNECTING WITH KEY WEST. 


Before the Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association was formed 
at Philadelphia, in October, 1907, it was believed that the com- 
mercial importance of the proposed inland chain was largely 
confined to the 739 miles of existing canals and waterways from 
Boston to Beaufort. It developed at that conference, however, 
that the States south of North Carolina would not be satisfied 
if the chain stepped at that point. The natural inside water- 
ways of South Carolina and Georgia below Georgetown, and the 
importance of the ports of Wilmington, Charleston, Savannah, 
Brunswick, Fernandina, Jacksonville, and Miami readily dem- 
onstrated the wisdom of carrying the project below the North 
Carolina outlet. 

In fact, it has since been asserted that the engineering features 
are not so imposing as they are in the Northern States. Notable 
progress has been made in canal construction along the entire 
east coast of Florida; a single company in that State is now 
constructing the link from St. Augustine to Jacksonville, the 
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opening of which will practically complete an inside waterway 
from the St. Johns River to Key West. It is believed by the 
Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association that all these water- 
ways and canals from Bostun to Key West should be treated as 
a single project. Congress has accepted that view of the situa- 
tion, and the engineers of the army are proceeding with the 
examinations upon these lines. 
REASON AND FEASIBILITY TO RULE. 


Through the aid of Congress the whole project has been very 
much advanced. When the engineers have completed their 
work, we will be given an estimate of the cost of the undertak- 
ing and will be enabled to judge of its commercial importance. 
That a large sum of money will-be eventually required to work 
out the entire project goes without saying. No man is asking 
that a lump appropriation be made for the project, or that it 
shall be entered upon precipitously. Its advocates are seeking 
to cooperate with Congress upon the plan of procedure that may 
be determined most reasonable and feasible. The project can 
not be completed in a day or a year. No one expects that it will 
be; but that a beginning shall be made looking to the ultimate 
completion of the entire project is not only urged, but insisted 
upon. The opening of the pocket of sounds at Beaufort is a 
step in the right direction, but this is more in response to an 
immediate necessity than it is a test of the commercial value of 
a trunk-line waterway. We do not ask that enormous sums be 
applied to dredging and maintenance where commercial neces- 
sity, existent or remotely prospective, does not warrant the 
expenditure; nor do we seek to saddle the expense of main- 
tenance upon the Government where there is no justification 
for it. We simply ask that work shall be authorized upon that 
link which shall be ascertained by population and commerce to 
best warrant it. If the test shall be made as between two large 
cities, it will be soon demonstrated whether an improved inland 
waterway of assured width and depth is a good thing or a use- 
less thing. If it is proven a good thing and, as a result, popula- 
tion and commerce both increase, it will not be a difficult matter 
to carry the project along to the next point of vantage and then 
to the next, until the whole chain is completed. 

FACTORS IN PEACE OR WAR. 

By the same reasoning may the widths and depths of the 
waterway be considered. The authorization from Boston to 
Beaufort is for a maximum depth of 25 feet, and from Beau- 
fort south to Key West, 12 feet. Suppose the start is made at 
either, or less than either, of these depths. It will easily 
demonstrate the need of greater depth, if the lesser depth be 
proven insufficient. So weak are the existing links in the whole 
chain that only motor boats or barges drawing less than 7 feet 
of water can now safely navigate the canals from the southern 
side of Cape Cod to the North Carolina waters. Even the small 
and cranky torpedo boats of the navy, which are always in 
great risk at sea, can not use them along the entire route. 
Sometimes they get through the Chesapeake and Delaware 
Canal, which has a depth of 9 feet; but careful inquiry and cal- 
culation is usually made before the trip is attempted. The re- 
regrettable feature of this situation is that probably none of 
our Atlantic inland waterways, at existing depths, would be of 
any strategic use whatever should a foreign assault be made 
upon any of our ships along the coast. We have allowed the 
opportunity, which any smaller foreign country would have 
quickly turned to commercial and military advantage, to slum- 
ber and decay. We may not at once repair the damage that 
has resulted from our indifference and procrastination. We 
can not repair it at all without expenditure; but that we shall 
no longer neglect it is the hope and expectation of the repre- 
sentative body of American citizens who shall assemble at Nor- 
folk in November under the auspices of the Atlantic Deeper 
Waterways Association, and in the interest of the commerce, 
industry, and unity of the Atlantic seaboard States. 

THE EARLY HISTORY OF WATERWAYS. 


And now, Mr. Speaker, having epitomized the story of the 
Atlantic waterways movement, I desire to say a few words 
upon the general subject. In the earlier days we were strong 
on waterways. We have fallen behind rather than kept abreast 
of the general procession. We have not understood the value 
of improving our streams and keeping our harbors prepared 
for the commerce of the world, as it is understood in the 
European countries. We understood it when our forefathers 
began to build, but we overlooked it when opportunities for 
making the almighty dollar came our way. 

The founders of the country looked naturally to the water- 
ways. They built their homes beside them. They sought the 
waterways and the valleys to avoid the sweeping winds of 
winter, to protect themselves against the Indians, or to be pre- 
pared readily to move from one section of the country to an- 
other. The stories of Ticonderoga and Crown Point will bring 
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to mind some practical lessons in inland waterways. We were 
preparing in the colonies to protect ourselves against the 
French and Indians. We crected barriers along the waterways 
to block the Canadian invaders. We had no fear of invasion 
except by way of Lake Champlain and Lake George. 


WASHINGTON A WATERWAYS MAN. 


Nor was there any disregard of the value of waterways in 
the Revolutionary era. From a convention to consider water- 
ways was evolved the Constitutional Convention. George Wash- 
ington and his compatriots were students of this problem. They 
were thinking of the development of the great western country. 
They were looking for trade and opportunity, hoping the day 
would come when they might penetrate the great West and 
when the West might come overland to the sea. They formu- 
lated plans; they had their surveys. 

James Monroe presented to Congress some of the most elabo- 
rate schemes for the development of the country; many of theim 
are reproduced in the thoughts of men who are agitating for 
the imp. vvement of the internal waterways at the present time. 
They counted upon reaching the interior by the streams. Penn- 
sylvania’s earlier supremacy in commerce and maritime affairs 
was due mainly to her rivers and canals. It was not until 
De Witt Clinton, rejected by Congress in 1812, induced the Em- 
pire State to construct the Erie Canal that the city of New 
York became tle great American metropolis. The secret of the 
ascendency of that city lies in the impetus given to its harbor by 
the trade of the Lakes, which found an outlet to the sea 
through the Mohawk Valley and the Hudson River. 


RAILROADS SUPERSEDE THE CANAL, 


The influence of the canal as a developer of the Nation can 
not be discounted. Trade followed the canal until the advent 
of the railroad. The canal was the chiefest transportation fac- 
tor until the early thirties. All the great commerce of the 
country had been water borne; but along with the railroad 
came a change. Business men are not to be blamed for seeking 
new investments; as they took up with the railroad the rail- 
road grew, and the canal gradually disappeared. It need not 
now be discussed whether the railroad absorbed the canal or 
whether it was responsible at all for its abandonment. ‘The 
fact is, that after the country was gridironed with canals, as it 
is to-day gridironed with railroads, the canals closed up and in 
many instances disappeared. The railroad has been a great 
agency for good. It has brought the wilderness to the sea; it 
has entered the forest and peopled it. It has drawn cities to- 
gether; it has brought about the mingling of communities; it 
has made men, who formerly stood apart, understand each other. 
It has brought the Atlantic to the Pacific; it has brought the 
Lakes to the Gulf. There is no denying the advantages of the 
railroad, for in truth it may be said that next to religion and 
education the railroad has been the great advance agent of 


civilization. 
LIMIT OF SERVICEABILITY REACHED. 


But wonderful as has been the influence of the railroad in the 
realm of human achievement, it has come to be gravely ques- 
tioned whether the power of the railroad to promptly and fully 
comply with the reasonable demands of human activity has not 
attained the limit. Prior to the panic of 1907 it was freely con- 
ceded by eminent railroad men that the top notch of railroad 
serviceability for present requirements had been reached. Great 
magnates were counseling with each other as to the importance 
of conserving the resources of our wasteful country. They were 
figuring upon electrification as a substitute for steam. They 
calculated the ore and coal supply as it affected the use and cost 
of rails and fuel. They admitted that the population of the 
country, grown to 90,000,000, had exceeded in proportion the ca- 
pacity of the railroads as common carriers now and for years to 
come. There was, in fact, at that time a car shortage. The 
business of the country had so grown, the output of the laborer 
in the mill and the tiller of the soil had so multiplied that the 
great trunk lines and their myriad feeders were staggering 
under the pressure. It is recalled that grain was rotting in the 
fields of the Northwest; that coal was stored in dusky pyramids 
in Pennsylvania; that piles of apples in the Niagara and Ore- 
gon countries had risen to the height of the limbs that had borne 
their weight; that machinery and tools were standing idle at 
the railroad stations of New England; that potatoes and toma- 
toes in Florida were without a market. All that was needed 
then was cars, more cars, and yet more cars. It was the cry of 
the manufacturer, it was the cry of the farmer and the pro- 
ducer of the land. 

THE OPINION OF MR. HILL IN 1907. 

This, indeed, was the golden period of American prosperity, 
a period we should not forget, nor upon the experience of which 
we should fail to improve as opportunity offers, In the midst 
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of it all came a clarion call from the West. It was the voice 
of one of the greatest railroad men of his day. He would “ hark 
us back” to the soil; he would have us continue to “till the 
earth;” he would have us go on with our wonderful produc- 
tion, but he would have us relieve the iron horse. I well remem- 
ber iuis startling declaration: 

“We must prepare,” said he, “to utilize the waterway as a 
commov carrier. * * * We must employ our greatest water- 
way (the Mississippi) as an important part of the transporta- 
tion system of the country. The railroads are now unequal to 
the demands upon them. The farmer, the merchant, and the 
manufacturer are feeling loss from the uncertainty and delay 
in their shipments. Unless commerce can have an adequate 
channel, it must decline.” 

Thus spoke Mr. James J. Hill. before the National Rivers and 
Harbors Congress in December, 1907. If he, experienced and 
farseeing railroad chief, could hold these views with regard to 
the new and promising Middle West, what, pray, must have 
been his deductions concerning the bottled-up New Englanders, 
whose raw materials must come and whose finished product 
must flow through the railroad neck converging at New 
York? 

AN OBJECT LESSON FOR THE GOVERNMENT. 

In the treatment of the waterways problem, in relation to 
government expenditures, the greatest consideration should be 
given to the wealth producers. Neither the army nor the navy 
nor the Department of Justice are wealth-producing factors of 
the country. They are the protectors of the country’s wealth, 
but they do not create it. They are dependent altogether upon 
the agriculturist and the industrialist. These are the funda- 
mental producers of our national life; upon them we must 
depend, and to them we should give respectful allegiance; 
and it would seem to be the part of wisdom, since we main- 
tain a standing army and an extensive navy, that ordinary 
businesslike precautions should be taken by us to protect our 
own property. 

I refer for a moment to the strategic side of the waterways 
question. A single instance will suffice to illustrate. In a 
recent order the Navy Department directed that four torpedo 
boats, stationed at the Philadelphia Navy-Yard, should proceed 
to Charleston, 8. C. I wrote the Secretary of the Navy, and, 
pointing out the danger of sending these small craft outside 
the capes, suggested they be sent by the inside passage. The 
answer was politely characteristic: “Wherever we can we 
avail ourselves of the inland waterways, but we can not use 
the canals referred to because the torpedo boats are of 13-foot 
draft.” In due course the boats set out for Charleston. They 
struck a storm off Cape Hatteras and were driven back. The 
newspapers told the story of the thrilling adventures of the 
crews, some of whom barely escaped death. 

In the event of war the inland waterways would be the nat- 
ural carriers of supplies and would be indispensable for the 
small boats and barges of the Government. But if the water- 
ways be not deepened and maintained, then their utter worth- 
lessness is apparent, for a bar across a canal is like the 
weakest link in a chain—it is totally destructive of the entire 
project. 

WHAT EUROPEAN INQUIRY REVEALS. 


By authority of Congress, and with a view of helping us in 
our waterway inquiries, a commission is soon to inform us upon 
waterway development in Europe. We are to have a report 
upon England's progress, or lack of progress; upon the canals 
of Germany and France and other competitive foreign countries. 
It may not be fair to anticipate, but every observer must know 
that that report will chiefly serve to impress upon us our own 
negiect. England’s story is as old as the hills. The Thames 
was the arm of the sea that made the city of London great. 
The Romans began its improvement for navigation. What its 
maintenance has cost in life and money no man may calculate. 
England is cut in every way by canals and waterways. The 
rivers that come in from the east are joined to those that come 
in from the west. The river of the north, by canal connection 
with another, comes through to the south. True, a Crown com- 
mission is now investigating British waterways and their deca- 
dence due to railroad control, but the canal and the river are 
working, and there are none to deny their utility. In France 
and Germany—competitors like England for the world’s trade— 
the canals have been nurtured with parental care. The French 
eanals are the wholesome arteries of the nation’s trade. Toa 
eertain extent their banks have become the playgrounds of the 
people. They carry the heavy freight, and they assist in the 
making of produetive farms. The German canals are govern- 
ment controlled. They parallel the railroads of the country, re- 
lieving the latter of the bulky commodities and assisting in the 
betterment of the passenger service. 
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RAILROADS AND CANALS MUTUALLY HELPFUL. 


There is no harsh feeling between the canals and the railroads 
of Germany. Each has its work to do, the growth of the canal 
being coincident with an increase in the business of the rail- 
road. The theory that the railroad is afraid of the canal has 
no abiding place in Germany. One makes business for the 
other. The simple fact is that one is a feeder for the other. 
As to Holland and Belgium, to speak of canals is to speak of 
the country’s very existence. Here the waterways are the 
greatest source of government concern, the principal factors of 
government revenue and expenditure, and in the economy of 
operation, with respect to agriculture and industry, are perhaps 
the models of all Europe. There is little room for disputing 
the proposition that the canals of these countries are created 
and maintained for the producer—the plodding, conservative, 
law-abiding citizen, who is obliged to make his living out of 
the soil or by improving upon the raw material which God has 
given him. We will doubtless learn much from the inquiries 
of our Waterways Commission on its return to the United 
States, but we can not learn anything more essential than this— 
that we have been both prosperous and prodigal on this side of 
the water, and as to fundamentals have been content with “ the 
glory of the hour.” The older countries, with their experiences 
in depression and prosperity, have learned to build for the 
future. They have learned to husband and conserve as well as 
to utilize their resources. It is the lesson we must learn if our 


prestige is to be maintained. 


FREIGHT RATES BY WATER, RAIL, AND ROAD. 
If, then, we may view the problem from the producer’s point 
of view—and by that term let us include the producer of reve- 
nue with the producer of wealth—where do we stand, having 
the greatest of natural resourees and the least expenditure to 
develop them? Like the farmer whose barn is bulging with 
grain and whose surplus crop lies waste in the field, shall we 
plant no more? Or like the maker of garments, whose orders 
exceed the capacity of his mill, shall we build no additions? 

For the sake of the producer we are freeing the highways of 
toll. Shalt we hold in leash the waterways, which give us the 
cheapest and healthiest method of propulsion? If we consider 
the relative cost alone, it would seem to be wise to open and set 
them free. Who is not an advocate of better roads? In 1906 
the average cost per ton-mile on earthen roads by animal power 
was 25 cents; on steam railroads it was 7fo cents. Mark the 
difference on waterways: Csnals from 5 to 10 feet deep, 
from 2 to 3 mills—not cents, but mills; rivers from 6 to 10 
feet deep, 1 mill; lakes and oceans, five-tenths of a mill. 
Verily, the cost of carrying a ton of clay from France to Jersey 
City is half the cost of carrying the same from Trenton to Balti- 
more. And still, verily, if the ship had failed to carry the clay 
across the water, the railroad here would have lost a ton of 
freight. The ship is the railroad feeder. 

THR GOOD THAT FOLLOWS DEVELOPMENT. 


I think of the good that comes with the waterway. The sur- 
vey first, the construction after, and with them both the awak- 
ening. The call of a ship at a port of entry is worth something. 
It has been estimated at a port like Baltimore to leave in 
charges, and money expended for supplies, and exchanged by 
sailors, from $3,000 to $4,000. The opening of a canal must 
leave a train of expenditure in its wake. The land is irrigated 
and reclaimed, the farmer is encouraged, and the industrial 
establishment obtains its site and power. 

The Harlem River was a muddy stream, where the boys from 
the farms went swimming, forty years ago. Its improvement 
has made it a mecca for employer and employed. It has 
given the farm hands new and lucrative occupations. To-day 
there are more than 400,000 people on the site of those old 
farms. The Monongahela River, from Pittsburg to Homestead, 
was lined with stunted trees but twenty years ago. Improved 
it has become, along most every foot of it, the center of the iron 
and steel industry of America. . 

Let us spread the influence of the waterways, Mr. Speaker; 
let us encourage the man whose land is waste to make it 
profitable; let us give the capitalist a chance to build where 
the return from his investment may enrich and develop and 
people the land. The bane of municipal life as we know it 
to-day is the tendency to congestion. The more our population 
increases the greater the unrest in the ghettos and the alleys. 
Give us an outlet through the waterways of the country. Give 
us communities away from the cities; there is land in abun- 
dance, Give us occupations that will test our mettle; the pro- 
fessions are overcrowded. What of the expenditure? It will 
encourage our genius; it will develop our commerce; it will 
add to our revenue. Make the expenditure, not without method, 
but wisely and honestly, and you will make for the happiness 
and permanence of the Nation. 
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STEAMER “ WAOMTI.” 


Mr. CARY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider and pass at this time the bill H. R. 11811. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


bill (H. R. 11811) to grant authority to the Crosby Transportation 
. Company, M ee, Wis., to change the same of the steamer 
Naomi to ®. G. Crosby. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby 
authorized and directed, upon application by the owners, the Crosby 
Transportation Com , of waukee, Wis., to change the name of 
the steamer Naomi, official number 80861, to E. G. Crosby. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I want to say 
that I am opposed to going into legislation without reference 
to a committee of such bills as this. I do not think any great 
interests would suffer if this were postponed until December, 
when it could have a chance to be considered by a committee, 
it being only the change of the name of a steamer. 

Mr. CARY. I hope the gentleman from New York will let 
me explain what this is. This boat was burned in mid lake 
about a year and a half ago. There were two lives lost at 
the time. Perhaps Members can remember reading about it. 
Two men below got their heads through a porthole and were 
talking to the people around just before they were burned. The 
Crosby line bought the wreck, and about all that was left of 
her was the steel hull. They took it to Manitowoc, Wis., and 
have been repairing her for about a year. She will be ready 
for commission about the first week in Amgust, and they do 
not wish to place the old name upon the boat, but to place 
thereon the name of E. G. Cresby, president of the Crosby 
Transportation Company. 

I endeavored to secure action through the Department of 
Commerce and Labor, but was unsuccessful, owing to a clause 
in the law, and am bringing this matter up now, because to 
leave it until December for the consideration of the House dur- 
ing the regular session would defeat the object of this bill, as 
the vessel will go into commission next week. 

There is no good reason why it should not be dene. It is 
merely to take the stain of the old name off the boat and give 
her the new name ef the president of the line. 

Mr. PAYNE. After the explanation of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin I am disposed to withdraw the objection; but I want 
it understood that this does not establish any precedent. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will renew the objection. I do 
not think you can make a precedent without establishing one. 

Mr. CARY. It has been done before in changing the name of 
= City of Paris to the City of Philadelphia. This is the same 

ng. 

Mr. MANN. I do not object to the merits of the proposition, 
for those I know nothing about. I object to the precedent of 
calling up these bills by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CARY. That has been done once before this session. I 
trust the gentleman will withdraw his objection, which is only 
a technicality. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I feel constrained to object. 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS, 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I present the 
following privileged resolution (H. Rept. No. 17). 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 97. 


Resolwed, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fun 
the House $100 for additional clerical assistance to the ies — 
Enrolled Bills during the remainder of the present session upon the 
certificate of the chairman of said committee. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
EMPLOYEES IN THE HOUSE POST-OFFICE, 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia also presented the following 
privileged resolution (H. Rept. No. 18). 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘ House resolution 98. 

esolved, That there shall be paid out of th tingent 
— _ — at —_ rate. now erevides to ae = 
present session until December 6, 2909. _ eee eee 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What are these messengers to do? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I will say for the informa- 
tion of the House that this is a resolution to provide for the 
interim between the two sessions, following the custom estab- 
lished in the last Congress. In the House post-office there are 
14 session messengers, all of whom will go off the roll when we 


— unless we pass this resolution. The Postmaster says it 


necessary that 6 shall be retained in order to keep up the 





service of the post-office during vacation. This is a unanimous 
report from the Committee on Accounts after investigation of 
the matter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is this the same number of messengers that 
has been continued heretofore in the interim? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. The same number exactly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman from West Virginia tell 
us what they do? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. There is a certain amount 
of work to be done here during vacation. 

Mr. SHERLEY. What is it? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. There are a certain number 
of Members of Congress who remain here during the vacation. 

Mr. SHERLEY. What is the work? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. The work is about the same 
in character as at present, but somewhat less in volume. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman does not think that these 
men are needed to take care of the mail of these Congressmen 
during the summer? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. The Postmaster says that 
this number of messengers is necessary and he can not get along 
with less. 

Mr. SHERLEY. What does the gentleman think about it? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I do not think he can get 
along with a less number. We told him about the disposition in 
the House to economize and that unless this was absolutely 
necessary it was useless to bring it in. He came in and gave a 
detailed report of what the messengers were to do, and the 
committee, under his statement, allowed it. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does not the gentleman think it mizht be 
well to give the House the detailed report? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. There is a report with the 
resolution which can be read. 

Mr. SHERLEY. What I wish is some evidence besides mere 
statement. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from West Virginia 
desire the report read as a part of his remarks? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I do. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


There are 14 session messengers employed in the House post-office, 
6 of whom it is proposed by this resolution to continue on duty 
during the coming recess of Congress, as was done in the last Congress. 
It has been custemary for a number of years to continue the employ- 
ment of the on the heavy mail wagon during the recess, and 
this messenger is facluded in the 6 provided for in this resolution. 
The Postmaster of the House states that it is absolutely mecessary 
for the proper conduct of the business of the post-office to continue 
the leyment of these messengers. He will be required to dispense 
with the services of 8 messengers at the end of the present session. 
Your committee believes that the work justifies the adoption of the 
resolution, 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit 
further inquiry, that report does not tell us anything except 
that somebody else has said it was necessary. I would like to 
know what they do. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. They performed practically 
the same duties then as now, except that much of the mail has 
to be forwarded; at any rate, it must be handled. Then the 
usual number, if not a greater number, of documents are dis- 
patched, which requires at least two men for the heavy mail 
wagon. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And it takes five men to do that work? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Yes; six altogether, for the 
different branches of work. 

Mr. MANN. They go to the post-office and pick up all the 
mail. They sort all the mail that comes into the post-office. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Why could not this work be done by the 
city post-office? 

Mr. MANN. It could be, by adding additional employees; 
but at the time when Congress is in session it is a great deal 
better to have employees here to work, because they are thor- 
oughly familiar with the addresses, and it is more economical 
to keep them on than to hire extra men in the city post-office 
to do the work while Congress is not in session. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman does not think that that 
would require extra men in the city office, does he? 

Mr. MANN. I imagine the congressional mail would require 
additional help in the city post-office, if it were handled there. 


The gentleman well knows that one man could not handle all 
of the mail coming to Members, not merely letters, but large 
numbers of documents, third and fourth class mail, that come 
to Members of Congress, all of which has te be handled. 


Mr. SHERLEY. I understand that; but there is no reason 
on earth why it could not be handled in the city post-office 
without additional men. 

Mr. MANN. Then the gentleman’s experience differs from 
mine with city post-offices. You can not add a large amount of 
mail to an office without having additional help to take care 
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of it. I know you could not in Chicago without adding some 
additional help there. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But there is enough diminution of the work 
of the Washington post-office in the summer time, because so 
many people are away, to easily take care of this. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will remember that during the 
summer when the mail decreases in the city post-office is when 
all of these people get their furloughs. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I will say for the informa- 
tion of the gentleman that the employees in the post-office 
building proper are in the classified service and that they do 
not have to perform this work for the House of Representatives. 
We have our own separate system, and very properly so. I 
will say further that the Postmaster of the House told our 
committee he could use 10 men during the recess to advantage, 
but he curtailed the number to 6. These 6 men, together with 
the regular annual force, will be assigned to duty in the main 
office in the post-office building, on the heavy mail wagon, on 
the routes, and in the House Office Building. And it must be 
remembered that the House post-office force requires and takes 
vacation in relays as in other branches of the public service, 
and unless these 6 men are continued at work some deserving 
employees would be denied their vacation. While it is true 
there is naturally a diminution of work when Congress ad- 
journs, there is a corresponding decrease in the number of em- 
ployees. As I said before, 8 men will go off the roll even 
though we adopt this resolution. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. CantTRILL to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of S. B. Mayhall, Fifty-seventh Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 


CONSERVATION OF NATURAL RESOURCES, 


Mr. TAWNBEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may be permitted to make a statement to the House con- 
cerning a provision in the last sundry civil appropriation bill 
which has been criticised in certain quarters with respect to 
its effect upon the unauthorized conservation commission. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, for some time there has been a 
great deal of criticism and much misrepresentation in certain 
newspapers and magazines concerning the attitude of Congress 
toward the policy of conserving our natural resources. The 
agencies through which these criticisms have been conveyed rep- 
‘resent to the country that the attitude of Congress toward this 
policy has been one of hostility. The most unjustifiable and 
most reckless criticism of Congress upon this subject recently 
appeared in World’s Work for June, in an article written by 
Dr. Charles Richard Van Hise, president of the State University 
of Wisconsin. 

Doctor Van Hise is now and for several years has been presi- 
dent of the University of Wisconsin. He has also served for 
many years as a member of the faculty of that institution, and 
was also a member of the conservation commission. This, how- 
ever, has not been his only occupation or his only source of 
For more than twenty-six years, or from 1882 until 
March of this year, he was an employee of the Geological Sur- 
vey of the United States, and during that time drew from ap- 
propriations made by Congress as compensation for his service 
in the aggregate about $50,000. Doctor Van Hise in this article 
assumes and falsely charges that the attitude of Congress has 
been one of hostility toward this movement, and invokes “ pub- 
lic condemnation” upon myself for having proposed the amend- 
ment to the sundry civil appropriation bill in the last session 
of Congress which has made it impossible for any officer of the 
Government to pay any money from any appropriation to de- 
fray the expense of any commission not authorized by law. 

In the article referred to, Doctor Van Hise says: 


In amazing contrast with these great, statesmanlike acts of the 
President is the position of Congress. The House embodied a section 
in the sundry civil bill which prohibits the scientific corps of any of 
the departments at Washington from doing work for any commission— 


For any “‘ unauthorized commission,” he should have said— 


council, or other similar body appointed by the President. Since, 
notwithstanding the strong favorable recommendation by President 
Roosevelt, Congress made no Sere for the conservation com- 
mission, this clause of the sundry civil bill, coupled with the refusal 
to furnish funds for the commission, makes without avail, so far as 
lay in the power of Congress, the conservation movement. i 
Under the system in vogue in Congress, by which it is difficult to 
fix responsibility, with the exception of one man, we can not certainly 
designate the individuals who are most ilty of halting the conserva- 
tion movement, This exception is Mr. TAwNeEY, of Minnesota, who in- 


troduced the objectionable section and advocated its adoption. We 
should hold him responsible to the people for doing all possible to ren- 
der ineffective the conservation movement. ll good citizens who know 
the facts should spread the truth abroad as widely as possible in order 
that he may receive the profound public condemnation which is his 


just due, 

Mr. Speaker, believing that it was my duty to myself, as well 
as my duty as a Member of this House, to publish, if possible, 
the truth concerning the attitude of Congress toward the con- 
servation movement, as well as the truth concerning the provi- 
sion of which I was the author and which the House almost 
unanimously adopted and the Senate unanimously adopted at 
the last session of Congress, I communicated with the editors 
of this magazine, asking if they would publish a statement from 
me on this subject. They replied that they did not wish to pub- 
lish any article of a controversial nature, but if I wished to 
make a short statement concerning the personal reference to 
myself that they would be glad to publish it. I prepared a 
statement for that purpose, entitled “'The truth concerning the 
attitude of Congress toward conservation.” This article I sent 
to the World’s Work for publication, and it was returned last 
Saturday with the following letter, which I will read. The 
letter is dated July 19, 1909: 

Dear Sir: The article you were od enough to send in reply to 


Doctor Van Hise’s article takes up the whole question of the attitude 
of Congress— 


Now mark— 

= our judgment an article on this subject is not good editorial 
policy. 

[Laughter.] 

In other words, it is not good editorial policy to publish to the 
American people the truth regarding the attitude of Congress 
to-day or what that attitude has been for the last twenty years 
toward the conservation of our natural resources. The letter 
goes on to say: 

What I meant to say in my letter was this: If you feel that we have 
done you personally an injustice, we are willi © give you an oppor- 
tunity to tell our readers your side of that particular point, and if you 
wish, to state your position > ag the conservation — This, it 
seems to us, could be done in five or six hundred words. 


I — this seems fair to you. 
e 


ry sincerely, yours, THe Epitrors, 


A. W. Pace. 
Hon. JAMes A. TAWNEY 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

The article which I sent in reply to the article written by 
Doctor Van Hise would have occupied no more space in the 
World’s Work than that occupied by the article of Doctor Van 
Hise. It was impersonal, in no sense controversial, and was 
returned only because it was not considered “ good editorial 
policy” to publish “the whole question of the attitude of Con- 
gress” toward the conservation of our natural resources through 
regularly constituted governmental agencies. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that it is deemed to be 
“not good editorial policy” to publish in the World’s Work, a 
magazine devoted largely to the subject of the conservation 
of our natural resources, the truth concerning the attitude of 
Congress toward this great movement, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may be permitted to print the article in the Coneres- 
SIONAL Recorp for the purpose of showing the attitude of Con- 
gress toward conservation, and also to print the letter which I 
have read, for the purpose of showing the attitude of the maga- 
zines toward Congress. [Loud and continued applause.) 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent to print the article referred to in the Concres- 
SIONAL Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

THE TRUTH CONCERNING THE ATTITUDE “or CONGRESS TOWARD CONSER- 
VATION. 

During the past two years much has been said and written 
in advocacy of the conservation of the natural resources of the 
United States. So thorough has been the campaign upon this 
subject that rarely do we find an individual who does not admit 
the necessity and wisdom of conserving in some manner those 
gifts of nature so bountifully bestowed upon us by a kind Provi- 
dence. An yet, while there is a degree of unanimity upon the 
fundamental idea which underlies the conservation movement, 
there is some difference of opinion as to the instrumentalities 
through which this great desideratum should be realized. 

As in every movement having for its object the betterment of 
the condition of mankind, we find among the adVocates of con- 
servation many enthusiasts to whom so worthy an end seems to 
justify any means, whether lawful or otherwise. The reforesta- 


tion of the White and Appalachian mountains seems to them an 
easy task, while the expense of such an undertaking, which 
would be but the initial step in a policy limited in its ultimate 
cost only by the ability of man to deplete and destroy our vast 
forests and other resources, is from their point of view a sec- 
ondary consideration. So, likewise, is the question of whose 
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duty it is under our dual system of government to undertake 
the task. 

The Member of Congress who differs with the theoretical con- 
servationists as to the methods and instrumentalities to be 
employed in carrying out the policy of conservation, or who 
hesitates to encourage the extravagant expenditures which 
would necessarily follow the adoption of their plans, must ex- 
pect to be singled out as the enemy of progress, if not to have 
his honesty questioned and his motives impugned. Yet to him 
who has at heart the welfare of coming generations of Ameri- 
cans there is as vital a necessity for preserving for them those 
greatest of all the resources of the Nation, our dual system of 
government and our national credit, as there is for conserving 
the natural resources of the country. 

THE STATES AND THE CONSERVATION MOVEMENT. 

There exists an honest difference of opinion as to whether it 
comes within the jurisdiction of the Federal Government or of 
the various States to undertake and finanee the movement for 
the conservation of our resources, other than those of the na- 
tional domain. Im almost every instance the individual States 
have abundant means with which to undertake the task. That 
they can accomplish much in furtherance of this policy is evi- 
denced by the effective work which has been done by the States 
of Massachusetts and New York. On the other hand, the legis- 
lature of Illinois, as its recent session, failed to enact a law au- 
thorizing the appointment of a conservation commission recom- 
mended by the governor, and many of the States have done 
nothing more than appoint such commissions without authoriz- 
ing the undertaking of practical and comprehensive plans for 
the conserving of their resources. 

The question may well be asked, “ What have the individual 
States accomplished and what are they now doing in the way of 
conserving their natural resources?” While the persistent 
neglect upon the part of the States to conserve their resources 
for the benefit of future generations of their own people may 
eventually force the National Government to undertake the task 
in response to public opinion, as has but recently been the case 
in other instances where the States have neglected to perform 
their proper functions, it would be far better that the States ex- 
ercise this function and thus avoid further encouragement of the 
present unfortunate tendency toward the centralization in the 
Federal Government of functions which belong to the States and 
which the States can as well, if not better, perform. 

The principal reason why the duty of conserving the natural 
resources of the country is being foisted upon the Federal Gov- 
ernment is the desire upon the part of the States, as well as 
upon the part of private owners who have stripped their land 
of its value, to avoid the expense incident to the carrying out 
of the policy. Moreover, it is far easier for the advocates of 
conservation to concentrate public opinion upon the Congress 
of the United States than it is to carry on a campaign for 
legislation before the legislatures of the respective States. 

Aside from the question of the enormous expenditures which 
would be entailed, it must be remembered that if the Federal 
Government were to undertake to reforest the cut-over lands 
of the Appalachian and White mountains, it would likewise 
be compelled to exercise sovereignty over the land thus re- 
forested, for it is not the practice of the National Government 
to appropriate money from the Federal Treasury to be ex- 
pended for governmental purposes by another sovereignty. 
Whether the Federal Government possesses such power, even 
with the consent of the various States in which are situated 
the lands it is proposed to reforest, is doubtful, and the judicial 
advisers of one branch of Congress have held that the Federal 
Government has not this power. Without control over these 
lands, the work which the Federal Government might do could 
be nullified by the States or the individuals to whom the land 


a — FEDERAL EXPENDITURES. 


No one has yet ventured an estimate of the ultimate cost of 
the reforestation of the cut-over lands, should the Federal 
Government embark upon that policy; nor can the cost be 
estimated, for as fast as its forests were depleted each State 
could justly demand that its lands be reforested at the expense 
of the Federal Government. The ultimate cost would be so 
vast as almost to defy computation. 

Inasmuch as the financial ability of the Federal Government 
to embark upon a policy necessitating the expenditure of vast 
sums of money is a matter of great importance, it would be 
well for the advoentes of conservation to pause and consider 


the question of federal expenditures. These expenditures have 


increased within the last ten years by leaps and bounds until 
the billion-dollar Congress has been succeeded by the billion- 


follar session; and this, too, by “unanimous consent,” so to 
speak, for the representatives of both parties in Congress from 


all sections of the country have vied with one another to meet 
the ever-increasing demands of public sentiment for the expan- 
sion of existing functions of the Federal Government, as well as 
for the assumption of others belonging fundamentally to the 
States or to private interests to perform. 


While this tendency is responsible for much of our largely 


increased expenditures, the army and the navy have been the 
chief cause. During the fiscal year just ended we expended in 
preparation for war—that is, for the army, the navy, and forti- 
fications—41 per cent of our entire revenue, exclusive of postal 
receipts; while during the same year we expended 31 per cent 
of our entire revenue on account of wars we have had, 2 


total of 72 per cent for these purposes alone. It will thus be 
seen that but 28 per cent of the revenues remained to meet all 
other demands upon the Federal Government in the perform- 
ance of its other governmental functions. 


Let the advocates of conservation join to create throughout 


the country a sentiment demanding a less expensive policy 
relative to our army and navy, which now tend to absorb the 
revenues of the Government without adding to the wealth of 
the country or increasing the opportunities and resources of 
the people, and there will then be more money available with 
which to undertake the conservation of our natural resources 
and the making of much-desired internal improvements. 


COMMISSIONS NOT AUTHORIZED BY LAW. 
An erroneous impression has been created relative to the 


status of the numerous commissions created by President 
Roosevelt, among which were the Conservation Commission, 
the Inland Waterways Commission, the President’s Homes Com- 
mission, the Country Life Commission, and the Council of 
Fine Arts. In some instances the members of these commis- 
sions served without compensation, while in others they re- 
ceived compensation out of appropriations made for different 
departments of the Government and were given the power, by 
executive order, to use the time and services of employees of 
vyarious departments to assist them in their work. 


In justification of the attitude of Congress toward these com- 


missions and the legislation enacted during the last session of 
the Sixtieth Congress affecting them and their future existence, 
attention is called to the fact, which is either overlooked or 
studiously avoided by those who condemn the action of Congress 
in respect to them, that, although these commissions held them- 
selves out to be regularly constituted governmental agencies, 
they were, in fact, created without authority of law, as there 
exists no statutory authorization for their appointment. Fur- 
thermore, they existed and carried on their work in violation of 
law, for the statutes of the United States provide that no exeeu- 
tive officer of the Government shall incur any obligation which 
requires the expenditure of money from the Federal Treasury 


unless such obligation has been previously authorized by law. 
The statutes also provide that no person shall be appointed to any 


office of any kind in the service of the Government which has 
not been previously authorized by law, and prohibit any officer 
of the Government from accepting voluntary service from any 
person. 


The wisdom of these limitations upon the power of the execu- 


tive branch of the Government is manifest. No right, attained 
by the people through their long struggles for liberty, has been 
so jealously guarded as the right, not only to levy taxes, but to 
determine, through their representatives, for what purposes the 


money thus obtained shall be expended. Therefore, however 
worthy and apparently indispensable the object, the executive 
branch of the Government is not warranted, and should not be 
tolerated, in any practice which tends to encroach upon the 
powers of the legislative branch. To condone such a usurpa- 
tion or encroachment upon the powers and functions of the leg- 
islative branch, upon the theory that the executive is more rep- 
resentative of the interests and more responsive to the sentiment 
of the people, is to invite disaster, for the greatest abuses of ex- 
ecutive authority most often arise from the usurpation of power 
upon the pretense of serving the people. We are not yet willing 
to return to the old idea that the executive is the fountain of 
justice and can therefore do no wrong; nor are we willing to 
believe that the legislative branch of our Government is so un- 
responsive to the needs of the people that the extreme remedy of 
government by executive choice and discretion is warranted. 
There is no fundamental political objection to commissions, 
and there exists no desire to minimize their great usefulness 
when legally created and their duties lawfully defined. But a 
commission should be an instrumentality merely in the applica- 
tion of law; it should not be empowered, either by law or execu- 
tive order, te administer its own discretionary practical judg- 
ments, as if it were either law or above the law. Jefferson 
maintained that there should be as little government as possible. 
He meant that there should be as little government by mere 
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executive choice and preference as possible, for government by 
mere executive choice and preference is government by indi- 
vidual officials, not government by the people, of the people, for 
the people. In that case it would be a government subject to the 
passions and prejudices of him who governs and to all the limi- 
tations of time, place, and energy to which he who governs is 
necessarily subject. 
LIMITATION AFFECTS ONLY ILLEGAL COMMISSIONS. 

The number and variety of the commissions appointed, not 
only without authority of law but in violation of law, during 
the last administration indicate the extent to which this abuse 
may be carried. However anomalous it may seem, it was, never- 
theless, to prevent the violation of the law by the executive 
branch of the Government that the provision of the sundry 
civil appropriation act for 1910 was adopted which provides: 

That hereafter no part of the public moneys, or of any appropriation 
heretofore or hereafter made by Congress, shall be used for the pay- 
ment of compensation or expenses of any commission, council, board, 
or other similar body, or any members thereof, or for expenses in con- 
nection with any work, or the results of any work or action of any 
commission, council, board, or other similar body unless the creation 
of the same shall be or shall have been authorized by law; nor shall 
there be employed by detail, hereafter or heretofore made, or otherwise, 
personal service from any executive department or other government 
establishment in connection with any such commission, council, board, 
or other similar body. 

It will be seen that the language of this provision is such 
that the activities of no commission, heretofore or hereafter 
authorized by law, have been or will be in any way affected 
or curtailed. The very fact that the several commissions 
appointed by President Roosevelt have been forced to suspend 
is conclusive evidence of the fact that they were not legally 
appointed. 

Such being the facts upon which Congress almost unami- 
mously adopted the limitation above cited, it is regrettable that 
a man of the standing and influence of President Van Hise, of 
the University of Wisconsin, in an article entitled “ The Future 
of Man in America,” in the World’s Work for June, should 
invite the “ profound public condemnation” of the people upon 
a Member of Congress because in the discharge of his duty, 
knowing that the law had been deliberately violated and the 
privileges of the legislative department of the Government 
seriously encroached upon, he has advocated the adoption of a 
provision of law, made necessary because of the repeated vio- 
lation of existing law, to prevent the illegal expenditure of the 
people’s money. 

CONSERVATION NOT A NEW IDBA. 


The contention that the effect of this provision of law has 
been to “render ineffective the conservation movement” is 
without foundation in fact, as is likewise the inference that 
Congress, because of its action in adopting this limitation, is 
opposed to the policy of conservation. However much this un- 
official commission may have accomplished or however desirable 
may be the existence of such an organization, 2 commission is 
not the sole instrumentality available for carrying out the de- 
sire and purpose of the National Government to conserve the 
natural resources of the country over which it has control. 

Nor can it be said that the work of the commission appointed 
by President Roosevelt in 1908 was the first that had been done 
toward the conservation of our natural resources. As a matter 
of fact, all the conservation commission accomplished was the 
compilation of statistics and information which had already 
been obtained by the several departments and bureaus of the 
Government having jurisdiction over the subjects treated in the 
various sections of the commission’s report. Practically all of 
the data relative to the forests had been previously compiled by 
the Forest Service; that concerning the public land and the soil 
by the Geological Survey and the Department of Agriculture; 
while that concerning the mineral and water resources of the 
country had already been compiled by the Geological Survey. 

The introduction to the volume of fhe report of the conserva- 
tion commission on the conservation of water resources con- 
firms this statement. It says: 

“This volume is a reprint of selected papers on the conserva- 
tion of water resources, written by members of the United 
States Geological Survey in response to executive order, for the 
report of the National Conservation Commission. Nearly all of 
the information from which the papers are compiled had pre- 
viously been collected by the survey in the performance of its 
regular duties. The remainder has been taken from the records 
of other federal bureaus. The papers therefore constitute a 
summation of certain official work which has been in progress 
for more than twenty years and whose results eventually must 
have been published in the regular series of water-supply papers 
had they not been diverted to become a part of the larger work 
of conservation,” 
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The introduction to the volume on the conservation of mineral 
resources says, among other things: 

“Since the organization of the Survey the mineral resources 
of the Nation have been the principal subject of its investiga- 
tions, and the data on which are based the estimates of the re- 
serves of mineral fuels and ores are the result of nearly thirty 
years of official work. The report on the coal fields is prac- 
tically a restatement of the information set forth on the coal- 
fields map published in May, 1908, before the appointment of the 
National Conservation Commission.” 

CONGRESS LIBERAL IN SUPPORT OF CONSERVATION. 


Strange as it may seem, in view of the activity of the last 
administration in behalf of conservation, it is none the less a 
fact that until within the last two years conditions in the Gen- 
eral Land Office of the Department of the Interior, which has 
control over the public domain, with the exception of the forest 
reserves, were not such as evidenced a practical desire to con- 
serve the resources of the public domain over which alone the 
Federal Government has jurisdiction. An investigation under 
the direction of Secretary Garfield revealed the fact that thou- 
sands of cases involving fraudulent entries upon and unlawful 
appropriation of public lands were pending in the local land 
offices, where they had been accumulating for years. 

Upon his recommendation the appropriation “to meet the 
expenses of protecting timber on the public lands, and for the 
more efficient execution of the law and rules relating to the 
cutting thereof and of protecting public lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation,” which for each of the fiscal 
years 1905 to 1908, inclusive, had been $250,000, was increased 
by Congress, upon the report of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to the sum of $500,000 during the first session of the 
Sixtieth Congress. Subsequent investigations developed the fact 
that conditions were even worse than at first anticipated, and to 
further enable the Land Office to prosecute the work of dispos- 
ing of these cases the Committee on Appropriations at the last 
session recommended to the House that the estimate of the de- 
partment of $1,000,000 be allowed, and accordingly the appro- 
priation was increased to that amount. 

It will thus be seen that Congress has shown a willingness to 
provide all the money necessary to protect the public domain 
from fraudulent entry and to conserve the timber supply on the 
public lands. Likewise, in the other branches of the service 
which have jurisdiction over the public domain, or perform 
work of an investigative character and gather information of 
value in the work of conserving the resources of the public 
domain as well as of privately owned land, Congress has been 
liberal with appropriations, and has thus assisted in a practical, 
though no doubt less spectacular, manner the work of those 
agencies of the Government which are capable of doing the work 
most efficiently. 

The appropriation for the Geological Survey for the fiscal 
year 1910 is $1,407,390, as compared with approximately $921,- 
490 for the year 1901, ten years prior. The total appropriation 
for the Department of Agriculture for 1910 is $15,995,036, as 
compared with $4,023,500 for 1901, ten years prior. The appro- 
priation for the Forest Service carried in the agricultural ap- 
propriation act for 1910 is $4,646,200. In 1901 the Forest 
Service had not yet been instituted, but an appropriation of 
$80,000 was made for forestry investigations and $335,000 for 
the protection and administration for forest reserves under the 
General Land Office. These two services were combined under 
the Forest Service in 1906, the appropriation being $875,140, 
since which time it has grown to $4,646,200. 

PRACTICAL WORK TOWARD CONSERVATION. 

The practical work of the Interior and Agricultural depart- 
ments of the Government, to the end that the resources of the 
country may be conserved, will be seen from the following 
reference to some of the activities of these departments. 

During the past three years the Department of the Interior, 
through the General Land Office and the Geological Survey, 
has been actively engaged in investigations looking to the con- 
servation of the natural resources of the public domain. The 
Geological Survey has been conducting investigations to ascer- 
tain the mineral as well as water resources of the public 
domain and is now engaged in the work of classifying the 
coal, oil, and phosphate lands. As a result of this increased 
activity upon the public domain much of the work heretofore 
done by the Geological Survey upon lands owned by the States 
or private interests has been curtailed. This fact has given 
rise to some criticism of the Survey by those who have hereto- 
fore been employed in work upon lands which are not in the 
public domain. This work of the Survey was the first step in 
carrying out the present policy of the department, adopted 
within the last three years, with respect to the disposition of the 
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public lands, and its effect may be seen in the increased amount 
the Government is now receiving for the lands disposed of. 

Under the timber and stone act the minimum price at which- 
land can be sold is fixed at $2.50 per acre. Secretary Garfield 
construed this language to be equivalent to “ not less than $2.50 
per acre,” and accordingly had these lands appraised by the 
Geological Survey, and they are now disposed of at their 
appraised value. Under the former flat price of $2.50 per acre, 
vast areas of these lands passed into the hands of monopolies, 
and much unnecessary waste inevitably followed when the 
lands were developed, especially so in the case of timber lands 
where the exceedingly low price at which the lands were pur- 
chased and the high price obtained for the product led to care- 
less methods of cutting the timber. 

The same policy has been pursued during the last three years 
relative to the disposition of the coal lands in the public domain. 
Under the law, coal lands are subject to entry at minimum 
prices of $10 and $20 per acre in accordance with their prox- 
imity to railways. During the year 1906 some 60,000,000 acres 
of land were withdrawn from entry for the purpose of deter- 
mining whether or not they were underlain with merchantable 
coal. Much of this land has been classified by the Geological 
Survey and restored to entry. As a result of this classification 
and valuation, coal lands, which, under the policy in practice 
until three years ago, were never sold for more than the maxi- 
mum price fixed by law, are now sold at their fair value, some 
of the land in Wyoming being priced as high as $410 per acre. 
Because of this increase in valuation the Government is not 
only assured of receiving coal prices for its coal lands, but the 
danger of monopoly has been greatly reduced and overproduc- 
tion and wasteful competition, which occur when the land can 
be obtained cheaply, have been to a great extent avoided. 


PRESENT PUBLIC LAND POLICY DUE LARGELY TO CONGRESS. 


This practical work toward conservation of the resources 
lying in the public domain, which has had the unqualified in- 
dorsement and support of Congress, has, unfortunately, been 
overlooked by those who criticise the action of Congress relative 
to the policy of conservation. As a matter of fact the adoption 
of the present policy relative to the classification and disposi- 
tion of public lands was due largely to the discussion of the 
policy of the department in the hearings before the Committee 
on Appropriations on the estimates for 1906, in which Secre- 
tary Garfield and the Director of the Geological Survey partici- 
pated, as well as to the sentiment shown on the floor of the 
House of Representatives favoring increased activity of the 
Geological Survey in the public-land States where development 
is dependent upon such investigations. 

Under the same general policy of censerving the resources of 
the country there have been created, under the act of March 3, 
1891, authorizing the setting apart and reserving of public lands 
bearing forests, more than 165 national forests, embracing 
194,500,000 acres. Likewise the phosphate lands of the West 
have been withdrawn from entry, thus conserving the supply 
of a mineral which constitutes one of the essential elements of 
soil fertility; and since the first of this year various with- 
drawals have been made by the Interior Department of lands 
containing possible water-power sites, with a view to the sub- 
mission to Congress of a report upon the subject looking to 
the enactment of laws for their best use. 

The Reclamation Service, created by act of June 17, 1902, is 
also an important agency in the development of our national 
resources theretofore neglected. Under this service the Govern- 
ment has reclaimed from their arid condition large tracts of 
public land in the West and disposed of the same under the 
homestead laws. 

The Bureau of Fisheries of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor has done very effective work toward the conservation of 


| control in such a way as to perpetuate 


soils throughout the country, and conducts experiments with a 


view to solving the problem of preventing soil erosion. In these 
and other respects the department is actively assisting in the 
conservation of the soil of the country. 

The Forest Service of that department is charged with the 
administration of the national forests. It investigates methods 
and kinds of trees for planting, conducts experiments in forest 
planting in the national forests, and gives practical advice in 
the conservative handling of national, state, and private forest. 
lands, and in the methods of utilizing forest products. It also 
investigates the control and prevention of forest fires and other 
forest problems. In the interest of conserving the lumber sup- 
ply, it makes tests of the durability and strength of lumber used 
for various purposes and methods of increasing its durability 
through seasoning and prefervative treatment. Indeed, the 
whole idea moving this service is the conservation of the timber 
supply, whether the forests be on national, state, or private 
lands. ; 

THE STATES SHOULD FOLLOW THE “XAMPLE OF THE FEDERAL GOVERN MENT. 


From this résumé of the functions and activities of these sev- 
eral departments and bureaus it will be seen that, contrary to 
the general impression, the National Government is constantly 
engaged in the study and in the practical work of solving the 
conservation problem upon the lands lying within the public 
domain as respects their forest, mineral, and water resources. 
Its activities in this respect, while for the most part confined to 
the public domain, are productive of practical results which 
should lead the way to similar activity upon the part of the 
States, as well as private interests, to conserve the resources 
under their control for the benefit of future generations that will 
make their homes within and be dependent upon the resources 
of the various States. 

If the individual States would undertake a policy with respect 
to their natural resources, over which they alone have effective 
control, similar to that which has been afd is being pursued in 
the administration of the public domain by the Federal Govern- 
ment, and would require their citizens to use the reseurees they 
‘ and not destroy them, 
the conservation of the resources of the Nation would soon be an 
accomplished fact. 

Would it not be well for the advocates of conservation to 
turn their attention to the legislatures of the States in which 
they themselves live, to the end that they may put their own 
houses in order before criticising Congress for not undertaking 
and appropriating money for carrying out functions which the 
States have the power and means to undertake, but are either 
unwilling or have neglected to perform? Would it not be well, 
also, for these conservation enthusiasts, before charging Con- 
gress with hostility toward the conservation movement, to 
study and give due recognition to what Congress and the Govy- 


| ernment have done and are now doing toward the conservation 
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the fish food supply of the country through the propagation of 
sioner of the State of North Carolina in making surveys of the waters 


fish at the numerous stations which are maintained throughout 
the country. The appropriation for this service has increased 
from $500,480 for the year 1901 to $789,560 for 1910. 

The amounts carried in the appropriations for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors during the past ten years aggregate, 
in round numbers, $225,000,000. 

There has also been created by act of Congress the Waterways 
Commission, with authority and appropriations to investigate 
the whole subject of our inland waterways and to report to 
Congress a comprehensive plan for improving our rivers and 
harbors and conserving our water resources. 

The Department of Agriculture, as its appropriations show, 
has received liberal support in its work of experimenting and 
disseminating information as to the best methods to be em- 
ployed in farming and in the improvement of crops through the 
use of better grains, rotation of crops, proper fertilizing, and the 
extermination of insects. It also carries on investigations of 





of the natural resources over which the Government alone has 
jurisdiction and control? 
SURVEYS OF WATERS IN NORTH CAROLINA, 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11800) to carry into effect the provisions of the act of 


Congress approved March 4, 1909, relating to surveys of waters of 
North Carolina where fishing is prohibited by law. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $3,000 be, and is hereby. appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
to carry into effect the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
March 4, 1909, entitled “An act to authorize the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor to cooperate, through the Bureau of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey and the Bureau of Fisheries, with the fish commis- 


of North Carolina where fishing is prohibited by law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I want to ask the gentleman a question. Is not this the 
proposition that was offered in the Committee of the Whole a 
few days ago, when the general deficiency bill was under con- 
sideration, and voted down? 

Mr. SMALL. It is; but I am satisfied from remarks that 
have come to me that it was inadvertently done. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will have to object for the same reason 
that I opposed the adoption of the amendment at that time. 

Mr. SMALL. Will the gentleman withhold his objection ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will. 

Mr. SMALL. There has never been any question as to the 
propriety of this appropriation. It was authorized in the last 
Congress, and the only question that has ever been raised, as I 
understand it, is as to whether the appropriation was of suffi- 
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cient urgency to justify its consideration at this time. Upon 
that point I wish to make this statement: These waters pro- 
posed to be surveyed are the greatest fishing waters in the coun- 
try, and are particularly productive of shad. The catch there 
has been decreasing. It is a question of national interest and 
national importance, as illustrated by the activity of the Bureau 
of Fisheries in the investigation which they have made. 

Mr. SULZER. How much is the appropriation? 

Mr. SMALL. Only $3,000. 

Mr, SULZBR. It ought to be passed. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. What do you mean by 
“survey?” 

Mr. SMALL. A survey of these waters in order to mark out 
places where fishing is now prohibited by law. The law can not 
be enforced unless these surveys are made. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The fishing is prohibited 
by what law? 

Mr. SMALL. State law. And those laws were passed by the 
recommendation of the United States Bureau of Fisheries. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. This is to have the United 
States Government designate the waters in the State where 
under the state law fishing is prohibited? 

Mr. SMALL. Is prohibited by law. This is recommended by 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, who, in his communica- 
tion to the Secretary of the Treasury, uses this language: 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SBPCRETARY, 
Washington, June 24, 1909. 


Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith an estimate of appro- 
priation in the sum of $3,000 to carry out the provisions of the act of 
Congress approved March 4, 1909 (35 Stat. L., 1064), providing for 
the making of surveys of the waters of North Carolina where fishing 
is prohibited by law, which I will thank you to transmit to the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives. 

The surveys required by this act should be begun at once in order 
to be effective at the beginning of the next fishing season. 

Respectfully, 


CHARLES NAGEL, Secretary. 

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

So that unless this appropriation is made at this session it 
will mean that the work will be delayed at least one year, and 
that great injury will result, not only to the people of that 
section, but to the entire country. And in view of the urgency 
of this appropriation I hope the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. TAWNEY] will withdraw his objection. This great public 
work will be delayed one year, and in the meantime great injury 
will come. It is a small matter, but one in which the whole 
country is interested, and it is of sufficient urgency to justify 
the House in considering it at this time and letting it pass. I 
ask the gentleman to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman 
and to the House that this proposition is to appropriate money 
for the purpose of surveying the inland waters of North Caro- 
lina in order to determine certain fishing rights. I was opposed 
to the appropriation when the gentleman offered it a few days 
ago, and can see no reason why, even though the law enacted 
at the last session of Congress authorized this work to be done, 
it should not wait until a committee of the House can thoroughly 
investigate and see what amount is necessary for this purpose, 
if any at all. And I therefore object. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 49 minutes p. m.) the House 


adjourned until Thursday, July 29, 1909, at 12 o’clock noon. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr, HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 11871) to provide 
for the erection of a monument to Brig. Gen. Griffith Ruther- 
ford—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 11872) providing 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
at Steubenville, in the State of Ohio—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11878) providing for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Bellaire, in the 
State of Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 11874) to provide for pay- 
ment of the claims of the Augustinians, the Dominicans, the 
Recoletos, and the Franciscans, religious orders of the Roman 
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Catholic Church in the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 11875) to prevent the trans- 
mission of fraudulent advertisements in interstate commerce 
and through the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. . 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 11876) to 
amend the provisions of the act of Congress, approved May 30, 
1908, relating to the erection of a public building at Oklahoma 
City, Okla., enlarging the limit of the cost of said public build- 
ing, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, 
to acquire additional site for said building, enter into contracts 
for the erection thereof, and making appropriations therefor, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11877) to improve and 
perpetuate the site of old Fort Hamilton, Ohio—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 11878) to change the name 
of Twenty-third street north of Calvert street, in the District 
of Columbia, to Woodley place—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. - ; 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11980) granting 
pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who 
served in the civil war and the war with Mexico—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Lllinois: Resolution (H. Res. 96) amend- 
ing Rules X and XI—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MADDEN: Concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 21) 
to print House Document No. 50, relating to waterways—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: Memorial of the legislature of New 
Mexico, petitioning Congress to nullify certain acts of the 
thirty-eighth legislative assembly of the Territory of New 
Mexico—to the Committee on the Territories. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows : 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 11879) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas J. Cartwright—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H. R. 11880) 
granting an increase of pension to George A. Forsyth—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11881) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmond Ryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 11882) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of George W. Dun- 
lap, and to grant him an honorable discharge—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11883) granting a pension to Jonathan W. 
Slear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 11884) to correct the 
military record of Isaac G. Osborn—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 11885) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah Peters—to the Committee on Invalid 
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By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11886) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert O. Whitten—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 11887) for the 
relief of William B. Rutherford—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11888) for the relief of John W. Bean—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11889) for the relief of Dan Thomason, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Joel Harrell, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11890) for the relief of John Zillah and 
Mary 'T. Goss, sole heirs of Joseph ©. Zillah, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11891) for the relief of William H. Engles— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 11892) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas J. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 11893) for the relief of 
©. H. Webb, jr., administrator of the estate of David B. Sanders, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 11894) granting an increase of 
eee es to Charlotte A. Hewett—to the Committee on Invalid 
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By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 11895) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John Beyel and 
grant him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 11896) granting an in- 
crease of pension to J. Walter Myers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11897) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles E. Watts—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 11898) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Anderson—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 11899) granting an increase 
of pension to Leander W. Skeels—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LUNDIN: A bill (H. R. 11900) granting a pension to 
Catherine Seymour—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 11901) granting an increase 
of pension to Laura B. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 11902) for the 
relief of Edwin M. Brown—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11903) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Poteet—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11904) granting an increase of pension to 
William’ Bryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11905) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11906) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Lamport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 11907) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James M. Monroe—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11908) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus W. Kirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11909) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachariah T. Underwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11910) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11911) granting a pension to Louisa M. 
Fee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11912) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Cyrus McCue—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 11918) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Johnson D. Jarrett—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 11914) granting a pension to 
Lawrence A. Bagby—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11915) granting a pension to Walter L. 
Hart—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11916) granting an increase of pension to 
David L, Lindsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 11917) granting a pension to 
Sarah Goss Beach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: A bill (H. R. 11918) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alfonzo Pulsifer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11919) granting an increase of pension to 
John Quigley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11920) granting a pension to Michael J. 
Ballou—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11921) ‘Sor the relief of the 
estate of Harry Downing, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 11922) granting a pension to 
Emelia McNicol—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11923) granting 
an increase of pension to Richard Hill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOU VELLE: A bill (H. R. 11924) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mortimore Nichols—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 11925) granting an"increase of pension to 
Richard M. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11926) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore G. B. Horner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11927) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11928) for the relief of John Howell—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11929) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Benjamin F. Shinn—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: Paper to accompany Dill 
for relief of De Willious Cook—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. COOK: Petition of Dr. J. William White, M. D., and 
other physicians of the United States, favoring removal of the 
duty on tansan water—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Robert O. Whitten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas J. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Alter Light Company, of Chicago, IIL, 
against Senate increase on thorium nitrate—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Retail Cigar and Tobacco Dealers’ Associa- 
tion, against use of coupons, etc.—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of N. F. Thompson and others, of Rockford, 
Ill., to exempt holding companies from proposed corporation 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREENE: Petition of printers of Fall River, Mass., 
against the Government printing return addresses on envelopes— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of business men of Harvey, N. 
Dak., against parcels-post legislation—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARRISON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John Beyel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HELM: Petition of citizens of Madison County, Ky., 
asking federal aid for rural schools—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of William H. Allison—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. KELIHER: Petition of Massachusetts State Board of 
Trade, favoring a permanent tariff commission—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
Billmyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Petition of D. M. Garver and others, 
favoring arbitration as a means of settlement of all differences 
between nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of business men of Clyde, N. Y., 
against parcels-post legislation—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Mrs. Bettie Brock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: Petition of Denver (Colo.) 
Chamber of Commerce, for legislation favoring the adequate 
defense of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


SENATE. 
Tuourspay, July 29, 1909. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and 
| approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 

| McKenney, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
| passed Senate concurrent resolution 6, requesting the Pres- 
ident of the United States to transmit to the executives of the 
several States of the United States copies of the article of amend- 
ment proposed by Congress to the state legislatures to amend 
the Constitution of the United States with respect to laying 
and collecting taxes on incomes. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL TO-MORROW. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the 
agreement for three days’ adjournment from time to time be so 
modified that the Senate may adjourn to meet to-morrow at 12 
o'clock, for the reason that I hope then to be able to report 
the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Would the Senator have any objection to 
also vacating the order against the transaction of any other 
business until the conference report comes in? I will say 
frankly that I am moved to make the suggestion by the fact 
that I know there are a number of bills of no genera! impor- 
tance, but of great individual or local importance, and if they 
are not considered and disposed of here before the conference 
report comes in it is practically certain that they will not be 
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considered and disposed of in the other House. Unless it is re- 
garded as a violation of the understanding, I would like to 
have the entire unanimous-consent agreement vacated. 

Mr. HALE. On reflection, I do not wish to embarrass my 
suggestion with other matters that might give rise to objec- 
tion; but if the Senate should adjourn to meet to-morrow at 
12 under the order, although I assume that that is not neces- 
sary, because the appropriation bill was excepted——— 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand it was. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to ask that the order be modified, 
but that the Senate shall adjourn until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. BAILEY. I perfectly understand the Senator’s request 
is to modify the order as to adjourning for three days at a time, 
and that it is not necessary to teuch the agreement with respect 
to the transaction of business. But, while we are modifying 
that agreement with respect to the length of the adjournment, 
I am also anxious to modify it to the end that these matters of 
local importance may be disposed of. I particularly had in 
mind, if the Senator was going to have the Senate meet to-mor- 
row in order to consider the appropriation bill, that some time 
during the morning hour Senators might have an opportunity 
to pass these local measures. I want to say that I have no 
measure of that kind on the calendar or in committee, but I 
know Senators who have. 

I will let the Senator’s request be granted, and then, unless it 
is supposed that it will be contrary to the common understand- 
ing, I myself will ask unanimous consent to vacate the other 
part of the order. 

Mr. HALE. Then I move that when the Senate adjourns to- 
day it be to meet to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. First, is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent to vacate the or- 
der—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no objection, and the re- 
quest of the Senator from Maine is agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thought that had been granted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been granted, Now the 
Senator from Maine moves that when the Senate adjourns to- 
day it be to meet to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. May the Chair suggest, further, to 
the Senator from Maine, in line with what the Senator from 
Texas has suggested, that it will require a further modification 
of the order in order to consider the appropriation bill, because 
the order heretofore entered by the Senate provides that no 
business shall be transacted at the sessions of the Senate “ prior 
to the report of the conference committee wpon the said bill ”— 
that is, the tariff bill? 

Mr. BACON. Other than the appropriation bill 

Mr. HALE. Prior to that the appropriation bill can be con- 
sidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Oh, I see; I had not finished read- 
ing the order. 

Mr. HALE. I did not intend to ask for a modification, but 
only to move to adjourn until to-morrow. The Senator from 
Texas would have that part of it vacated, but I did not mean to 
do that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Maine did not 
so request, but the Chair thought that he should have done 
so, not having read the order in full. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask to vacate the order entitled “ unani- 
mous-copsent agreement,” as it appears on the calendar, en- 
tered Friday, July 9, 1909. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. KEAN. Do I understand that the Senator from Texas 
proposes to modify the agreement so as to allow any business 
to be transacted? 

Mr. BAILEY. I am simply asking to vacate the order, and 
the effect of it, of course, would be to allow any business 
which could under the rules of the Senate be brought before 
the Senate to come up for consideration. 

Mr. KEAN. Does not the Senator think he had better modify 
it so as to take up unobjected cases? 

Mr. BAILEY. I am perfectly willing to do that if that is 
deemed advisable. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not think the Senator would want to go 
into general legislation at this time or to consider legislation 
that would be objected to. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Texas had no idea that 
any such attempt would be made. I think I may safely say 
that we will adjourn within a week from this day, certainly 
within ten days, and the better part of that time will be occu- 
pied with the consideration of the conference committee's report. 


Is there objection to the request 
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If that report is what we suppose it is, I think it will be dis- 
posed of with no great delay, certainly with no intentional delay. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator allow me? I would not inter- 
pose an objection, but I want to suggest to the Senator from 
Texas that this unanimous-consent agreement was entered into 
and Senators realized that there would be no present necessity 
for their presence here until either the urgent deficiency appro- 
priation bill or the conference report came in, and doubtless 
made arrangements to be absent. Limiting the request even to 
unobjected measures might involve matters which, if Senators 
had known they were to come up, they would have been here. 
It strikes me to be rather a dangerous precedent after an order 
of this kind has been made and arrangements made on the 
strength of it. I merely make this suggestion. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is exactly what I had in my mind when 
I kept reiterating that it was not considered contrary to the 
understanding under which this order was made, and I should 
not have ventured to prefer the request now, except notice has 
been given that the Senate does intend to-morrow to enter upon 
a matter of legislative importance. That being true, and a 
glance at the Senate disclosing the fact that there are not many 
absentees, I believe that it would be no breach of faith to re. 
move this obstruction and allow Senators to pass matters of 
local importance. 

Mr. KEAN. Ey unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Texas which I think will appeal to him on a test of merit. 

The important business to be considered to-morrow was con- 
templated in the unanimous-consent agreement on record here. 
It was expected that the urgent deficiency appropriation bill 
would be considered during this session, and the unanimous 
consent specifically provided that it should be considered. 

Within the last twenty minutes a gentleman interested in 
a bill which has heretofore passed the Senate and House, to 
which no objection could or would be made, desired to know 
whether that bill could be put through at the present session. 
In harmony with a general understanding which has per- 
yaded the Chamber from the beginning, I advised him that the 
committee having the matter under consideration, to which 
the bill was referred, would not meet during this session, and 
it was understood that no legislation outside of the legislation 
mentioned in the unanimous-consent agreement would be taken 
up. I think other Senators have given information of a like 
character to their constituents who are interested in matters 
ef jocal importance. 

I can not perceive how the passage of any bill through the 
Senate at this session will expedite its passage through the 
Congress at all, To depart from the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment would lead to much embarrassment on the part of Sen- 
ators who have advised their constituents that the unanimous 
consent would obtain to the close. I do not know of any com- 
mittees that have assembled to consider bills. All bills that I 
have introduced have been referred, and almost uniformly the 
chairman has advised me that there would be no committee 
meeting. 

I think, under all the circumstances, it will appeal to the 
Senator as expedient to permit the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment to stand unimpaired and unmodified to the end of the 


session. 

Mr. BAILEY. It was in my mind a close question, even if 
there was absolutely no objection to it, and I preferred the re- 
quest because several Senators had expressed a desire that they 
might consider and dispose of bills. I have in mind one which 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] has reported. It is a bill 


purely local in its character. One Senator from South Carolina 
says it is of vast importance to the people who are engaged in 
a certain enterprise that the bill shall pass. That was one of 
the matters I had in my mind. 

But, Mr. President, I will not put myself in the attitude of 
asking to vacate a unanimous-consent agreement if there is the 
slightest protest against it. I will not put any Senator to the 
necessity of objecting, and I withdraw the request. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the House sent ever to the Senate 
what is called an “ omnibus bridge bill.” The Senate committee 
has added te that bridge bill, I think, four or five other bridges, 
all approved by the War Department. It is very important 
indeed that that bill shall pass at this session. There is no 
difficulty at all, if it is passed through the Senate, about having 
it agreed to in the House, and there can possibly be no earthly 
objection to it from anyone. 

Mr. CARTER. Why not, I suggest to the Senator from Maine, 
ask unanimous consent to consider that particular bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That can not be done under the unani- 
mous-consent agreement. 
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Mr. BURKETT. It might be put aside informally. 


Mr. CARTER. It is just as well to ask unanimous consent 
to consider a particular bill as to ask unanimous consent to 
consider all bills.« 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that he 
include in his request the South Carolina dam bill, reported 
from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. It is very important that the dam bill shall 
pass. There is no question about that. The Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TrnLMAN] is intensely interested in it. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I hope there will be no further 
attempt made to open the unanimous-consent agreement. A 
good many of us who have constituencies living many miles 
from here, who can not understand our changing attitudes, are 
under many embarrassments already, and probably will be pre- 
pared to suffer more before the close of the session. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is that a reference to the tariff? 

Mr. WARREN. I do not now allude to that particularly; 
I am glad the Senator from Texas has that in mind, however. 
I have in mind among other measures a railroad right-of-way 
bill that is fully as important as a bridge bill. I have been 
compelled to say that I would be unable to bring it up at this 
session on account of our early agreement, renewed later. 

Mr. President, I insist that either we have the order main- 
tained or that we entirely abrogate it, because I do not like to 
be placed in the position of having refused to support and for- 
ward a great many very good measures because of an agreement, 
and then have that agreement abrogated from day to day, no 
matter what may be the bills offered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No Sendtor has submitted a re- 
quest. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye} made a suggestion, 
not a request. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this is not an order of the 
Senate which can be abrogated or vacated. It is a unanimous- 
consent agreement, and the rule of the Senate has been absolute 
that a unanimous-consent agreement can not be modified by a 
further unanimous consent. I think that that rule ought to be 
observed. It is most important that it should be observed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was modified a few moments ago. 

Mr. LODGE. It ought not to be modified. In what way was 
it modified? 

Mr. GALLINGER. A change was made in the rule that the 
Senate should adjourn for three days. 

Mr. LODGE. That question was up the other day. That is 
not a modification of it. Obviously, on the face of it, we are to 
adjourn for three days at a time until the report of the con- 
ference committee is ready or until the urgent deficiency appro- 
priation bill is ready. If it is to be considered in that way we 
could not adjourn except for three days, and we might have to 
wait three days to take up the conference report. 
when the conference report is ready that modifies the order of 
itself. 


Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Massachusetts is wrong | 


about the fact. This very unanimous-consent agreement which 
I suggested should be vacated contains an agreement that we 
shall adjourn for three days at a time. 

Mr. LODGE. Precisely, until the conference report is ready. | 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; until the conference report is ready. It 
is not ready. Therefore, on the request of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hate], it was modified. 

Mr. LODGE. If notice should be given that the conference 
report would be ready to-morrow, the three days’ limitation 
falls of itself. 

Mr. BAILEY. If that is true as to the adjournment, it is 
true as to business, because if the fact that the conference re- 
port being ready to-morrow alters the adjournment agreement, 
it alters the business agreement likewise. 

Mr. LODGE. Do you mean if notice is served on the Senate 
that the conference report will be ready to-morrow, we must 
adjourn for three days before we can consider it? 

Mr. BAILEY. I was going to suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that the mistake he makes in laying down the 
hard and fast rule that a unanimous-consent agreement once 
entered could never be vacated, might seriously embarrass 
us on some extraordinary occasion. For instance, here is an 
agreement that we will adjourn until a certain event for three 
days at a time. Suppose we were in session to-day and some 
extraordinary emergency should occur which would absolutely 
require us, in the faithful discharge of our public duties, to 
assemble here to-morrow. Under the Senator’s interpretation 


of the unanimous-consent agreement, we could not do so. 
Mr. LODGE. No, Mr. President—— 
Mr. BAILEY. I will never agree that the Senate can so far 
tie its hands as to disable it from performing its public duties. 
Mr, LODGE. Mr. President—— 


Of course | 


Mr. BAILEY. But I myself have no desire to press this mat- 
ter. I suggest that if the report is made to-morrow, then the 
report itself vacates this order. But the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts must know that when he intimates that other Senators 
are trying to violate the unanimous-consent agreement, he is in 
the face of the fact that it has just been violated, and violated 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I believe I have the floor. I 
did not recall that anybody had violated it. In my judgment, 
a change in the period for which the Senate shall adjourn is 
not a violation of the consent as it is worded, but to introduce 
other business, of course, runs directly counter to it. It seems 
to me that it would be very unwise to enter on such a change 
as that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me? 
this morning was that we should adjourn until to-morrow, to 
consider the deficien appropriation bill, which is expressly 
provided for in the a; reement. 

Mr. BAILEY. Expressly provided for as to business. That 
does not touch the question of adjournment. It is not very im- 
portant at this moment, but in order that we may keep the 
record entirely straight and all be entirely accurate, I propose 
to read exactly what that unanimous-consent order provides: 

It is agreed by unanimous consent that the Senate will adjourn from 
time to time for =e days at a time until the conference report is 
ready upon the bil 

That is as ea a unanimous-consent agreement as could be 
made, and yet we have violated it, because we have just pro- 
vided that we shall adjourn to-day to meet to-morrow, when 
under this agreement we could not meet for three days. 

The agreement further proceeds to describe “ House bill 
1438, to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the 
industries of the United States, and for other purposes,” and 
this is the second branch of the agreement: 

And that no business shall be transacted at the sessions of the Sen- 
ate prior to the report of the conference committee upon the said bill, 
other than the transaction of the routine morning business and the 
consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill now pending in the 

| House of Representatives. 

Under that you could only consider this appropriation bill 
| when you were in session. Under that you could only be in 
| session three days after an adjovrnment 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me—— 
| Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. The matter of adjournment is purely incidental 
to the main purpose of the agreement, and that is shown by the 
fact that if we were in session and the deficiency bill was here 
we need not adjourn; we could take a recess. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is rather awkward to put the incident first, 
and to put the main proposition last, and yet that is exactly 
if the Senator 








The request 











| what this unanimous-consent agreement does, 
| from Massachusetts is correct. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator did not apprehend what I mean. 
| I say if we had here the deficiency bill this morning it would 
be legitimately before us under the unanimous-consent agree- 
| ment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. LODGE. And we need not adjourn. 

Mr. BAILEY. But if we—— 

Mr. LODGE. The unanimous consent does not prevent our 
taking a recess. We can take a recess from day to day and 
sit every day. 

Mr. BAILEY. But it provides that when we do adjourn we 
shall adjourn for three days at a time. 

Mr. LODGE. That can be avoided by merely taking a re- 
cess, which demonstrates that the period of adjournment is 
purely an incidental matter. It must be conditioned upon the 
time of the conference report being ready. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is a familiar way with men who are some- 
what given to splitting hairs, as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is, when they find themselves up against a cold fact to call 
it an incident, and that is an easy way out of a difficult position. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator will quote me correctly. I 
said it was incidental. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, well; what is an incident but incidental? 

But, Mr. President, the fact is this: We could have cir- 
ecumvented the agreement by a recess instead of an adjourn- 
ment. We have not done it. We havé agreed to adjourn and 
not to take a recess. It has been unanimously agreed that we 
would not adjourn for*three days at a time, but that we 
would adjourn to meet to-morrow. But to make it still more 
manifest that I am right about it, the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Hate] did not move that we adjourn to to-morrow until 
he had first vacated the unanimous-consent agreement, which 
required us to adjourn for three days at a time, and he sought 
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to obtain unanimous consent to vacate that part of the unani- 
mous-consent order precisely as I sought to obtain unanimous 
consent to vacate the second part of it. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the Senator from Maine said he did 
not have to do it, in his opinion. 

Mr. BAILEY, Oh, no; the record will show that the Sen- 
ator from Maine first asked unanimous consent to vacate the 
first part of the order. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Kran] 
the other day asked unanimous consent to adjourn for two 
days. I objected to asking for it. It seemed to me we had a 
right to do it under the unanimous-consent agreement without 
asking anything of that sort. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senate has a right to agree unani- 
mously that it shall adjourn for three days at a time and then 
adjourns for two days, it can not have such binding force as 
the Senator from Massachusetts ascribes to it. I think a 
unanimous-consent agreement ought to be observed with the 
utmost good faith. There ought to be no shadow of turning 
against either the letter or the spirit, but in this case I thought 
it was permissible. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, what is now before the Senate? 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from West Virginia is now 
before the Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; the Senator from Idaho is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the reguldr order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho has been 
recognized, 

Mr. HEYBURN, I should like to know whether or not I am 
mistaken, because it seems to me to be a matter of some im- 
portance from a parliamentary standpoint. I understood the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] to move that the unanimous 
consent be departed from, 

Mr. BAILEY. No; he asked unanimous consent to modify it, 
and then moved that when the Senate adjourns to-day it ad- 
journ to meet to-morrow. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understood it just the reverse: that he 
moved that the unanimous consent be modified and then asked 
unanimous consent that when we adjourned to-day it should be 
to meet to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was quite the reverse. The 
Chair would not have recognized the Senator to have made such 
a motion. 

Mr. HEYBURN. My attention was directed to the point, 
because I understand the unanimous-consent agreement is not 
subject to be modified by unanimous consent; that is to say, a 
unanimous-consent agreement, such as we are acting under in 
this case, must be modified by a motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No; not at all; 
reverse. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the regular order. 

AWARDS OF SPANISH TREATY CLAIMS COMMISSION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an ex- 
tract from a letter from the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission 
of June 5, 1909, submitting the record of three awards made by 
the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission requiring an appropri- 
ation of $20,168 for their payment (S. Doc. No. 144); which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

ATLANTIC COAST LINE RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the 
record of two judgments entered by the Court of Claims in 
favor of the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Company in the sum 
of $21,100.29, being for services on account of army transporta- 
tion (S. Doc. No. 143), which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STAT®3 COURT OF CUSTOMS APPEALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
jetter from the Attorney-General submitting estimates of ap- 
propriations for salaries and expenses in connection with the 
new United States court of customs appeals, $73,083.04 (S. Doc. 
No. 145), which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented’ a memorial of the New 
York State Bankers’ Association, remonstrating against the 
adoption of the so-called “ corporation tax” amendment to the 
pending tariff bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


but quite the 
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He also presented a petition of Harmony Council, No. 63, 
Daughters of the American Revolution, of Baltimore, Md., 
praying for the maintenance by the Government of the George 
Washington estate, known as “Mount Vernon,” which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a joint memorial of the Republican and 
Democratic central committees of Sierra County, Territory of 
New Mexico, relative to the nullification of certain acts of the 
thirty-eighth legislative assembly of that Territory, creating a 
new county with different boundaries with the name of 
“ Sierra,” etc., which was referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I present a letter signed by T. L. Reddy, 
financier of Pocatello Lodge, No. 98, Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, of Pocatello, Idaho, which I ask may be printed in 
the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
ee BROTHERHOOD OF RAILROAD TRAINMEN, 

POCATELLO LODGE, No. 98, 
Pocatello, Idaho, July 22, 1909. 
Hon, W. B. HEYBURN, 


United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: We note that the Senate Committee on Finance reported 
an amendment to the pending tariff bill, and we hope this amendment 
will not get the support of our Senators or Congressmen unless modi- 
fied so as to exempt our organizations from this strain, which is the 
annual corporation tax. This amendment will make our brotherhood 
subject to a tax as well as others. 

We, the trainmen of Idaho, again ask and urge you to vote against this 
amendment, which we hope to hear will be defeated under the present 
report. 

Thanking you for your past support and replies, 

Very truly, yours, 


T. L. Reppy, 
Financier of Pocatello Lodge, No, 98. 


Mr. SCOTT. I present a letter signed by M. Richter, of Wil- 
liamstown, W. Va., which I ask may be read and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the letter was read and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


WILLIAMSTOWN, W. Va., July 26, 1999. 
Hon. N. B. Scorr, 


United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: Again we pray and hope that it pez, peeeee our noble 
United States Senators to save the independent oil ucer. 

To ruin the business of the thousands of toilers in the oil fields wiil 
not insure the reduction of the least fraction on the price of refined 
oil to the consumer. No one can hurt the Standard. 

The inclosed clipping portrays the feeling of the press in general. 

Most sincerely, yours, : 
M. RICHTER. 


Mr. DICK. I present two telegrams in the nature of memo- 
rials, one from the president of the Chicago Live Stock Ex- 
change and the other from James M. Swank, of Philadelphia, 
Pa. They bear upon the important subject of free hides and 
free iron ore. I ask that they be printed in the Recorp and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the telegrams were referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


Union Stock YArps, 


Chicago, IUl., July 27, 1909. 
Senator CHARLES DICK, 


Washington, D. C.: 


The farmers and cattlemen of the whole country are indignant at the 
authors and promoters of a tariff for a ng | except the producers of 
hides. We ask you to prevent the tragedy against common sense and 
justice. If free hides, then free leather goods. The ever-present spirit 


of fairness characteristic of the American people will justify your 
position. 


THe Cur1caco Live Stock EXCHANGER, 
J. W. Moore, President. 


PHILADELPHIA, Pa., July 24, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES DICK 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


The national Republican platform last year said: “In all tariff legis- 
lation the true principle of protection is t maintained by the imposi- 
tion of such duties as will equal the difference between the cost of 
production at home and abroad, together with a reasonable profit to 
American industries.”’ Would free iron ore maintain the difference in 
the cost of production between Cuba and the United States? 


JaMES M. Swank. 


Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the New York State 
Bankers’ Association, praying for the adoption of a certain 
ameudment to the pending tariff bill exempting incorporated 
banking institutions organized under any state or national law 
from the provisions contained in the proposed tax on corpora- 
tions, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Paul Jones Council, No. 115, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of the State of 
New York, praying for the adoption of the so-called “ Overman 
amendment” to the pending tariff bill increasing the capitation 
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tax on immigrants from $4 to $10, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


BRIDGES OVER NAVIGABLE WATERS. 


Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11572) to authorize the construction, 
maintenance, and operation of various bridges across and over 
certain navigable waters, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments and submitted a report (No. 18) thereon. 

OUACHITA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. PILES. I ask unanimous consent that Order of Business 
No. 14 on the calendar, being the bill (S. 2827) to extend the 
time for construction of a bridge across the Ouachita River at 
or near Camden, Ark., which was reported from the Committee 
on Commerce with amendments on the 16th instant, be in- 
definitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


SALINE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. PILES. I ask unanimous consent that Order of Business 
No. 15 on the calendar, being the bill (S. 2828) to authorize 
Bradley County, Ark., to construct a bridge across Saline River 
in said county and State, which was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce without amendment on the 16th instant, be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


NATIONAL WATERWAYS COMMISSION. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported an amendment relative to the disbursement of the money 
appropriated for the National Waterways Commission, in- 
tended to be proposed to the urgent deficiency appropriation 
bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 3053) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
Dodge Augur; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 3054) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Rogers (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (8. 3055) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Cannon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3056) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Ellis (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3057) granting a pension to Rachel B. Owen; 

A bill (S. 3058) granting an increase of pension to W. B. 
Hibbs; and 

A bill (S. 3059) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Haynes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (8S. 3060) granting an increase of pension to James 
Henry Martineau; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 3061) to appoint Col. William F. Stewart, United 
States Army, retired, to the rank of brigadier-general on retired 
list of the army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A bill (8S. 3062) for the relief of Nathan Dungan; 

A bill (8S. 3063) for the relief of the heirs or estate of George 
FP. Shelton, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3064) for the relief of the heirs of Amasa Hzell, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S, 3065) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Thomas 

. Bowman, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3066) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Sarah 
BE. Wedelstedt and Nimrod EB. Berk, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 3067) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Bryant 
Wheeler, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3068) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Henry 
Sessler, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 3069) for the relief of the heirs or estate of W. H. 
Neel, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 3070) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Wil- 
liam H. Turley, deceased; - 

A bill (8S. 3071) for the relief of the heirs or estate of D. 

r and firm of D. Froneberger & Co.; 

A bill (8S. 3072) for the relief of tlie heirs or estate of Louis 
Charles Dumanet, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 3073) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Aulsey 
Dean, deceased ; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





4623 


A bill (S. 3074) for the relief of the heirs or estate of J. J. 
Brison, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3079) for the relief of H. H. Belew; 

A bill (S. 3076) for the relief of H. J. Brewer; 

A bill (S. 3077) for the relief of S. R. McAlexander ; and 

A bill (S. 3078) for the relief of Solomon Lyons; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 3079) to amend the second paragraph of the first 
section of the act approved June 29, 1906, entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,’ approved 
February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to en- 
large the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission;” to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. PAGE: 

A bill (S. 3080) granting an increase of pension to Cushing 
Nichols; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 3081) authorizing the appointment of Thomas Shea, 
United States Army, retired, to the rank of brigadier-general on 
the retired list of the army; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A pill (S. 3082) for the relief of Elizabeth G 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

A bill (S. 3083) granting an increase of pension to A. Morrow; 

A bill (S. 3084) granting an increase of pension to T. M. 
Harrison ; 

A bill (S. 3085) granting an increase of pension to Sarah BP. 
Garner ; 

A bill (S. 3086) granting a pension to Rittie Dundridge; 

A bill (S. 3087) granting an increase of pension to William G, 
Stout ; 

A bill (3088) granting an increase of pension to Mortimer 
Stiles ; 

A bill (S. 3089) granting an increase of pension to William 
Hayes (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8S. 3090) granting an increase of pension to Enoch A. 
Barnett (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SMOOT submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $25,000 for the construction of a bridge across the Du- 
chesne River at or near Myton, Utah, intended to be proposed 
by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DEPEW submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $175,000 for the installation of a pneumatic-tube service 
between the New York appraisers’ stores and new custom- 
house, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the urgent de- 
ficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SIMMONS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $3,000 for surveys of the waters of North Carolina where 
fishing is prohibited by law, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 





. Martin; to the 


INTERSTATE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming submitted the following resolution 
(8S. Res. 70), which was considered by unanimous consent and 


agreed to: 
Senate resolution 70. 


Resolved, That the Seantioas had before the Committee on the Judi- 
clary, Sixtieth Congress, first session, on bills relating to interstate 
liquor traffic, known as bills “to limit the effect of the regulations of 
} gee between the States, etc, in certain cases,” together with 

rt of the committee thereon, be printed as a Senate document, 
a that 1,000 copies thereof be furnished for the use of the Senate 
document room. 


On motion of Mr. Crark of Wyoming, it was 


Ordered, That 1,000 additional copies of Senate Document No. 146, 
Sixty-first Congress, first session, relating to interstate commerce in 
intoxicating liquors, etc., be printed for the use of the Senate document 
room. 

| CORPORATION TAX. 

Mr. cial Mr. President, since the last session of the 
Senate I have had several letters from officers of important 
corporations in my State with reference to the clause in the 
tariff bill imposing a tax on corporations and relating especially 


to the difficulties that they think will arise in administering 
that statute if it becomes one. 

I had sent to me a day or two since some correspondence be- 
tween 12 of the leading firms of accountants in the United 


States and the Attorney-General of the United States with 
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regard to the particular matter I refer to. I desire to print this 
correspondence in the Recorp, especially with. the hope that the 


members of the conference committee having the tariff bill in 
charge will look into it. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 


The matter referred to is as follows: 


THE INCOME TAX ON CORPORATIONS WORRIES EXPERTS—-PROFESSIONAL 
ACCOUNTANTS CLAIM IT IS IMPOSSIBLE OF PRACTICAL APPLICATION— 
LEVIDS ON RECEIPTS LESS DISBURSEMENTS—ONLY CASH TRANSACTIONS 
CONSIDERED AND NOT ACTUAL INCOME AND EXPENSE. 


The Republic is enabled to print to-day the first authoritative ex- 
planation of the meaning and effect of the measure now pending before 
Congress for a tax on the net incomes of corporations. 

Much misunderstanding ae regarding this tax, but the Republic 
subjoins correspondence which has passed during the current month 
between the Attorney-General of the United States and 13 of the 
leading firms of professional accountants, showing that the tax has a 
purpose which even the experts who rank at the head of their profes- 
sion did not even suspect two weeks ago. 

The common idea has been that the tax wiil be levied on the divi- 
dends paid by a corporation to its shareholders. The accountant ex- 

erts knew better, however. They knew it would be a tax on “net 
ncome,” but they supposed “net income” to be the surplus of “ in- 
come earned” over “expenses incurred,” including “interest accrued” 
and “‘ ascertained losses.” 

Now they know better. 

Attorney-General Wickersham has given them to understand that 
the law will take account only of the receipts and disbursements, and 
will disregard the circumstance that the cash receipts may not at all 
refiect the income actually earned, and the cash disbursements may 
vary widely from the expenses incurred. 

The Government will not bother about this difference. It is going to 
put a tax on the excess of cash taken in over the cash paid out, even 
though that may mean a tax to be paid for a year’s business on which 
a corporation actually lost money. 


IS IMPOSSIBLE IN PRACTICE. 


It will be necessary, if this tax measure becomes a law, for every 
corporation to keep its books to show a balance for the calendar year, 
and in addition to keep the books so as to follow out every cash 
receipt and cash disbursement in a way to show which have been an 
“income account” and which have not been. 

The professional accountants say there are lines of manufacturing 
in which this practically is an impossibility and every business man 
a realize its irritating inconvenience in the most favorable circum- 
stances. 

The accounting concerns which joined in the letters to Attorney- 
General Wickersham were: Deloitte, Plender, Griffiths & Co.; Price, 
Waterhouse & Co.; Haskins & Sells; Lybrand, Ross Bros. & Montgom- 
ery; Marwick, Mitchell & Co.; Niles & Niles; Gunn, Richards & Co.; 
Edward P. Moxey & Co.; Wilkinson, Reckitt, Williams & Co.; George 
H. Church; Suffern & Son; Barrow, Wade, Guthrie & Co.; and Loomis, 
Conant & Co. 

No one familiar with professional accounting will fail to recognize 
these as the leading firms in this line of business or hesitate to accept 
their conclusions as deserving the most serious consideration. 

Below will be found the original letter to Mr, Wickersham, his an- 
swer, and the response from the 13 accountant firms: 


QUESTIONS ASKED THB ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


New Yor« City, July 8, 1909. 

DeaR Sir: On reading the text of the proposed corporation tax law, 
as reported in the Commercial and Financial Chronicle of July 3, 1909, 
we have formed the opinion that some of its provisions are absolutely 
impossible of application, and others violate all the accepted principles 
of sound accounting. 

Under the third clause it is provided “ that there shall be deducted 
from the amount of the net income of each of such corporations, 
* * ®* ascertained as oe in the foregoing paragraphs of this 
section the sum of $5,000, and said tax shall be comput upon the 
remainder of said net income of such corporations * * * for the 
year ending December 31, 1909, and for each = thereafter, and on or 
before the 1st day of March, 1910, and the ist day of March of each 
year thereafter, a true and accurate return under oath or affirmation 
of its president,” etc. 

In connection with this clause we would call attention to the fact 
that. as you are no doubt aware, the fiscal year of a number of cor- 
porations is not, and for business reasons can not be, the calendar 
year, and consequently, having in mind that in such cases an inventory 
was not taken at the beginning of the calendar year 1909, it is, and 
will be, quite impossible for any business, corporation, or institution, 
whose fiscal year does not terminate with the calendar year, to make a 
true return of its profits as required by the proposed law. 

Under clause 1 the tax is to be charged upon the “entire net in- 
come,” and the net income is to be “ ascertained by deducting from the 
gross amount of the income * * * from ail sources,” 

(1) “ Expenses actually paid,” 

(2) “ Losses actually sustained,” 

(3) “Interest actually paid,” 
in each case “ within the year.” The words “actually paid” convey, 
and it is to be presumed are intended to convey, actual disbursements 
out of the treasury. 

The proper deductions should be— 

(1) Expenses actually “ incurred,” because the payment is not neces- 
sarily made in the year in which the expense is incurred. 

(2) Losses actually “ ascertained,” because losses may be incurred 
and the amount not be ascertained until a subsequent period. 

(3) Interest ocean “ accrued,” because interest is never paid until 
the end of the period during which it accrues, and the interest accrued 
is the proper charge against income. 

In clause 1 the bill refers to “ net income received;” in clause 2 it 
refers to “ gross income,” without the addition of word “ received ;” 
in clause 3, paragraph 3, it refers to “ gross income received.” There 
is here a complete confusion between income and income received, which 
can only lead to endless complication. 

Two methods may be adop for taxation ere. either— 

(1) To tax the difference between actual cash receipts on revenue 
account and actual cash payments on revenue account, which difference 
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will seldom, if ever, represent the profits of a manufa 


concern ; or 
(2) To tax 


rofits made o in the ordinary way, namely, to ascer- 
tain ~_ gross income “ earned,’’ whether received or not, and to deduct 
therefrom— 


1. Expenses actually incurred during the year, whether 

2. Losses actually ascertained and written off during 
ever incurred ; 

3. Interest accrued during the year, whether paid or not; 

. 2 reasonable allowance for depreciation of property; and 

. Taxes. 

As accountants actively engaged in the audit and examination of a 
number of varied businesses and enterprises, we unhesitatingly say 
that the law as framed is absolutely im ible of application, and 
world suggest that in the said clauses 1, 2, and 3 of paragraph 2 the 
words “actually paid” and “actually sustained” be chan to read 
“actually incurred” and “actually ascertained,” and that the third 
clause be chan to read so that the return will be based on the last 
completed fiscal year prior to December 31 in cases where the fiscal year 
ot a corporation is not the calendar year. 

Yours, very truly. 


id or not; 
e year when- 


(Signed by 12 of the accountant firms.) 


MR. WICKERSHAM’S ANSWER. 


OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., July 12, 1909. 

GENTLEMEN: I am in receipt of the letter signed by your firm and 
a number of others with respect to the pro co! jon-tax law, 
in which you advise me that you have formed the opinion that some of 
its provisions are absolutely impossible of application and others violate 
all the accepted principles of sound accounting. 

You first call my attention to the fact that “ the fiscal year of a num- 
ber of corporations is not, and for business reasons can not, be the 
calendar year, and consequently, having in mind that in such cases an 
inventory was not taken at the beginn ng of the calendar —_ 1909, it 
is, and will be, quite impossible for a usiness, corporation, or insti- 
tution, whose fiscal year does not terminate with the calendar year, to 
make a true return of its profits as uired by the proposed law.” 

I beg to call your attention, in the first place, to the fact that the 
proposed law does not impose a tax upon “ profits,” but upon “ the 
entire net income over and above $5,000 received by’ the corporation, 
joint-stock company or association, or insurance company subject to 
the law, from “all sources during such year.” It has been the uni- 
form practice of the Government in framing revenue bills to uire 
the tax to be paid as of a fixed date, and, so far as I have been able to 
ascertain, in every instance the tax is imposed for the calendar year 
ending December 31. Such was the income-tax law of 1894. It may 
be inconvenient, but it is certainly not impossible for any corporation 
which keeps = and true books of account to make up a return such 
as that required by the yrepensé law, particularly as the return re- 
quires statements of actual receipts and payments, and not, as you rec- 
ommend in your communication, of expenses “ incurred,” interest “ ac- 
erued,” and losses “ ascertained.” 

2. You next object that the proposed law authorizes the deduction 
of “expenses actually paid,” and you contend that this should be 
chan to read “expenses actually incurred.” The bill. was pur- 
posely framed to deal with receipts and disbursements made within the 
year for which the tax was to be imposed, and the words “ actually 
paid” were employed advisedly. The same may be said with respect 
to losses actually sustained and interest actually paid. The theory of 
the framers of the bill in this respect differs from that which you 
advocate. 

3. You then object that in clause 1 the bill refers to “ net income re- 
ceived ;” in clause 2 it refers to “‘ gross income,” without the addition 
of the word “received;” and in clause 3, pesogrem 3, it refers to 
“gross income received,” and you comment: “There is here a com- 

lete confusion between income and income received, which can only 
ead to endless complication.” 

I can not agree that there is any confusion whatever in this respect. 
“Gross income” in clause 2 obviously and necessarily means “ gross 
income received.” The tax is imposed by clause 1 upon the entire net 
income above $5,000 received from all sources during the year. By 
clause 2 “such net income” is to be ascertained by deducting from 
the gross amount of the income from al! sources the specified items ; 
and if anybody could question whether. that meant “ income re- 
oy h o doubt would be removed by the provisions in paragraph 3 
of clause 3. 

Your further statement, that “as accountants actively engaged in 
the audit and examination of a number of varied business and enter- 
rises, we unhesitatingly say that the law as framed is absolutely 
mpossible of application,” causes me very great surprise. My per- 
sonal acquaintance with you and a number of the other signers of 
the letter leads me to the belief that you have underestimated your 
capacity. a the statement of objections made in your letter 
is entirely insufficient to support the conclusion which you express. 


I am, 
Respectfully, yours, 


Grorce W. WICKERSHAM, 
Attorney-General. 


RESPONSE OF THE ACCOUNTANTS. 


New York, July 21, 1909. 
Hon. Georce W. WICKERSHAM, 
Attorney-General of the United States, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: We have to acknowledge receipt of your letter of July 12, 
replying to ours of aE 8. 

Our only object in addressing you was to be of assistance in a mat- 
ter of practical accounting which enters into the I ag 5 law, es to 
which we believe that our experience specially qual us to speak. We 
have purposely refrained from any reference to the policy involved in 
the law, with which we as accountants are not concerned. 

The ~<—* in your letter of the 12th instant would seem 
to indicate that you have not fully appreciated the difficulties which 
will be met with in carrying into effect the provisions of the proposed 
law as amplified and explained in your letter, and we therefore feel 
that in justice to oursel we must refer at greater length to some 
matters which were only br o_o ee in our letter of July 8. 

We are pt to have your clear exp as to the intention of the 
law to deal with a and disbursements only (presumably on income 
account) and not with income earned (or profits) and expenditures in- 
curred. Under these circumstances it would seem better to use the 
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term “ receipts on income account” and “ disbursements on income ac- 


count” rather than “income” and “ expense,” as the latter terms are 
more commonly defined and used in relation to income earned and 
expenses incurred. In any case, if in clause 2 “ gross income” means 
as you state it is intended to mean, “ gross income received,” it would 
certainly be better to — so and thus remove any possible ambiguity. 

We note that you refer to the precedent of the income-tax law of 
1894. We believe that this law was declared unconstitutional before 
there had been time to experience the difficulties and uncertainties 
which any attempt to enforce it, if drawn on the lines of the present 
bul, would have involved. In this connection we may perhaps point to 
the precedent of the English income-tax law, which has stood the test 
of over half a century. In this case the tax is on the profits, which 
in this country are frequently termed “net income,” and the accounts 
of corporations prepared in the regular course of business for their 
respective fiscal years are, and auere have been, accepted as the basis 
of taxation, subject to minor provisions as to rates of depreciation, 
interest deductions, etc. 

Our main criticism of the bill in its present form is that in the 
large majority of cases it will be impessible of application for the year 
1909, as explained in our previous letter, and very difficult and ex- 
pensive, if not altogether impossible, in subsequent years. 

Railroads, perhaps, require the simplest form of accounting obtain- 
ing among business corporations. These accounts are kept in a form 
prescribed by the Interstate Commerce Commission, and severe penal- 
ties can be inflicted for any departure from those forms. They must 
be kept on a basis not of —_ and disbursements, but of earnings, 
whether collected in cash or not, and of expenses, whether paid or not, 
which in both cases accrued during the fiscal year closing on June 
30, the outstanding income and expense items uncollected and unpaid 
running into very large figures an oe varying considerably in 
amount between one year and another. While it would be possible to 
prepare also an account of receipts and disbursements, this would in- 
volve a aos deal of extra work in the compilation of special data 
and would raise most difficult questions as to the proper distribution 
between capital and income of large payments for stores, the ultimate 
use of which is not, and can not be, known at the time of payment. 

Turning now from this, which is perhaps the most simple case, to 
that of a large manufacturing concern producing all kinds of finished 
products out of purchases of ore and other raw materials, an accurate 
or even approximate statement of cash receipts and disbursements 
on income account is a_ practical impossibility at any time. Cash 
receipts arising from sales of products can be ascertained without 
much difficulty, beyond requiring considerable extra work. But no 
system of accounting can give even approximately “the ordinary and 
necessary expenses actually paid within the year out of income in the 
maintenance and operation of its business and properties.” Such ex- 
penses presumably must include the cost of the goods sold. Into 
this cost and following it through all the intricate accounting which 
has been found to be necessary are raw materials exactly used in 
manufacture, labor expended, and innumerable items of expense, which 
are taken into costs as they accrue quite irrespective of the date of 
payment. Very large inventories are carried of materials and sup- 
plies which are purchased at one period, paid for at another, and 
used at all sorts of times, in all sorts of quantities, and for all sorts 
of purposes, mainly for manufacture into preducts for sale, but to a 
large extent for additions to or extensions of the plant. Such as are 
used for the latter purpose are not, as we understand the proposed 
law, a proper deduction from gross income, and yet, long before they 
are used all identity between the materials themselves and the dis- 
bursements made for them has been lost. There is, in our opinion, 
no method in which any such statement as that called for in the 
proposed law can be prepared short of an entirely independent and 
separate set of books, designed to follow each bill paid through to 
the ultimate destination of the materials or services covered thereby, 


thus duplicating the present cost ef the accounting department and | 
if such method were | 


serving no useful <—_ whatever. Even 
doubt 


adopted, it is very ful if it would produce the results required 
with even approximate accuracy. 

Without unduly burdening this letter, it is impossible to go into 
further details here, but the facts must, in the opinion of anyone 
familiar with the operations and accounts of a complicated modern 
manufacturing concern, fully justi the conclusions which we ex- 
pressed in our letter of July 8, and which we now emphatically in- 
dorse. Whether the proposed method is pa mpossible or 
merely, as you state, “inconvenient,” it will, we think, be generally 
conceded that it is in the general interest of the effective administra- 
tion of laws relating to taxes that they should involve as little incon- 
venience as possible upon those required to make returns thereunder. 
The basis for arriving at the amount liable to taxation suggested 
in our former letter would have the advantage of simplicity, and if 
the tax is to be a permanent institution, its eflicient operation would 
be atly facilitated by conformity with regular accounting methods. 

We have felt it our duty to protest strongly against the wording of 
the pro bill upon the grounds set forth, but our object is to help 
and not to hinder. If you think any good purpose would be served 
by our appearing before you and discussing this matter fully, with a 
view to arriving at a satisfactory solution, which we are satisfied can 
Be done, we shall be pleased to hold ourselves at your disposal for 

S purpose. 

Regretting our inability to in any way modify the conclusions al- 
Teady expressed, we are, dear sir, 

Yours, very truly. 


(Signed by 11 of the accountant firms.) 
LABOR CONDITIONS IN WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr. CULBERSON. I have a letter from the Amalgamated 
Association of Iron, Steel and Tin Workers, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
which, while it is addressed to me, carries an intimation 
which I think I ought to present to the Senate. It contains two 
important statements. One is that a subsidiary company of the 
United States Steel Corporation is making war upon organized 
labor in western Pennsylvania, and the other is that the tariff 
proposition to protect American laborers is being distorted 
into a protection of the manufacturers alone. The employees, 
or at least a large portion of them, are foreigners, chiefly Syri- 
ans, Poles, and Roumanians. There is a suggestion that a 
congressional committee ought to be appointed to investigate 
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labor conditions in these particulars in western Pennsylvania. 

I ask that the letter may be printed in the Recorp in full 
without reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request will 
be complied with. The Chair hears no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 


NATIONAL LODGE AMALGAMATED ASSOCIATION OF 
IrnON, STEEL, AND TIN WORKERS, 
Pittsburg, Pa, 
Senator CULBERSON, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Six: At this time, when the tariff bill is approaching its final 

passage, after having undergone numerous changes for the alleged 
urpose of protecting American labor against the lower paid labor of 
jurope, we desire to call your attention to the fact that the American 
Sheet and Tin Plate Company, a subsidiary of the United States Steel 
Corporation, has commenced an unecalled-for war of extermination 
against the Amalgamated Association of Iron, Steel, and Tin Workers 
by refusing to treat with this organization, one of the most conserva- 
tive labor organizations in this country, at a time when its officers are 
arguing for or having the cause of “ protecting” presented to Congress 
because of its supposed benefits to labor. We have favored the tariff 
because of the belief that it was intended to represent the difference 
between the lower wages of foreign countries and a wage rate that 
would be in keeping with a standard of living for American workmen 
that would meet the proper ideals of American citizenship. 

The sheet and tin plate workers idle because of the action of the tin 
trust are not receiving any of this boasted protection from foreign com- 
petition, while the trust is reducing wages, refusing the right to or- 
ganize, and advertising for men to take their places, with an expressed 
preference for Syrians, Poles, and Roumanians. How can the trust 
employees feel that they are protected under such conditions? 

ay we call your attention to the situation existing at the Pressed 
Steel Car Company's works in this county, in the past few days where 
the so-called “ open shop” and unorganized labor is rioting for justice, 
and against conditions that ought to make all Americans blush with 

me. 
hie the following quotation from a statement made public by 
President Hoffstott, of the Pressed Steel Car Company, will illustrate : 
“We have 214 four-room houses and 32 ager houses. The rent 
for the four-room houses is $12 per month. This money is deducted 
from the men’s pay, but, as every family has a number of roomers, the 
rent does not amount to very much.” A number of roomers in a family 
occupying four rooms. The wage rate that makes this necessary must 
be appallingly low, yet Mr. Hoffstott says “there is nothing to arbi- 

te.’ 
trerhese conditions face the workers in the protected sheet and tin in- 
dustries, if the right to organize is denied them. 

If capital has the right to organize, what reason can capital give 
why the men who create it have not the same right, and more? 

tt behooves Congress to protect labor, and to see that these combina- 
tions of wealth in tariff-protected industries do not by working regu- 
lations absorb all of the benefits of the tariff, or oppress their employees 
until a contented people shall become discontented and a spirit be in- 
yoked of hatred to this class of employers, which having bred distrust 
will distribute disaster. 

It is vain to cry “ protection” to American labor when it is idle 
and starving: it is useless for Congress to waste time considering tariff 
schedules if the beneficiaries are organizations of capitai in industrial 
enterprises which deny the right of organization to their workingmen, 
as the intelligent labor of this country knows that the law of nature 
is organization, and it is being denied this right by these beneficiaries 
of the tariff and organization ; it will demand a change and will have it. 

It will then investigate and learn that these so-called “ protected 


| industries” do not employ but a small percentage of American labor ; 


that an intelligent native can not get employment in these works for 
fear that he is an agitator; that he will demand that the law be en- 
forced, and that men shall not be employed more than the lawful num- 
ber of hours each day; that they be allowed time to eat, and not be 
required to work and eat at the same time; and that Sunday work shall 
cease. 

The working people of western Pennsylvania request that a congres- 
sional committee be appointed to investigate the working conditions 
of the laboring class in western Pennsylvania in the steel mills and car 
shops. 

Yours, respectfully, 


JOHN WILLIAMS, Secretary-Treasurer. 
P. J. McARDLE, President. 
AFFAIRS IN THE KONGO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States (S. Doc. No. 
147) which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be 
printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit for the information of the Congress a report by 
the Secretary of State with accompanying correspondence touch- 
ing the condition of affairs in the Kongo. 

Wma. H. Tart. 
THe WHITE Hovse, July 29, 1909. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o’clock 
and 48 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Friday, July 30, 1909, at 12 o'clock meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS. 


Exccutive nominations received by the Senate July 29, 1909. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Frank W. Leach, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Little Egg Harbor, in the State of New 
Jersey. (Reappointment. ) 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
CAVALRY ARM, 

Second Lieut. Robert R. Love, Ninth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant from July 2, 1909, vice First Lieut. Louis R. Ball, Thir- 
teenth Cavalry, promoted. 

INFANTRY ARM, 

Capt. Charles G. Dwyer, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to be major 
from July 26, 1909, vice Maj. Edward Chynoweth, Seventeenth 
Infantry, who died on that date. 

First Lieut. Charles W. Weeks, Thirtieth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from July 26, 1909, vice Capt. Charles G. Dwyer, 'Twenty- 
eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Campbell B. Hodges, Fourth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from July 26, 1909, vice First Lieut. Charles 
W. Weeks, Thirtieth Infantry, promoted. 


MEDICAL CORPS. 


Capt. Charles R. Reynolds, Medical Corps, to be major from 
March 13, 1909, vice Maj. Ira A. Shimer, who died on that date. 


INFANTRY ARM, 


Capt. Lucius L. Durfee, Seventh Infantry, to be major from 
July 23, 1909, vice Maj. Erneste V. Smith, unassigned, detailed 
as paymaster on that date. 

First Lieut. Frederick W. Benteen, Twenty-sixth Infantry, 
to be captain from July 23, 1909, vice Capt. Lucius L. Durfee, 
Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin F. McClellan, Twenty-eighth Infan- 
try, to be first lieutenant from July 23, 1909, vice First Lieut. 
Frederick W. Benteen, Twenty-sixth Infantry, promoted. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy. 


Commander Reynold T. Hall, an additional number in grade, 
to be a captain in the navy from the 18th day of June, 1909, 
with Commander William 8. Hogg, promoted. 

Commander Herbert O. Dunn to be a captain in the navy 
from the ist day of July, 1909, vice Capt. Frank H. Eldridge, 
retired. 

Lieut. Commander Archibald H. Scales to be a commander 


in the navy from the 1st day of July, 1909, vice Commander | 
| 


Valentine S. Nelson, promoted. 


Asst. Naval Constructor John E. Bailey to be a naval con- | 


structor in the navy from the 3d day of March, 1909, upon the 
completion of eight years’ service in present grade, 
POSTMASTERS. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Henry L. Trout to be postmaster at Lancaster, Pa., in place of 
S. Clay Miller, resigned. 
TEXAS. 
A. H. Davis to be postmaster at Whitewright, Tex., in place of 
William H. King, resigned. 


Homer Howard to be postmaster at Lockney, Tex. 
came presidential July 1, 1909. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Office be- 


T. G. Arnold to be postmaster at Thurmond, W. Va., in place | 


of Madison E. Callihan, removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Jeecutiv : ane’ i Sei > Se .. ° 
Eeecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 29, 1909. | shoes to the working people and the thousands of shopgirls 


CONSUL. 
Stuart J. Fuller to be consul at Gothenburg, Sweden. 
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF THE CENSUS. 


William F. Willoughby, of the District of Columbia, to be | 


Assistant Director of the Thirteenth Decennial Census. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 
First Lieut. Alfred A. Maybach to be captain. 
INFANTRY ARM. 


Capt. George B. Duncan to be major. 

First Lieut. Henry A. Ripley to be captain. 
First Lieut. William A. Kent to be captain. 
First Lieut, Walter C. Sweeney to be captain. 
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First Lieut. Samuel W. Noyes to be captain. 

Second Lieut. George A. Lynch to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Samuel M. Parker to be first lieutenant, 
Second Lieut. Robert M. Lyon to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Francis H. Farnum to be first lieutenant, 
Second Lieut. Benjamin E. Grey to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Elvid Hunt to be first lieutenant. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Augustus F. Fechteler to be a captain in the 
navy. 

Commander Albert G. Winterhalter to be a captain in tho 
navy. 

Lieut. Commander George F, Cooper to be a commander in 
the navy. 

Lieut. Commander Josiah S. McKean to be a commander in 
the navy. 

Lieut. Commander Andrew T. Long to be a commander in the 
navy. 

Lieut. Arthur J. Hepburn to be a lientenant-commander in the 
navy. 

Sure. Lloyd W. Curtis to be a medical inspector in the navy. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Allen E. Peck to be a surgeon in the navy. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Charles G. Smith to be a surgeon in the 
navy. 

Assistant Naval Constructor Henry M. Gleason to be a naval 
constructor in the navy. 

Assistant Naval Constructor Guy A, Bisset to be a naval con- 
structor in the navy. ; 

The following-named ensigns in the navy to be assistant naval 
constructors in the navy: 

Whitford Drake, 

Harry G. Knox, and 

Lew M. Atkins. 

First Lieut. Raymond B. Sullivan to be a captain in 
Marine Corps. 

POSTMASTER, 


H. P. Nielsen, at Lexington, Nebr. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, July 29, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of Tuesday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


| to extend remarks in the Recorp. 


| mous consent to extend remarks in the Recorp. 
| jection? 


| 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama ae unani- 
Is there ob- 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. , 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The chief claim of the Republican 


party is that it stands for the protection of the wages of Ameri- 


/can labor against any competition whatever with the pauper 


labor of Europe. Since the 15th of March, when this special 
session of Congress convened, both the Senate and the House 
have been laboring over the tariff. We have heard it con- 
stantly declared by Republican leaders that this tariff must be 
“adjusted on protection lines.” The interest of the manufac- 
turer has been exploited in glowing terms—his profits in what 
he sells must be preserved to him by a high tariff. The great 
body of consumers have not received “a passing thought.” 


| Hides, they say, must bear a high duty, because it would be 
| cruel to take a part of the “fat profits” from the tanneries 


and the beef trust, which would be the result of putting hides 


| on the free list. 


| list and greatly reducing the duties on leather. 
| of the people, made of wool and cotton, is still burdened with 


President Taft is making a brave, strong fight to give cheaper 


who toil for their daily wages by putting hides on the free 
The clothing 


enormous Guties. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in the midst of all this great strife and 
struggle between the consumers of this country and the speci:! 
class interests that the Republican party stands for, I have 
not heard one word of encouragement, hope, or succor offered 
in behalf of the American laborer in the matter of relief from 
the oppressive burdens of foreign immigration that more vitally 
affects the prosperity and contentment of the laboring people 
of our country than the misleading and deceptive duties of the 
tariff as to “the difference between the cost of production at 
home and abroad.” It is known to us all that many laborers 
in our country are out of employment. The Republicans flip- 
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pantly tell us that great “business interests” are “disturbed ” 
on account of the tariff being considered at Washington. What 
a sham and a “hoax.” These men who are eager to get work 
have been irregularly employed—most of the time out of work— 
since the Republican panic commenced in 1907. If we desire 
to uphold the interests of the American laborer, let us “ pro- 
tect” him against the evil and disastrous effects of pauper 
immigration. 

The immigration annually to our shores is to-day the great- 
est menace to the labor interests of our country. Let us “ regu- 
late” along that line, if we are honest and sincere about help- 
ing American labor. Of course the great corporations encour- 
age this immigration. It means cheap labor and larger profits 
to their great combinations. I believe that our Government 
will yet, and that very soon, have to make the experiment of 
making ‘such drastic regulations as will practically stop, tem- 
porarily at least, immigration to this country, and thereby give 
American laborers time to “catch up.” Just as long as foreign 
laborers come to our country in a manner unrestricted and 
accept a daily wage much less than our home labor, just so 
long we will have large numbers of our own people unemployed, 
together with strikes and other disturbances. Let us protect 
our American labor against the pauper “foreign crusaders” 
and talk less about “the difference between the cost of labor 
at home and abroad.” 


Mr. Speaker, the protracted discussion on this tariff bill has 
demonstrated to the country that the boasted claim of the Re- 
publican party, of loyalty and friendship for the American 
laborer, is a glaringly false pretense and an empty mockery. 
Nearly all the duties imposed for the aid of our great home in- 
dustries are prohibitive, thus enabling the American beneficiary 
to realize enormous profits, frequently amounting to more than 
100 per cent in excess of the wages paid labor for production. 
This is charged up as a “reasonable profit” for the manufac- 
turer, It is contended with much force and plausibility, in view 
of such unequal disproportionate division of profits between the 
manufacturer and the laborer, that our labor is the cheapest in 
the world. I mean by that that the product of the American 
laborer brings more money to the pockets of his employer, sells 
for more money in the markets of the world, than the products 
of the labor of any other country. The American laborer, for 
thrift, energy, and skill, has no equal in any foreign land. 
Greater profits are realized from the toil of our laboring people 
in our protected manufacturing and other industrial interests 
than ever recorded in any period of the world’s history. The 
trouble is, under the theory of protection as represented in the 
Payne-Aldrich bill, that we are now laboring on, and every other 
tariff law made by the Republican party since the close of the 
civil war, there is an unjust and unrighteous division of the re- 
sults or profits of labor between the laborer and the employer. 
If these things be true, then Congress at least should see to it 
that the laboring people of our country ought to be safeguarded 
against the hordes of criminal pauper immigrants that come 
to our shores annually. 

I believe that one of the most desirable reforms is to increase 
the head tax on the immigrant. Under the law existing it is 
only $4. It is well established that this head tax is not paid by 
the immigrant, but is paid by the steamship company that 
brings him over. The immigrant is not even informed about 
this head tax. Yet we are advised that the expenditures of the 
immigrant fund annually exceed the receipts from the payment 
of head taxes by several millions. 

By such a paltry head tax of $4 we are not only doing in- 
justice to the laborer of our country, but we are filling the 
pockets of foreign steamship companies that never contribute 
a dollar to the expenses of our Government. It is these foreign 
steamship companies that are the most active procurers and 
agents in drumming up the worthless idle pauper class of for- 
eigners to transport them to our country. It is well known 
that many cities cheerfully pay the passage of an idle depend- 
ent pauper in order to get rid of him. I have had occasion be- 
fore to express my opinion on this subject. In the Fifty-ninth 
Congress I introduced the following bill: 


A bill (H. R. 8423) to amend the immigration laws of the United States. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the head money collected from alien passen- 
gers under the act of March 3, 1903, to regulate the immigration of 
aliens, shall be $20 instead of $2, on peeves in said act. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect ninety days after its passage. 


Observation on all the line of prepared statistics as to the 
insanity, criminals, and paupers among these immigrants as 
compared to our native people convinces me now that the 
amount prescribed as head tax in my bill was right, and if 
such had been the law great benefit would have come to our 
country. Why, Mr. Speaker, when we realize the fact that 
quite 42 per cent of the inmates of our insane asylums are of 
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foreign birth, not to say anything as to how many are inmates 
of our penal and charitable institutions, then we realize the 


true situation. I do not wish to be understood as saying or 
believing that all immigrants are undesirable citizens, but I do 
declare from the appalling statistics of insanity, crime, and 
pauperism among the immigrants that reach our country some 
method ought to be devised to prevent such a class from coming 
here. Our deportation laws ought to be amended by striking 


out the words “from causes existing prior to landing.” That is 


a broad, open device to keep any of the unworthy class from 
being sent back to the country they came from. Take one of 
that class who has violated our penal laws or is an inmate of 
one of our charitable institutions; how can you legally estab- 
lish the fact that he became a public charge or an inmate of a 
penal institution “from causes existing prior to landing?” I 
admit that valuable amendments have been made in the last few 
years to our immigration laws, and experience demonstrates 
that other amendments are needed. Let us have a genuine de- 
portation provision, practicable and easily enforced. Our pres- 
ent aim should be to prevent the undesirable class of immi- 
grants from ever landing. This is the specific remedy. Let us 
refuse to give any ship engaged in the transportation of immi- 
grants clearance papers at any of our ports, if guilty of a fail- 
ure to comply with all the stipulations, conditions, and require- 
ments prescribed by our Government before passage is allowed 
to an immigrant from a foreign port. Many of the great indus- 
trial and labor organizations from all sections of our country 
are deeply interested in this question. It is a subject that de- 
mands their most earnest consideration. I present as a part of 
my remarks a carefully prepared, well-expressed memorial from 
Winona Council, No. 3, of Decatur, Ala.: 


HALL OF WINONA COUNCIL, No. 3, 
Decatur, Ala., June 25, 1909. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialist, Winona Council, No. 3, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Decatur, Ala., would respectfully submit to your 
honorable body that our immigration laws are inadequate for the pro- 
tection of our country from the undesirable immigration from southern 
Europe and kindred nations, and should be so amended as to throw a 
greater restriction around our ports of entry so as to prohibit the 
landing upon our shores of all undesirable persons who come here to 
labor in competition with our American workmen. 

Our present immigration laws are unsatisfuctory. We should abso- 
lutely prohibit the coming here not only persons who are known to be 
believers in anarchistic principles or members of anarchist societies, 
but also persons who are of a low tendency or unsavory reputation. 
This means that we should require a more thorough system of inspec- 
tion abroad and a more rigid system of examination at our immigra- 
tion ports, the former being especially necessary. 

The object of a proper immigration law should be to secure by a 
careful and not merely perfunctory educational test some intelligent 
capacity to appreciate American institutions and act sanely as Amer- 
ican citizens. 

Not only must the American workmen’s products be protected by 
the tariff, but the American labor needs protection from the com- 
petition of foreign laborers who come here under contract or those 
who come freely yet represent a standard of living so depressed that 
they can undersell our men in the labor market and drag them to a 
lower level. 

No person should be allowed to land upon our shores who could 
not furnish the proper proof of personal capacity to earn an Amer- 
a living and enough to insure a decent start under American con- 
ditions. 

Many come here with no other desire than to accumulate all the 
wealth they can for the purpose of returning with it to their native 
country, and to accomplish this they live in holes and hovels and 
subsist on what an American could not long endure. 

The American workman has a family to support and children to 
educate in accordance with American standards and customs. The 
foreigner has not. We believe that it is wrong to compel the Amer- 
ican workmen, whose wages contribute so much to the good of our 
country, both materially and morally, to compete with foreigners, 
who absorb all and give nothing in return. 

The strength of this country lies in the intelligence of its citizen- 
ship. The American people have for many years undertaken at an 
annual expense of millions of dollars to see that every child in Amer- 
ica receives some preparation in our public schools for the duty of a 
citizen, and we insist that every person of foreign birth more than 
10 years of age who desires to share the advantages of our country 
ought to be required before they come here to make so much prepara- 
tion for American citizenship as is involved in learning to read and 
write their own languages. 

We are unconditionally in favor of protecting all American products 
from competition with foreign products and keeping the American 
market for American products, and we are equally as pronounced in 
our demands for the employment of American labor in preference to 
foreign, and to this end we demand an immigration law that will pro- 
tect American workmen from the competition of foreign workmen. 

Finally, the truth is, under our present immigration law, we admit 
a class of people to our shores who hate our form of government, de 


spise our society, abhor our religion, disdain our family relations, 
and abominate our civilization, and would gladly overthrow and de- 
stroy all the blessings enjoyed by the American people. We therefore 
demand a rigid law to keep such a class from our country. 
Respectfully submitted. 
J. E. Moopy, 
Recording Sccretary. 

F. J. Dons, Councilor. 

T. W. SPAIN, 

S. W. FORSTER, 

H. L. Krresy, 


Committee. 
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ADJOURN MENT, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock 
and 8 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 11931) authorizing the 
Attorney-General to investigate and report upon the transfer 
of that part of the District of Columbia lying in Virginia—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 11932) granting 
certain rights of way over the public domain—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 11933) for the retirement of 
aged or disabled employees in the civil service of the United 
States—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 11934) to provide for 
reserving from the public lands in the State of Oregon, as a 
public park for the benefit of the pecple of the United States 
and for the protection and preservation of the game, fish, tim- 
ber, and all other naturai objects therein, a tract of land herein 
described, etc.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 11985) providing for the 
purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building 
at Media, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Resolution (H. Res. 99) re- 
questing additional and further information from the Secretary 
of the Navy as to proposed gift of silver service with portrait 
decoration of Jefferson Davis for use on the battle ship Mis- 
sissippi—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ~ 

By Mr. MANN: Memorial of the legislature of Illinois, 
relating to the improvement of the Mississippi River below | 
St. Louis—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mz. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H. R. 11986) to 
remove the record of dishonorable discharge from the record of 
Jacob Conrad—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 11937) for the relief of 
John W. Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 11988) granting a pension to 
Lucy Artis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

iy Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 11939) granting an increase of 
pension to Hugh Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid | 
sions, 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 11940) granting a pension 
to Ann Rager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11941) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip H. Adams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 11942) granting a pension 
to Mary Walls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 11948) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Smith—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11944) granting 
an increase of pension to John Crew—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 11945) granting a pension to 
Anna Mahurin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILMORE: A bill (H. R. 11946) for the relief of the 
estate of Philip Felix Herwig, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 11947) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel C. Gold—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11948) granting 
an increase of pension to William S. Merrill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11949) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Corbin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 11950) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Schachleiter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11951) granting a pension to Nancy J, 
Lloyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 11952) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles BD. Woodward—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: A bill (H. R. 11953) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alexander Miller—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 11954) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert Maryhugh—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11955) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of State Farmers’ Union of 
Georgia, against indiscriminate foreign immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: Petition of Farmers’ Educa- 
tional and Cooperative Union of Georgia, for further restriction 
of foreign immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Petition of citizens of Williamson 
County, Tex., against reduction of duty on jute and jute cloth— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Union of Williamson County, Tex., 
against reduction of duty on jute or jute cloth—to the Commit- 


| tee on Ways and. Means. 


Also, petitions of citizens of Bartlett, Granger, Manor, Bas- 
trop, Luling, and Georgetown, all in the State of Texas, against 
parcels-post and postal savings bank legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Taylor, Tex., favoring erection of 
a federal building in Taylor, Tex.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of New York State Bankers’ As- 
sociation, against corporation-tax amendment to H. R. 1438— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of A. M. 
York—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of Sheldon, N. Dak., 
against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. HARDWICK: Petition of Farmers’ Educational and 
Cooperative Union of Georgia, for restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Jackson, 
Ohio, against corporation-tax amendment to H. R. 1488—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of business firms of Portsmouth, Ohio, against 
corporation-tax amendment to H. R. 1438—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of Farmers’ Educational and 
Cooperative Union of Georgia, for restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MACON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Laura 
E. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petitions of business men 
of Cottonwood, Fort Pierre, and Phillip, all in the State of 
South Dakota, against parcels-post law—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of Chicago Butter and Egg Board, 
for reduction of tariff on butter and eggs—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, favoring Beveridge amendment to pending tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of citizens of Dorchester, 
Mass., against tariff on tea and coffee—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of Topeka Clearing House Asso- 
ciation, against corporation-tax amendment to H. R. 1438—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of John Donaldson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petitions of Hiram P. Hemmingford, of 
Rochester; the Northern News Company, of Troy; and the 
Albany News Company, of Albany, all in the State of New York, 
favoring the Beveridge coupon amendment to tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
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SENATE. 


Frmay, July 30, 1909. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


RELIEF OF DESTITUTE INDIANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting, for incorporation 
in the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, an estimate of an 
appropriation of $50,000 for the relief of suffering, destitution, 
and want among Indians by reason of floods, epidemics of dis- 
ease, or other emergencies (8S. Doc. No. 148), which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I report, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 11570) making appropriations 
to supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal 
year 1909, and for other purposes, and I submit a report (No. 
19) thereon. 

I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill to-morrow morning 
after the routine morning business; and I move that when the 
Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the cal- 
endar. The Senator from Maine moves that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it be to meet at 12 o’cleck to-morrow. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is a motion necessary for that purpose? As 
I understand, the order adjourning for three days at a time was 
vacated yesterday, and the vacation of that order simply re- 
stores the usual routine that when the Senate adjourns from 
day to day it adjourns until 12 o'clock the next day. I simply 
want that understood. It is a matter of no consequence. 

Mr. HALE. No; it is not a matter of consequence. I made 
the motion out of extra caution. I did not know that the 
order had been vacated. 

Mr. BAILEY. It was vacated yesterday, as I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No; the Senator from Texas is in 
error. The order was not vacated. 

Mr. BAILEY. Was it just for the day? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was all. It was simply to 
permit the Senator from Maine to make the motion yesterday. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yesterday’s action was undoubtedly a vaca- 
tion of the order, but whether a temporary or a permanent 
vacation, I am not prepared to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Temporary. 

Mr. BAILEY. At any rate, the motion of the Senator from 
Maine answers the purpose. 

Mr. FRYE. According to newspaper report, the conference 
report is ready. The order is not that it shall be ready for this 
House. Whenever the report is ready the order is vacated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. So far as the adjournment for 
three days is concerned, yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the Senator from Maine nearer 
to me it is a little remarkable that the part of the order which 
refers to the adjournment for three days at a time says “ until 
the conference report is ready,” and that part which relates to 
the transaction of business says “ when the conference report is 
made.” 

Mr. HALE, That, of course, is the intent—when the report is 
made. 

Mr. BAILEY. I take it it was meant that the same rule 
should apply to both circumstances. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet at noon 
to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
what is his judgment as to the meaning of the order—if it is 
that the report must be made before the order is abrogated? 

Mr. HALE. I think so. 

= FRYE. The moment it is made to the House, then it is 
made 

Mr. HALE. No; the moment it is made to the Senate the 
order falls. I presume that was the intention. 


Mr. FRYE. I wish to say that I have in charge two bills 


that it is very important shall be passed. 

Mr. HALE. Still I think the Senator, who is an old parlia- 
mentarian, will agree with me that the intent of the order was 
that it is to apply when the report is made to the Senate. It 
will be made, I suppose, on Monday. 


BILLS INTROPUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DEPEW: 

A bill (8. 3091) granting an increase of pension to Philip R. 
Snedecor (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 

A bill (8S. 3092) to grant authority to the Crosby Transporta- 
tion Company, of Milwaukee, Wis., to change the name of the 
steamer Naomi to HE. G. Crosby; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 


TAXES ON INCOMES, 


Mr. GAMBLE.’ Mr. President, in order that the proper record 
may be made, I desire to state that, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, I, on the 21st day of July, 1909, de- 
posited with the Secretary of State the enrolled joint resolu- 
tion (S. J. R. 40) proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o'clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrew, 
Saturday, July 31, 1909, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 30, 1909. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


B. Frank Harris, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Sag Harbor, in the State of New York, in place 
of Peter Dippel, resigned. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


William H. Pound, of Julesburg, Colo., to be register of the 
land office at Sterling, Colo., vice Edward E. Armour, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 30, 1909. 
CoLLecror or CUSTOMS. 


Frank W. Leach to be collector of customs for the district of 
Little Egg Harbor, New Jersey. 


POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Charles Q. Rideout, at San Leandro, Cal. 
MINNESOTA. 
John Burski, at Sauk Rapids, Minn, 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Henry L. Trout, at Lancaster, Pa. 
TEXAS. 


A. H. Davis, at Whitewright, Tex. 

J. R. Davis, at Hutto, Tex. 

Homer Howard, at Lockney, Tex. 
Manly B. McNitt, at La Porte, Tex. 
Thomas M. Welch, at Longview, Tex. 


VERMONT. 
Frank W. Banister, at Readsboro, Vt. 





INJUNCTION OF SBCRECY REMOVED. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed from an arbitration 
convention between the United States and Paraguay, signed 
at Asuncion on March 13, 1909, July 30, 1909. 


one AN pay at nat * ay nee. SP NE 
7 Foe 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripay, July 30, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


COMMITTEE ON DISPOSITION OF USELESS EXECUTIVE PAPERS. 


Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I present the following priv- 
ileged resolution (H. Rept. No. 19) from the Committee on 
Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 100. 


Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House compensation at the rate, respectively, of $6 per day and $60 
per month for the services of a clerk and messenger to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Disposition of Useless Executive Papers from the time 
such clerk and messenger entered upon the discharge of their duties, 
which shall be ascertained and evidenced by the certificate of the chair- 
man of said committee and until the end of the present session. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is the resolution? I did not 
hear it. 

Mr. CURRIER. The resolution provides, for this session, for 
a clerk and a janitor to the House Committee on Disposition of 
Useless Executive Papers, a committee which was appointed on 
the 18th day of March, which has been actively at work, which 
has made to this House five reports already involving a good 
deal of work. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

Mr. CURRIER. 

The SPEAKER, 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 


Is it a unanimous report? 
It is a unanimous report. ; 
Without objection, the resolution will b 


CONFERENCE REPORT ON TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I present the report (H. Rept. 
No. 20; H. Doc. No. 91) of the committee of conference on the 
bill (H. R. 1488) and a statement (H. Doc. No. 93) signed by 
the managers on the part of the House. [Loud applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York presents 
the conference report on the bill, the title of which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encour- 
age the industries of the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MANN, 
the report. 

The SPEAKER. It will be printed in the Recorp under the 
rule. The gentleman from Illinois reserves all points of order. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order on 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
1438) to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the 
industries of the United States, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 10, 
11, 18, 19, 32, 37, 44, 50, 58, 69, 73, 91, 93, 94, 115, 127, 128, 129, 
195, 208, 247, 259, 262, 278, 293, 294, 304, 319, 323, 324, 327, 330, 
333, 336, 337, 340, 352, 357, 359, 360, 361, 369, 376, 382, 387, 398, 
399, 402, 407, 431, 441, 504, 508, 512, 514, 517, 519, 527, 529, 530, 
538, 544, 546, 550, 551, 562, 565, 576, 601, 602, 609, 627, 631, 640, 
645, 652, 660, 669, 675, 681, 683, 684, 688, 690, 691, 696, 697, 702, 
704, 708, 716, 717, 718, 719, 720, 723, 730, 744, 752, 753, 763, 764. 
768, 771, 773, 779, 781, 786, 830, 831, 832, 834, 836, 837, 838, 839, 
840, 841, 842, 843, 844, 845, and 846. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 12, 13, 14, 16, 
17, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 39, 41, 
42, 43, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 55, 55, 57, 59, 61, 64, 68, 71, 72, 78, 
79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, SS, 89, 92, 95, 9T, 98, 99, 100, 101, 
102, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 113, 114, 117, 118, 120, 
121, 122, 123, 124, 125 126, 130, 131, 133, 134, 135, 186, 137, 138, 

140, 141, 142, 148, 144, 148, 149, 150, 151, 153, 154, 155, 156, 
158, 159, 160, 161, 175, 177, 178, 179, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 
190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 196, 197, 199, 200, 201, 202, 203, 204, 
206, 207, 209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 220, 
222 3, 224, 225, 226, 227, 228, 230, 231, 232, 233, 234, 235, 

, 240, 243, 245, 248, 249, 250, 251, 252, 253, 
268, 269, 270, 272, 273, 


242, 244, 
255, 256, 257, 258, 260, 263, 265, 266, 


-295, 296, 297, 298, 299, 301, 303, 310, 311, 314, 316, 322, 328, 


275, 276, 277, 279, 280, 281, 282, 284, 285, 287, 288, 289, 290, 291, 


331, 
351, 

73, 
392, 
411, 
429, 
445, 
460, 
477, 
516, 
545, 
571, 
593, 
2, 613, 
635, 
655, 
674, 
698, 
715, 
738, 


mee 


332,334, 335, 338, 341, 342, 344, 345, 346, 347, 348, 349, 350, 
3538, 354, 355, 356, 358, 363, 364, 365, 366, 367, 368, 370, 372, 
374, 377, 378, 379, 380, 381, 385, 354, 385, 386, 388, 389, 391, 
393, 395, 396, 397, 400, 401, 408, 404, 405, 406, 408, 409, 410, 
412, 414, 415, 416, 417, 418, 419, 420, 421 423, 424, 42s, 
430, 482, 433, 434, 435, 436, 437, 438, 2, 443, 444, 
446, 447, 448, 449, 450, 451, 452, 453, 57, 458, 459, 
462, 463, 464, 465, 466, 467, 468, 469, 73, 475, 476, 
494, 496, 497, 498, 499, 500, 501, 505, 10, 513, 515, 
518, 521, 523, 524, 525, 531, 532, 535, , 542, 543, 
547, 548, 549, 552, 554, 555, 556, 557 
572, 578, 
594, 596, 

615, 


614, 
636, 638, 
656, 657, 
676, 
699, 
722, 


739, 7 
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575, 579, 580, 581, 582, 583, 
597, 598, 599, 600, 603, 604 dD 
618, 619, 620, 621, 622, 624, 62 
639, 641, 642, 643, 644, 647, 
659, 661, 662, 663, 664, 665, 666, 667, 668, 670, 672, 
679, 680, 682, 685, 686, 687, 689, 692, 693, 694, 695, 
701, 703, 705, 706, 707, 709, 710, 711, 712, 718, 714, 
725, 726, 727, 728, 729, 731, 732, 733, 734, 735, 736, 
741, 742, 743, 745, 746, 747, 749, 751, 754, 755, 756, 757, 
765, 767, 769, T72, 774, 775, 776, T77, T78, 782, 785, T87, 788, 
789, 794, 795, 820, 821, 822, 823, and 824; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 6 of the 
matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word “ less”’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “not more;” and in line 
10 strike out the word “less”? and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “not more;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ ex- 
cept moving-picture films;” and on page 5 of the bill, in line 
11, after the word “ esters,” insert the following: “, by what- 
ever name known;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“not exceeding in density twenty-eight degrees Baumé, one- 
half of one cent per pound; exceeding in density twenty-eight 
degrees Baumé, three-fourths;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ emul- 
sions, and all manufactures of gelatin, or of which gelatin is the 
component material of chief value;” and on page7 of the bill, in 
line 18, strike out the word “ other;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ of 
opium,-and salts and esters thereof, one dollar and fifty cents 
per ounce; cocaine, ecgonine, and all salts and derivatives of the 
same;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ coca 
leaves, five cents per pound; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the words “and one-half” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“and three-eighths;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its dis 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the words “ three and three-eighths” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ three and one-fourth ;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
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the word “seven-eighths” and insert in Meu thereof the word 
“ five-eighths;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“51. Varnishes, including so-called gold size or japan, twenty- 
five per cent ad valorem; enamel paints made with varnish, 
thirty-five per cent ad valorem; spirit varnish containing five 
per cent or more of methyl alcohol, thirty-five cents per gal- 
lon and thirty-five per cent ad valorem; spirit varnish con- 
taining less than five per cent of methyl alcohol, one dollar 
and thirty-two cents per gallon and thirty-five per cent ad 
yalorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “ five” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ four and 
seven-eighths;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 67, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “three-fourths” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ one-half;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 70: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 70, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the matter inserted by said amendment; and the Senate agree 
to the same. : 

Amendment numbered 74: What the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the matter 
inserted by said amendment strike out the words “and one- 
eighth;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the matter 
inserted by said amendment strike out the words “and one 
eighth; ” and the Senate agree to the same. ‘ 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “three-eighths”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ one-fourth; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 77, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “ five-eighths” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ one-half;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“: Provided, That chemicals, drugs, medicinal and similar 
substances, whether dutiable or free, imported in capsules, pills, 
tablets, lozenges, troches, or similar forms, and intended for 
medicinal purposes, shall be dutiable at not less than the rate 
imposed by this section on medicinal preparations;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 96: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 96, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “ pound,” 
insert the words “ fancy or;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1038: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “ twenty-five ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 112: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 112, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
2 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 

“ thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ forty-five; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 116: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 116, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 119: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 119, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 





“valued at fifteen dollars or less per ton, thirty per cent ad 
valorem ; valued at more than fifteen dollars per ton, one-fourth 
of one cent per pound; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 132, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 4 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the words 
“ad valorem,” insert the words “ yellow earthenware, plain or 
embossed, coated with white or transparent vitreous glaze, but 
not otherwise ornamented or decorated, and;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 145: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 145, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “ car- 
bon,” insert “not specially provided for in this section;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 146: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 146, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“twenty per cent ad valorem; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 147: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 147, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the 
beginning of the matter inserted by said amendment, before the 
word “made,” insert the following: “wholly or partly fin- 
ished; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 152: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 152, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“99. Unpolished, cylinder, crown, and common window glass, 
not exceeding one hundred and fifty square inches, valued at 
not more than one and one-half cents per pound, one and one- 
fourth cents per pound; vaiued at more than one and one-half 
cents per pound, one and three-eighths cents per pound; above 
that, and not exceeding three hundred and eighty-four square 
inches, valued at not more than one and three-fourths cents 
per pound, one and three-fourth cents per pound; valued at 
more than one and three-fourth cents per pound, one and seven- 
eighths cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding seven 
hundred and twenty square inches, valued at not more than 
two and one-eighth cents per pound, two and one-fourth cents 
per pound; valued at more than two and one-eighth cents per 
pound, two and three-eighths cents per pound; above that, and 
not exceeding eight hundred and sixty-four square inches, two 
and three-fourths cents per pound; above that, and not exceed- 
ing one thousand two hundred square inches, three and one- 
fourth cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding two 
thousand four hundred square inches, three and three-fourths 
cents per pound; above that, four and one-fourth cents per 
pound: Provided, That unpolished cylinder, crown, and common 
window glass, imported in boxes, shall contain fifty square feet, 
as nearly as sizes will permit, and the duty shall be computed 
thereon according to the actual weight of glass.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 
170, 171, 172, 173, and 174: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 162, 163, 
164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, and 174, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the 
amended paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“111. Marble and onyx, in block, rough or squared only, sixty- 
five cents per cubic foot; marble and onyx, sawed or dressed, 
over two inches in thickness, one dollar per cubic foot; slabs 
or paving tiles of marble or onyx, containing not less than four 
superficial inches, if not more than one inch in thickness, eight 
cents per superficial foot; if more than one inch and not more 
than one and one-half inches in thickness, ten cents per super- 
ficial foot; if more than one and one-half inches and not more 
than two inches in thickness, twelve and one-half cents per 
superficial foot; if rubbed in whole or in part, two cents per 
superficial foot in addition; mosaic cubes of marble or onyx, 
not exceeding two cubic inches in size, if loose, one-fourth of 
one cent per pound and twenty per cent ad valorem; if at- 
tached to paper or other material, five cents per superficial foot 
and thirty-five per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 176: That the House recede from 


its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 176, and 

agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 

matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“114, Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and all other 


monumental or building stone, except marble, breccia, aad onyx, 
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not specially provided for in this section, hewn, dressed, or 
polished, or otherwise manufactured, fifty per cent ad valorem; 
unmanufactured, or not dressed, hewn, or polished, ten cents 
per cubic foot.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 180: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 180, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“117. Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, and the 
dross or residuum from burnt pyrites, fifteen cents per ton: 
Provided, That in levying and collecting the duty on iron ore 
no deduction shall be made from the weight of the ore on ac- 
count of moisture which may be chemically or physically com- 
bined therewith.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 181: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 181, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the amended paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“118. Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleisen, and ferro- 
manganese, two dollars and fifty cents per ton; wrought and 
cast scrap iron, and scrap steel, one dollar per ton; but nothing 
shall be deemed scrap iron or scrap steel except waste or refuse 
iron or steel fit only to be remanufactured by melting, and 
excluding pig iron in all forms.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 187: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 187, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“but; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 189: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 189, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 29 
of the bill, in line 13, after the word “ grooves,” insert a comma ; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 198: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 198, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ the 
corresponding gauges of;” and om page 32 of the bill, in line 16, 
strike out the words “sheets of” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “sheet; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 219: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 219, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the 
end of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word 
“ silver,” insert a comma; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 229: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 229, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
‘“‘ forty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “forty;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 236: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 236, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
16 of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word 
“finish,” insert the words “of corresponding gauge or value; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 241: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 241, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“141. Automobiles, bicycles, and motorcycles, and finished 
parts of any of the foregoing, not including tires, forty-five per 
cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 246: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 246, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“145. Card clothing not actually and permanently fitted to 
and attached to carding machines or to parts thereof at the time 
of importation, when manufactured with round iron or untem- 
pered round steel wire, twenty cents per square foot; when 
manufactured with tempered round steel wire, forty-five cents 
per square foot; when manufactured with plated wire or other 
than round iron or steel wire, or with felt face, wool face, or rub- 
ber face cloth containing wool, fifty-five cents per square foot.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 261: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 261, 
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and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In liey 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following - 

“That any of the foregoing knives or erasers, if imported jn 
the condition of assembled, but not fully finished, shall be duti- 
able at not less than the rate of duty herein imposed ‘upon fully 
finished knives and erasers of the same material and quality, 
but not less in any case than ten cents each and forty per 
cent ad valorem: Provided further, That blades, handles, or 
other parts of any of the foregoing knives or erasers shall! be 
dutiable at not less than the rate herein imposed upon knives 
and erasers valued at more than fifty cents per dozen and not 
exceeding one dollar and twenty-five cents per dozen; razors, 
finished, valued at less than one dollar per dozen, thirty-five 
per cent ad valorem; valued at one dollar and less than one 
dollar and fifty cents per dozen, six cents each and thirty-five 
per cent ad valorem; valued at one dollar and fifty cents 
and less than two dollars per dozen, ten cents each and thirty- 
five per cent ad valorem; valued at two dollars and. less 
than three dollars per dozen, twelve cents each and thirty- 
five per cent ad valorem; valued at three dollars or more per 
dozen, fifteen cents each and thirty-five per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, That blades (except for safety razors), handles, and 
unfinished razors shall pay no less duty than that imposed on 
finished razors valued at two dollars per dozen: Provided 
further, That on and after October first, nineteen hundred and 
nine, all the articles specified in this paragraph shall when im- 
ported have the name of the maker or purchaser and beneath 
the same the name of the country of origin die-sunk conspicu- 
ously and indelibly on the shank or tang of at least one or, if 
practicable, each and every blade thereof.” 

And the Senate agree to the sanie. 

Amendment numbered 264: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 264, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“155. Files, file blanks, rasps, and floats, of all cuts and 
kinds, two and one-half inches in length and under, twenty-five 
cents per dozen; over two and one-half inches in length and not 
over four and one-half inches, forty-seven and one-half cents 
per dozen; over four and one-half inches in length and under 
seven inches, sixty-two and one-half cents per dozen; seven 
inches in length and over, seventy-seven and one-half cents per 
dozen.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 267: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 267, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
4 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ forty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ forty;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 271: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 271, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “one-half” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ four-tenths; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 274: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 274, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 4 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ fifteen; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 283: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2°, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: On page 45 
of the bill, in line 25, strike out the words “and one-:” and 
on page 47, in line 1, strike out the word “ half; ” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 286: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2S#, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ten;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 292: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 292, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
2 of the matter inserted by said amendment, after.the word 
“antimony,” where it last occurs, insert the words “but not 
containing more than ten per cent of lead;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 300: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 300, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “ five” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ four 
and one-half;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 302: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 302, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
6 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ one-half” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ three-eighths; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 305: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 305, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“+ thorium, oxide of and salts of, gas mantles treated with 
chemicals or metallic oxides, and gas-mantle scrap consisting 
in chief value of metallic oxides, forty per cent ad valorem;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 306: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 306, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lines 3 
and 4 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the 
words “ferrosilicon containing more than fifteen per cent of 
silicon; ” in lines 8 and 9 strike out the words “, valued at not 
exceeding ninety dollars per ton or;” in line 10 strike out the 
word “six” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ five; ” and at 
the end of line 10, after the word “ton,” insert the following: 
“ ; ferrosilicon containing more than fifteen per cent of silicon, 
twenty per cent ad valorem; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 307 and 308: That the House recede 
from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 307 and 308, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: Strike out the amended paragraph and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

“185. Nickel, nickel oxide; alloy of any kind in which nickel 
is a component material of chief value, in pigs, ingots, bars, 
rods, or plates, six cents per pound; sheets or strips, thirty-five 
per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 309: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 309, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 2 | 
of the matter inserted by said amendments strike out the word 
“ twenty-five’ where it first occurs and insert in lieu thereof | 
the word “ five;” and in line 6 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment strike out the word “ forty-five” and insert in lieu | 
thereof the word “forty;” and the Senate agree to the | 
same, 

Amendment numbered 312: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 312, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 | 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ten;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 313: That the House recede from its | 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 313, | 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 3 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ sixty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ seventy; ” 
in line 17 strike out the word “ part.” and insert in lieu thereof | 
the words “ chief value;” and in lines 21, 22, and 23 strike out | 
the following words: “costing not more than ten cents each, 
one and one-half cents per dial and forty per cent ad valo- 
rem, costing more than ten cents each;” and the Senate.agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 315: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 315, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the | 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“194. Zine in blocks or pigs and zine dust, one and three- 
eighths cents per pound; in sheets, one and five-eighths cents per 
pound; in sheets coated or plated with nickel or other metal, or 
solutions, one and three-fourths cents per pound; old and worn- 
out, fit only to be remanufactured, one cent per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 317: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 317, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment after the word “ caps” 
and before the comma insert the words “of metal;” and the | 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 318: That the House recede from its | 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 318, and | 





agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
‘jute manufacturing machinery ;” and the Senate agree to the | 


same, 


Amendment numbered 320: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 320, 
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and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“* Provided, however, That all embroidery machines and Lever 
or Gothrough lace-making machines, machines used only for the 
weaving of linen cloth from flax and flax fiber, and tar and oil 
spreading machines used in the construction and maintenance of 
roads and in improving them by the use of road preservatives, 
shall, if imported prior to January first, nineteen hundred and 
eleven, be admitted free of duty.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 321: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 321, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“198. Nippers and pliers of all kinds (except blacksmiths’ 
tongs, surgical and dental instruments or parts thereof), wholly 
or partly manufactured, eight cents per pound: and forty per 
cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 325: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 325, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line4 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ fifty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ twenty-five; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 326: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 226, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“202. Briar root or briar wood, ivy or laurel root, and simi- 
lar wood, unmanufactured or not further advanced than cut 
into blocks suitable for the articles into which they are intended 
to be converted, fifteen per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 329: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 329, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the 
matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word “ fifty” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “twenty-five;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 339: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 339, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: “not specially provided for in this section;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 343: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3543, 


on 


| and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 


out the word “ seventy-five ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
*“ sixty-five: ’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 362: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 362, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


| of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 


“ ; biscuits, wafers, cakes, and other baked articles, by whatever 
name known, composed in whole or in part of eggs, or any kind 
of flour or meal, or other material, when sweetened with sugar, 
honey, molasses, or other material, or combined with chocolate, 
nuts, fruit, or confectionery ef any kind, or both so sweetened 
and combined, and without regard to the component material! of 
chief value, valued at fifteen cents per pound or less, three cents 
per pound and fifteen per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 
fifteen cents per pound, fifty per cent ad valorem;*’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 371: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 371, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
* and insert in lieu thereof the word 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 375: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 375, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 5 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the fol- 
in line 9 strike out 
the comma after the word “evergreen;” and after the word 
“vines,” in the same line, insert a comma; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 390: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 590, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the 
matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word “one” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “three-fourths of one;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 394: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 394, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the word 
“evaporated; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 413: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 413, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“219. Chicory root, raw, dried, or undried, but unground, one 
and one-half cents per pound; chicory root, burnt or roasted, 
ground or granulated, or in rolls, or otherwise prepared, and not 
specially provided for in this section, three cents per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 425: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 425, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “ten” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ eleven; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 426: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 426, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “six” and insert in lieu thereof the word “seven; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 427: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 427, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word 
“starch,” where it first occurs, strike out the comma; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 454: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 454, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the matter inserted by said amendment and restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: 
On page 79 of the bill, in line 21, strike out the words “the 
same” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ one-third of the;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 461: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 461, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“cable-laid yarns or threads, made by grouping or twisting 
two or more grouped or twisted yarns or threads together, not 
colored, bleached, or dyed, four-tenths of one cent per number 
per pound; colored, bleached, or dyed, nine-twentieths of one 
cent per number per pound: Provided further, That said threads 
and yarns, colored, bleached, dyed, combed, advanced beyond 
the condition of singles, and cable-laid yarns or threads, as 
hereinbefore provided, except those (other than cable-laid 
threads and yarns) finer than number one hundred and forty, 
shall not pay a less rate of duty than twenty per cent ad 
valorem: And provided further, That all the foregoing threads 
and yarns as hereinbefore provided, when mercerized or sub- 
jected to any similar process, shall pay, in addition to the fore- 
going specific rates of duty, one-fortieth of one cent per number 
per pound; cotton card laps, roping, sliver, or roving, thirty- 
five per cent ad valorem. Cotton waste and flocks, manufac- 
tured or otherwise advanced in value, twenty per cent ad 
valorem;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 472: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 472, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ cones 
or tubes, containing less than six hundred yards each;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 474: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 474, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ cones, 
tubes, skeins;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 478: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 478, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment; and on page 81 of the 
bill, in line 22, after the word “and,” insert the words “ valued 
at not over seven cents per square yard; ” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 479: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 479, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or 
printed, not exceeding one hundred threads to the square inch, 
counting the warp and filling, and valued at over seven and not 
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over nine cents per square yard, two and one-fourth cents per 
square yard; valued at over nine and not over ten cents per 
square yard, two and three-fourths cents per square yord: 
valued at over ten and not over twelve and one-half cents per 
square yard, four cents per square yard; valued at over twelve 
and one-half and not over fourteen cents per square yard, five 
cents per square yard; valued at over fourteen cents per square 
yard, six cents per square yard, but not less than twenty-five 
per cent ad valorem; cotton cloth, exceeding fifty and not 
exceeding one hundred threads to the square inch, counting the 
warp and filling;” and on page 82 of the bill, in line 3, after 
the word “ and,” where it first occurs, insert the words “ valued 
at not over nine cents per square yard;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 480: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment ef the Senate numbered 480, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
‘‘cotten cloth, not exceeding one hundred threads to the square 
inch, counting the warp and filling, if bleached, and valued at over 
nine and not over eleven cents per square yard, two and three- 
fourths cents per square yard; valued at over eleven and not 
over twelve cents per square yard, four cents per square yard; 
valued at over twelve and not over fifteen cents per square yard, 
five cents per square yard; valued at over fifteen and not over 
sixteen cents per square yard, six cents per square yard; valued 
at over sixteen cents per square yard, seven cents per square 
yard, but not less than twenty-five per cent ad valorem; 
cotton cloth, exceeding fifty and not exceeding one hundred 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling; ” and 
on page 82 of the bill, in Jine 8, after the word “and,” insert 
the words “ valued at not over twelve cents per square yard; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 481: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 481, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
**: eotton cloth, not exceeding one hundred threads to the square 
inch, counting the warp and filling, if dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, and valued at over twelve and not over 
twelve and one-half cents per square yard, three and three- 
fourths cents per square yard; valued at over twelve and one- 
half and not over fifteen cents per square yard, five cents per 
square yard; valued at over fifteen and not over seventeen and 
one-half cents per square yard, six and one-half cents per square 
yard; valned at over seventeen and one-half and not over twenty 
cents per square yard, seven and one-half cents per square yard ; 
valued at over twenty cents per square yard, nine cents per 
square yard, but not less than thirty per cent ad valorem;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 482: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4&2, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
the word “valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert the words “any of the foregoing;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 483: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 485, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
the word “ valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said 
arendment, insert the words “any of the foregoing, bleached, 
and; ” and the Senate agree to the same, ‘ 

Amendment numbered 484: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 484, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
semicolon and before the word “ valued,” in line 1 of the matter 
inserted by said amendment, insert the words “any of the fore- 
going, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, and;” and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 485: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 485, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
the word “valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert the words “any of the foregoing; " and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 486: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 456, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Before the 
word “ valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment, insert the words “any of the foregoing bleached, and; ” 
and in line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “thirty-five;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 487: That the House from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate n 487, 
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and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After 
the semicolon and before the word “ valued,” in line 1 of the 
matter inserted by said amendment, insert the words “any of 
the foregoing, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, and ;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 488: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 488, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
the word “ valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert the words “any of the foregoing;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 489: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 489, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
the word “ valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert the words “any of the foregoing, bleached, 
and;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 490: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 490, 
und agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
semicolon and before the word “ valued,” in line 1 of the mat- 
ter inserted by said amendment, insert the words “any of the 
foregoing, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, and; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 491: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 491, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
the word “valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert the words “any of the foregoing; ” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 492: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 492, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
the word “valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert the words “any of the foregoing, bleached, 
and;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 493: That the -House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 493, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
semicolon and before the word “ valued,” in line 1 of the matter 
inserted by said amendment, insert the words “any of the fore- 
going, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, and;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 495: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 495, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all after the word “counted,” in line 6, down to and including 
line 10 of the matter inserted by said amendment, and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 

“In the ascertainment of the weight and value, upon which 
the duties, cumulative or other, imposed upon cotton cloth are 
made to depend, the entire fabric and all parts thereof, and all 
the threads of which it is composed, shall be included. The 
terms bleached, dyed, colored, stained, mercerized, painted, or 
printed, wherever applied to cotton cloth in this schedule, shall 
be taken to mean respectively all cotton cloth which either 
wholly or in part has been subjected to any of these processes, 
or which has any bleached, dyed, colored, stained, mercerized, 
painted, or printed threads in or upon any part of the fabric.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 502: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 502, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 5 
and 6 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the 
following: “ valued at one dollar or less per yard, forty per cent 
ad valorem; if valued at over one dollar per yard;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 503: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 503, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike out 
the matter inserted by said amendment and restore the matter 
Stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: On page 
91 of the bill, in line 20, strike out the words “ one dollar” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ninety cents;” in line 22 
strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty;” and on page 92 of the bill, after the word “ valo- 
rem,” in line 3, insert the following: “ Men’s and boys’ cotton 
gloves, knitted or woven, valued at not more than six dollars 
‘per dozen pairs, fifty cents per dozen pairs and forty per cent 
ad valorem; valued at more than six dollars per dozen pairs, 
fifty per cent ad valorem; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 507: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 507, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 


“All articles made from cotton cloth, whether finished or unfin- 
ished, and all;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 511: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 511, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“337. Hemp, and tow of hemp, twenty-two dollars and fifty 
cents per ton; hemp, hackled, known as ‘line of hemp,’ forty- 
five dollars per ton.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 520: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 520, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“343. Floor mattings, plain, fancy, or figured, manufactured 
from straw, round or split, or other vegetable substances, not 
otherwise provided for in this section, and having a warp of 
cotton, hemp, or other vegetable substance, including what are 
commonly known as China, Japan, and India straw matting, 
three and one-half cents per square yard.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 522: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 522, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ 347. Linoleums, corticene, and all other fabrics or coverings 
for floors, made in part of oil or any similar product, plain, 
stamped, painted, or printed, only, not specially provided for 
herein, if nine feet or under in width, eight cents per square 
yard and fifteen per cent ad valorem; over nine feet in width, 
twelve cents per square yard and fifteen per cent ad valorem; 
and any of the foregoing of whatever width, the composition of 
which forms designs or patterns, whether inlaid or otherwise, 
by whatever name known, and cork carpets, twenty cents per 
square yard and twenty per cent ad valorem; mats for floors 
made of oilcloth, linoleum, or corticene, shall be subject to the 
same rate of duty herein provided for oilcloth, linoleum, or cor- 
ticene; oilcloth for floors, if nine feet or less in width, six cents 
per square yard and fifteen per cent ad valorem; over nine feet 
in width, ten cents per square yard and fifteen per cent ad valo- 
rem; waterproof cloth composed of cotton or other vegetable 
fiber, whether composed in part of india rubber or otherwise, 
ten cents per square yard and twenty per cent.ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 526: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 526, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the words “ for 
any purpose;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 528: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 528, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“ornamented or embroidered in any manner herein described, 
in any part thereof, however small; hemstitched or tucked 
flouncings or skirtings; ’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 533: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 533, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the words “ the 
highest rate; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 534: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 554. 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: On page 9S 
of the bill, in line 12, strike out the word “such” and in lieu 
thereof insert the words “any of the;” and after the word 
“ goods,” in the same line, insert the words “ of which the same 
is composed; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 537: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 537, 
and agree to the same with an amenmiment as follows: In lieu of 


the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“350. Laces, embroideries, edgings, insertings, galloons, flounc- 
ings, nets, nettings, trimmings, and veils, composed of cotton, 
silk, artificial silk, or other material (except wool), made on the 
Lever or Gothrough machine, seventy per cent ad valorem: 


Provided, That no wearing apparel, handkerchiefs, or articles of 
any description, composed wholly or in chief value of any of the 
foregoing, shall pay a less rate of duty than that imposed upon 
the articles or the materials of which the same are composed. 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 540: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 540, 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “one-half” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ nine-sixteenths ; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
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. Amendment numbered 553: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 553, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“359. Istle or tampico, when dressed, dyed, or combed, twenty 
per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 560: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 560, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
= rox matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
owing: 

“375. On combed wool or tops, made wholly or in part of 
wool or camel’s hair, valued at not more than twenty cents 
per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-fourth 
times the duty imposed by this schedule on one pound of un- 
washed wool of the first class; valued at more than twenty 
cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three and one-third 
times the duty imposed by this schedule on one pound of un- 
washed wool of the first class; and in addition thereto, upon 
all the foregoing thirty per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senste agree to the same. 

Amendment Lambered 561: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 561, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: “, and in addition thereto thirty-five per cent ad 
valorem ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 563: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 563, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“: Provided, That on all the foregoing, weighing over four 
ounces per square yard, the rates of duty shall be five per cent 
less than those imposed by this schedule on cloths;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 566: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 566, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In iine 78 
of said amendment strike out the words “ thirty-seven and one- 
half” and insert in lieu thereof the word “thirty-five.” 

Strike out all of lines 99 to 102, inclusive, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: “ ounces, or if all the filling is not cotton, 
two dollars and seventy-five cents per pound; if all the filling 
is cotton, two.” 

In line 154, after the word “ two,” insert the words “ and one- 
half.” 

In line 180, after the word “ two,” insert the words “and one- 
half.” 

Strike out all of lines 245 to 261, inclusive, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: “ wholly of silk, and if having not more 
than four hundred and forty single threads to the inch in the 
warp; if black (except selvedges), one dollar and fifty cents 
per pound; if other than black, two dollars per pound; if hav- 
ing more than four hundred and forty, but not more than six 
hundred single threads to the inch in the warp; if black (except 
selvedges), one dollar and sixty-five cents per pound; if other 
than black, two dollars and twenty-five cents per pound; if 
having more than six hurfdred, but not more than seven hundred 
and sixty single threads to the inch in the warp; if black (ex- 
cept selvedges), one dollar and eighty cents per pound; if other 
than black, two dollars and fifty cents per pound; if having 
more than seven hundred and sixty, but not more than nine 
hundred and twenty single threads to the inch in the warp; if 
black (except selvedges), two dollars per pound; if other than 
black, two dollars and seventy-five cents per pound; if having 
more than nine hundred and twenty single threads to the inch.” 

In line 311, after the word “ tamboured,” insert the following: 
“ embroidered.” 

In line 313, after the word “ tamboured,” insert the following: 
*. embroidered.” 

Strike out all after the word “ material,” in line 325, down 
to and including line 328, and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“The number of single threads to the inch in the warp 
provided for in this schedule shall be determined by the number 
of spun or reeled singles of which such single or two or more 
ply threads are composed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 567: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 567, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In Heu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“406. Mechanically ground wood pulp, one-twelfth of one 
cent per pound, dry weight: Provided, however, That mechan- 


ically ground wood pulp shall be admitted free of duty from 
any country, dependency, province, or other subdivision of goy- 
ernment (being the product thereof) which does not forbid or 
restrict in any way the exportation of (whether by law, order, 
regulation, contractual relation, or otherwise, directly or indi- 
rectly) or impose any export duty, export license, fee, or other 
export charge of any kind whatsoever, either directly or indi- 
rectly (whether in the form of additional charge or license fee 
or otherwise), upon printing paper, mechanically ground wood 
pulp, or wood for use in the m re of wood pulp: Pro- 
vided further, That if any country, dependency, province, or 
other subdivision of government, shall impose an export duty 
or other export charge of any kind whatsoever, either directly 
or directly (whether in the form of additional charge or license 
fee or otherwise), upon printing paper, mechanically ground 
wood pulp, or wood for use in the manufacture of wood pulp, 
the amount of such export duty or other export charge shall be 
added as an additional duty to the duty herein imposed upon 
mechanically ground wood pulp when imported directly or indi- 
rectly from such country, dependency, province, or other sub- 
division of government. Chemical wood pulp, unbleached, one- 
sixth of one cent per pound, dry weight; bleached, one-fourth of 
one cent per pound, dry weight: Provided, That if any coun- 
try, dependency, province, or other subdivision of government 
shall impose an export duty, or other export charge of any 
kind whatsoever, either directly or indirectly (whether in the 
form of additional charge or license fee or otherwise), upon 
printing paper, chemical wood pulp, or wood for use in the 
manufacture of wood pulp, the amount of such export duty, o1 
other export charge, shall be added as an additional duty to the 
duties herein imposed upon chemical-wood pulp when imported 
directly or indirectly from such country, dependency, province, 
or other subdivision of government.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 570. That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 570, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the 
word “ two-tenths” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ three- 
sixteenths;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 574: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 574, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Provided, however, That if any country, dependency, prov- 
ince, or other subdivision of government shall forbid or restrict 
in any way the exportation of (whether by law, order, regula- 
tion, contractual relation, or otherwise, directly or indirectly ) 
or impose any export duty, export license fee, or other export 
charge of any kind whatsoever (whether in the form of addi- 
tional charge or license fee or otherwise) upon printing paper, 
wood pulp, or wood for use in the manufacture of wood pulp, 
there shall be imposed upon printing paper when imported 
either directly or indirectly from such country, dependency, 
province, or other subdivision of government, an additional duty 
of one-tenth of one cent per pound when valued at three cents 
per pound or less, and in addition thereto the amount of such 
export duty or other export charge imposed by such country, 
dependency, province, or other subdivision of government, upon 
printing paper, wood pulp, or wood for use in the manufacture 
of wood pulp.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 577: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 577, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 3 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word 
“paper,” insert a comma; in line 33, after the word “sheets,” 
insert the words “on the basis of;” in line 35, after the word 
“sheets,” insert the words ‘‘on the basis of;” and after the 
word “ pound,” in line 39, strike out all down to and including 
the words “ad valorem” in line 42; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 578: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 57S, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line + 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word 
“and,” insert the word “ledger;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 586: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 586, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 589: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 589, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
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the matter inserted by said amendment insert the words “ shall 
be dutiable at;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 590: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 590, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 6 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the words 
“and panels;” and strike out all after the word “ thousand,” in 
line 10, down to and including line 11, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following “ : Provided, That the rate or rates of duty pro- 
vided in the tariff act approved July twenty-fourth, eighteen 
hundred and ninety-seven, shall remain in force until October 
first nineteen hundred and nine, on all views of any landscape, 
scene, building, place, or locality, provided for in this paragraph, 
which shall have, prior to July first nineteen hundred and nine, 
been ordered or contracted to be delivered to bona fide pur- 
chasers in the United States, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall make proper regulations for the enforcement of this pro- 
vision; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 591: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 591, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter ‘inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“418. All boxes made wholly or in chief value of paper or 
papier maché, if covered with surface-coated paper, forty-five 
per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 595: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 595, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the word 
“or;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 607: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 607, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ 426. Button forms of lastings, mohair or silk cloth, or other 
manufactures of cloth, woven or made in patterns of such size, 
shape, or form as to be fit for buttons exclusively, and not ex- 
ceeding three inches in any one dimension, ten per cent ad 
valorem,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 611: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 611, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 1 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ sixty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ forty-five; ” and 
strike out all after the word “ mines,” in line 8, down to and in- 
cluding the word “screen,” in line 13; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendments numbered 616 and 617: That the House recede 
from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 616 and 617, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: Strike out the amended paragraph and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 

“432. Emery grains and emery, manufactured, ground, pul- 
verized, or refined, one cent per pound; emery wheels, emery 
files, and manufactures of which emery or corundum is the 
component material of chief value, twenty-five per cent ad 
valorem; crude artificial abrasives, ten per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 623: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 623, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as foHows: In line 4 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word 
“kinds,” insert the words “not composed in chief value of 
cotton;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 628: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 628, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ Furs dressed on the skin, not advanced further than dyeing, 
but not repaired, twenty per cent ad valorem; manufactures 
of furs, further advanced than dressing and dyeing, when pre- 
pared for use as material, including plates, linings, and crosses, 
thirty-five per cent ad valorem; articles of wearing apparel 
of every description, partly or wholly manufactured, composed 
of or of which fur is the component material of chief value, 
fifty per ceut ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

_Amendment nunibered 630: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 630, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
= the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the follow- 
ng: 

“ 445. Plushes and woven fabrics (except crinoline cloth and 
hair seating) and manufactures thereof, cothposed of the hair 


. 
of the camel, goat, alpaca, or any animal, combined with wool, 
vegetable fiber, or silk, shall be classified and dutiable as manu- 
factures of wool.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 634: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 634, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“449. Pearls and parts thereof, drilled or undrilled, but not 
set or strung, ten per cent ad valorem; diamonds, coral, rubies, 
cameos, and other precious stones and semiprecious stones, cut 
but not set, and suitable for use in the manufacture of jewelry, 
ten peri cent ad valorem; imitation precious stones, including 
pearls and parts thereof, for use in the manufacture of jewelry, 
doublet, artificial, or so-called synthetic or reconstructed pearls 
and pagts thereof, rubies, or other precious stones, twenty per 
eent ac™ valorem.” 

And ghe Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 637: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 637, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“450. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry salted or 
pickled, shall be.admitted free of duty: Provided, That on and 
after October first, mineteen hundred and nine, sole leather 
made from such hides shall pay a duty of five per cent ad 
valorem; that grain, buff, and split leather made from such 
hides shall pay a duty of seven and one-half per cent ad 
valorem; that beets and shees, the upper leather of which is 
made wholly or in chief value from such hides, shall pay a duty 
of ten per cent ad valorem; that harness, saddles, and sad- 
dlery, in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed 
wholly or in chief value of leather made from such hides, shall 
pay a duty of twenty per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 646: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 646, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ fifteen’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ten;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 648: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 648, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the follow- 
ing: “; any of the foregoing permanently fitted and furnished 
with traveling, bottle, drinking, dining or luncheon and similar 
sets, fifty per cent ad valorem;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 658: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6538, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu ef 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“sponges made of rubber, forty per cent ad valorem; combs, 
composed wholly of horn, or composed of horn and metal, fifty 
per cent ad valorem;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 671: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 671, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“or other material, black, three-fourths of one cent per ounce; 
colored, one and one-fourth cents per ounce; copying, two cents 
per ounce; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 673: That the Howse recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 673, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Photographic film negatives, imported in any ferm, for use 
in any way in connection with moving-picture exhibits, or for 
making or reproducing pictures for such exhibits, and moving 


picture films not developed or exposed, twenty-five per cent ad 
valorem. Photographic film positives, imported in any form, 
for use in any way in connection with moving-picture exhibits, 
including herein all moving, motion, moto-photograph or cine- 


matography film pictures, prints, positives or duplicates of every 
kind and nature, and of whatever substance made, one and one- 
half cents per linear or running foot.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 678: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 675, 
and agree to the same with an amendmeut as follows: In lieu 


of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ Sec. 37. There shall be levied and collected annually on the 
first day of September by the collector of customs oi the dis- 
trict nearest the residence of the managing owner, upon the use 
of every foreign-built 


yacht, pleasure boat, or vessel, not used 


. 
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or intended to be used for trade, now or hereafter owned or 
- chartered for more than six months by any citizen or citizens 
of the United States, a sum equivalent toa tonnage tax of seven 
dollars per gross ton, 

“In lieu of the annual tax above prescribed the owner of 
any foreign-built yacht, pleasure boat, or vessel above described 
iniy pay a duty of thirty-five per cent ad valorem thereon, and 
such yacht, pleasure boat, or vessel shall thereupon be entitled 
to all the privileges and shall be subject to all the requirements 
prescribed by sections forty-two hundred and fourteen, forty- 
two hundred and fifteen, forty-two hundred and seventeen, and 
forty-two hundred and eighteen of the Revised Statutes and 
acts amendatory thereto in the same manner as if said yacht 
had been built in the United States, and shall be subject to 
tonnage duty and light money only in the same manner as if 
said yacht had been built in the United States. 

“So much of section five of chapter two hundred and twelve 
of the laws of nineteen hundred and eight, approved May 
twenty-eight, nineteen hundred and eight, as relates to yachts 
built outside the United States and owned by citizens of the 
United States is hereby repealed. 

“This section shall not apply to a foreign-built vessel ad- 
mitted to American registry.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 721: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 721, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“559. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, 
bulbs, bulbous roots, excrescences, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, 
dried insects, grains, gums, gum resin, herbs, leaves, lichens, 
mosses, nuts, nutgalls, roots, stems, spices, vegetables, seeds 
(aromatic, not garden seeds), seeds of morbid growth, weeds, 
and woods used expressly for dyeing or tanning; any of the 
foregoing which are natural and uncompounded drugs and not 
edible and not specifically provided for in this section, and are 
in a crude state, not advanced in value or condition by any 
process or treatment whatever beyond that essential to the 
proper packing of the drugs and the prevention of decay or 
deterioration pending manufacture: Provided, That no article 
containing alcohol, or in the preparation of which alcohol is 
used, shall be admitted free of duty under this paragraph.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 737: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 737, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“and which has been worn out by use;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 748: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 748, 
nnd agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“639. Oils: Almond, amber, crude and rectified ambergris, 
anise or anise seed, aniline, aspic or spike lavender, bergamot, 
cajeput, caraway, cassia, cinnamon, cedrat, chamomile, citron- 
ella or lemon grass, civet, cocoanut (not refined and deodorized), 
cotton-seed, croton, fennel, ichthyol, jasmine or jasimine, ju- 
glandium, juniper, lavender, lemon, limes, mace, neroli or orange 
flower, enfleurage grease, liquid and solid primal flower essences 
not compounded, nut oil or oil of nuts, soya-bean, olive oil ren- 
dered unfit for use as food or for any but mechanical or manu- 
facturing purposes, by such means as shall be satisfactory to 
the Secretary of the Treasury and under regulations to be pre- 
scribed by him; attar of roses, palm, palm kernel, rosemary or 
anthoss, sesame or sesamum seed or bean, thyme, origanum red 
or white, valerian; and also spermaceti, whale, and other fish 
oils of American fisheries, and all fish and other products of 
such fisheries; petroleum, crude or refined, including kerosene, 
benzine, naphtha, gasoline, and similar oils produced from 
petroleum.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 750: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 750, 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“and all other waste not specially provided for in this section; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 758, 759, 760, 761, and 762: 


paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


“661, Statuary and casts of sculpture for use as models or 
educational purposes only; regalia and gems, where 


for art 


That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 


Senate numbered 758, 759, 760, 761, and 762, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the amended 





specially imported in good faith for the use and by order of 
any society incorporated or established solely for religious, 
philosophical, educational, scientific, or literary purposes, or 
for the encouragement of the fine arts, or for the use and by 
order of any college, academy, school, seminary of learning, 
orphan asylum, or public hospital in the United States, or any 
State or public library, and not for sale, subject to such regu- 
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; but 
the term ‘regalia’ as herein used shall be held to embrace 
only such insignia of rank or office or emblems as may be worn 
upon the person or borne in the hand during public exercises 
of the society or institution, and shall not include articles of 
furniture or fixtures, or of regular wearing apparel, nor per- 
sonal property of individuals.” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 770: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 770, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 


“669. Sheep dip.” 
And the Senate agree to the same, 
Amendment numbered 780: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 780, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“: Provided, That there shall be imposed and paid upon cas- 
siterite, or black oxide of tin, and upon bar, block, pig tin and 
grain or granulated, a duty of four cents per pound when it is 
made to appear to the satisfaction of the President of the 
United States that the mines of the United States are producing 
one thousand five hundred tons of cassiterite and bar, block, and 
pig tin per year. 
proclamation, and thereafter said duties shall go into effect; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 


The President shall make known this fact by 


Amendment numbered 783: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 783, 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 


5, 6, and 7 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out 


the following words: “similar wood, unmanufactured, or not 
further advanced than cut into blocks suitable for the articles 
into which they are intended to be converted; ” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 784: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 754, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the 
end of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the 
period and insert in lieu thereof the following: “; but such ex- 
emption shall be subject to such regulations as the Secretary of 
the Treasury may prescribe;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 790: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 790, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“Sec. 5. That there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon 
all articles coming into the United States from the Philippine 
Islands the rates of duty which are required to be levied, col- 
lected, and paid upon like articles imported from foreign coun- 
tries: Provided, That, except as otherwise hereinafter provided, 
all articles, the growth or product of or manufactured in the 
Philippine Islands from materials the growth or product of the 
Philippine Islands or of the United States, or of both, or which 
do not contain foreign materials to the value of more than 
twenty per cent of their total value, upon which no drawback 
of customs duties has been allowed therein, coming into the 
United States from the Philippine Islands shall hereafter be ad- 
mitted free of duty, except rice, and except, in any fisca! year, 
sugar in excess of three hundred thousand gross tons, wrapper 
tobacco and filler tobacco when mixed or packed with more than 
fifteen per cent of wrapper tobacco in excess of three hun- 
dred thousand pounds, filler tobacco in excess of one million 
pounds, and cigars in excess of one hundred and fifty million 
cigars, which quantities shall be ascertained by the Secretary 
of the Treasury under such rules and regulations as he shal! 
prescribe: And provided further, That sugar, refined or un- 
refined, and tobacco, manufactured or unmanufactured, imported 
into the Philippine Islands from foreign countries, shall be duti 
able at rates of import duty therein not less than the rates of 
import duty imposed upon sugar and tobacco in like forms when 
imported into the United States: And provided further, That. 
under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, preference in the right of free entry of sugar to 
be imported into the United States from the Philippine Islands, 
as provided herein, shall be given, first, to the producers of less 
than five hundred gross tons in any fiscal year, then to producers 
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of the lowest output in excess of five hundred gross tons in any 
fiseal year: Provided, however, That in consideration of the 
exemptions aforesaid, all articles, the growth, product, or manu- 
facture of the United States, upon which no drawback of cus- 
toms duties has been allowed therein, shall be admitted to the 
Philippine Islands from the United States free of duty: And 
provided further, That the free admission, herein provided, of 
such articles, the growth, product, or manufacture of the United 
States, into the Philippine Islands, or of the growth, product, or 
manufacture, as hereinbefore defined, of the Philippine Islands 
into the United States, shall be conditioned upon the direct ship- 
ment thereof from the country of origin to the country of desti- 
nation: Provided, That direct shipment shall include shipments 
in bond through foreign territory contiguous to the United 
States: Provided, however, That if such articles become un- 
packed while en route by accident, wreck, or other casualty, or 
so damaged as to necessitate their repacking, the same shall be 
admitted free of duty upon satisfactory proof that the unpack- 
ing occurred through accident or necessity and that the mer- 
chandise involved is the identical merchandise originally shipped 
from the United States or the Philippine Islands, as the case 
may be, and that its condition has not been changed except for 
such damage as may have been sustained: And provided further, 
That all articles, the growth, product, or manufacture, as here- 
inbefore defined, of the Philippine Islands, admitted into the 
ports of the United States free of duty under the provisions of 
this section and shipped as hereinbefore provided from said 
islands to the United States for use and consumption therein, 
shall be hereafter exempt from the payment of any export duties 
imposed in the Philippine Islands: And provided further, That 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid, in the United States, 
upon articles, goods, wares, or merchandise coming into the 
United States from the Philippine Islands, a tax equal to the 
internal-revenue tax imposed in the United States upon the like 
articles, goods, wares, or merchandise of domestic manufacture; 
such tax to be paid by internal-revenue stamp or stamps, to be 
provided by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and to be 
affixed in such manner and under such regulations as he, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe; 
and such articles, goods, wares, or merchandise, shipped from 
said islands to the United States, shall be exempt from the 
payment of any tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws of the 
Philippine Islands: And provided further, That there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid in the Philippine Islands, upon ar- 
ticles, goods, wares, or merchandise going into the Philippine 
Islands from the United States, a tax equal to the internal- 
revenue tax imposed in the Philippine Islands upon the like ar- 
ticles, goods, wares, or merchandise of Philippine Islands manu- 
facture; such tax to be paid by internal-revenue stamps or 
otherwise, as provided by the laws of the Philippine Islands, 
and such articles, goods, wares, or merchandise going into the 
Philippine Islands from the United States shall be exempt from 
the payment of any tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws 
of the United States: And provided further, That, in addition to 
the customs taxes imposed in the Philippine Islands, there shall 
be levied, collected, and paid therein upon articles, goods, wares, 
or merchandise imported into the Philippine Islands from coun- 
tries other than the United States, the internal-revenue tax im- 
posed by the Philippine government on like articles manufac- 
tured and consumed in the Philippine Islands or shipped thereto, 
for consumption therein, from the United States: And pro- 
vided further, That from and after the passage of this act all 
internal revenues collected in or for account of the Philippine 
Islands shall accrue intact to the general government thereof 
and be paid into the insular treasury, and shall only be allotted 
and paid out therefrom in accordance with future acts of the 
Philippine legislature, subject, however, to section seven of the 
act of Congress approved July first, nineteen hundred and two, 
entitled ‘An act temporarily to provide for the administration 
of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes:’ And provided further, That, until action by 
the Philippine legislature, approved by Congress, internal reve- 
nues paid into the insular treasury, as hereinbefore provided, 
shall be allotted and paid out by the Philippine Commission.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 791: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 791, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: 
On page 190 of the bill, in line 7, strike out the words “ twenty- 
third day of December, nineteen hundred and three,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “eleventh day of December, nineteen 
hundred and two,” and number and insert the section as section 
3 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the same, 


Amendment numbered 792: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 792, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“Sec. 4. That the President shall have power and it shall be 
his duty to give notice, within ten days after the passage of this 
act, to all foreign countries with which commercial agreemeuts 
in conformity with the authority granted by section three of the 
act entitled, ‘An act to provide revenue for the Government and 
to encourage the industries of the United States, approved July 
twenty-fourth, eighteen hundred and ninety-seven, have been or 
shall have been entered into, of the intention of the United 
States to terminate such agreement at a time specified in such 
notice, which time shall in no case, except as hereinafter pro- 
vided, be longer than the period of time specified in such agree- 
ments respectively for notice for their termination; and upon 
the expiration of the periods when such notice of termination 
shall become effective the suspension of duties provided for in 
such agreements shall be revoked, and thereafter importations 
from said countries shall be subject to no other conditions or 
rates of duty than those prescribed by this act and such other 
acts of Congress as may be continued in force: Provided, That 
until the expiration of the period when the notice of intention to 
terminate hereinbefore provided for shall have become effective, 
or until such date prior thereto as the high contracting parties 
may by mutual consent select, the terms of said commercial 
agreements shall remain in force: And provided further, That 
in the case of those commercial agreements or arrangements 
made in accordance with the provisions of section three of the 
tariff act of the United States approved July twenty-fourth, 
eighteen hundred and ninety-seven, which contain no stipulations 
in regard to their termination by diplomatic action, the Presi- 
dent is authorized to give to the governments concerned a notice 
of termination of six months, which notice shall date from April 
thirtieth, nineteen hundred and nine.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

» Amendment numbered 793: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 793, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and insert 
the same as section 6 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 796: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 796, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: 
On page 193 of the bill, in line 8, after the word “ labeled,” 
insert the words “ without injury;” in lines 11 and 12 strike 
out the words “the name of the maker and;” in line 23 strike 
out the word “a” and insert in lieu thereof the word “the,” 
and number and insert the section as section 7 of the bill; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 797: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 797, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and insert 
the same as section 8 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 798: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 79S, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 9 of the bill; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 799: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 799, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 10 of the bill; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 800: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 800, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 


the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 11 of the bill; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 801: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 801, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and insert 
the same as section 12 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 802: That the House recede from 


its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 802, and 
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agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and insert 
the same as section 13 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 803: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 803, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and insert 
the same as section 14 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 804: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 804, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the follow- 
ing: 

“Sec. 15. That a discriminating duty of ten per cent ad va- 
lorem, in addition to the duties imposed by law, shall be levied, 
collected, and paid on all goods, wares, or merchandise which 
shall be imported in vessels not of the United States, or which 
being the production or manufacture of any foreign country 
not contiguous to the United States, shall come into the United 
States from such contiguous country; but this discriminating 
duty shall not apply to goods, wares, or merchandise which 
shall be imported in vessels not of the United States entitled 
at the time of such importation by treaty or convention or act 
of Congress to be entered in the ports of the United ‘States on 
payment of the same duties as shall then be payable on goods, 
wares, and merchandise imported in vessels of the United 
States, nor to such foreign products or manufactures as shall 
be imported from such contiguous countries in the usual course 
of strictly retail trade.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 805: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 805, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 16 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 806: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 806, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 17 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 807: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 807, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 18 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered SOS: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered S808, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: 
On page 199 of the bill, in line 23, strike out the word “ two” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ six,” and number and in- 
sert the section as section 19 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 809: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 809, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 20 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 810: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 810, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and insert 
the same as section 21 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 811: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 811, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 22 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 812: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 812, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 23 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 813: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 813, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
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of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: 

** Sec. 24. That the works of manufacturers engaged in smelt- 
ing or refining, or both, of ores and crude metals, may, upon 
the giving of satisfactory bonds, be designated as bonded smelt- 
ing warehouses. Ores or crude metals may be removed from 
the vessel or other vehicle in which imported, or from a bonded 
warehouse, into a bonded smelting warehouse without the vay- 
ment of duties thereon and there smelted or refined, or both, 
together with other ores or crude metals of home or foreign 
production: Provided, That the several charges against such 
bonds may be canceled upon the exportation or delivery to a 
bonded manufacturing warehouse, established under section 
twenty-three of this act, of the actual amount of lead produced 
from the smelting or refining, or both, of such ores or crude 
metals: And provided further, That said lead may be withdrawn 
for domestic consumption or transferred to a bonded customs 
warehouse and withdrawn therefrom upon the payment of the 
duties chargeable against it in that condition: Provided further, 
That all labor performed and services rendered pursuant to 
this section shall be under the supervision of an officer of the 
customs, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
at the expense of the manufacturer: Provided further, That all 
regulations for the carrying out of this section shall be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 814: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 814, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“Sec. 25. That where imported materials on which duties have 
been paid are used in the manufacture of articles manufactured 
or produced in the United States, there shall be allowed on the 
exportation of such articles a drawback equal in amount to the 
duties paid on the materials used, less one per cent of such 
duties: Provided, That when the articles exported are made in 
part from domestic materials the imported materials, or the 
parts of the articles made from such materials, shall appear 
in the completed articles that the quantity or measure thereof 
may be ascertained: And provided further, That the drawback 
on any article allowed under existing law shall be continued 
at the rate herein provided. That the imported materials used 
in the manufacture or production of articles entitled to draw- 
back of customs duties when exported shall, in all cases where 
drawback of duties paid on such materials is claimed, be iden- 
(ified, the quantity of such materials used and the amount of 
duties paid thereon shall be ascertained, the facts of the manu- 


| facture or production of such articles in the United States and 


their exportation therefrom shall be determined, and the draw- 
back due thereon shall be paid to the manufacturer, producer, 
or exporter, to the agent of either or to the person to whom such 
manufacturer, producer, exporter, or agent shall in writing 
order such drawback paid, under such regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

“That on the exportation of medicinal or toilet preparations 
(including perfumery) hereafter manufactured or produced in 
the United States in part from domestic aleohol on which an 
internal-revenue tax has been paid, there shall be allowed a 
drawback equal in amount to the tax found to have been paid 
on the alcohol so used: Provided, That no other than domestic 
tax-paid alcohol shall have been used in the manufacture or 
production of such preparations. Such drawback shall be de- 
termined and paid under such rules and regulations, and upon 
the filing of such notices, bonds, bills of lading, and other 
evidence of payment of tax and exportation, as the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall prescribe. 

“That the provisions of this section shall apply to materials 
used in the construction and equipment of vessels built for 
foreigu account and ownership, or for the government of any 
foreign country, notwithstanding that such vessels may not 
within the strict meaning of the term be articles exported.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 815: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 815, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and insert 
the same as section 26 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 816: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 816, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“Sec. 28. That the act entitled ‘An act to simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenues,’ approved June tenth, 
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eighteen hundred and ninety, as amended, be further amended 
to read as follows: 

“*Seo.1. That all merchandise imported into the United 
States shall, for the purpose of this act, be deemed and held to 
be the property of the person to whom the same is consigned ; 
and the holder of a bill of lading duly indorsed by the con- 
signee therein named, or, if consigned to order, by the consignor, 
shall be deemed the consignee thereof; and in case of the aban- 
donment of any merchandise to the underwriters the latter 
may be as the consignee. 

“* Spec. 2. That all invoices of imported merchandise shall be 
made out in the currency of the place or country from whence 
the importations shall be made, or, if purchased, in the cur- 
rency actually paid therefor, shall contain a correct, complete, 
and detailed description of such merchandise, and of the pack- 
ages, wrappings, or other coverings containing it, and shall be 
made in triplicate or in quadruplicate in case of merchandise 
intended for immediate transportation without appraisement, 
and signed by the person owning or shipping the same, if the 
merchandise has been actually purchased, or by the manufac- 
turer or owner thereof, if the same has been procured otherwise 
than by purchase, or by the duly authorized agent of such pur- 
chaser, seller, manufacturer, or owner. 

““* Sec. 3. That all such invoices shall, at or before the ship- 
ment of the merchandise, be produced to the consular officer of 
the United States of the consular district in which the mer- 
chandise was manufactured or purchased, as the case may be, 
for export to the United States, and shall have indorsed there- 
on, when so produced, a declaration signed by the purchaser, 
seller, manufacturer, owner, or agent, setting forth that the in- 
voice is in all respects correct and true, and was made at the 
place from which the merchandise is to be exported to: the 
United States; that it contains, if the merchandise was obtained 
by purchase, a true and full statement of the time when, the 
place where, the person from whom the same was purchased, and 
the actual cost thereof, and of all charges thereon, as provided 
by this act; and that no discounts, bounties, or drawbacks are 
contained in the invoice but such as have been actually allowed 
thereon; and when obtained in any other manner than by pur- 
chase, the actual market value or wholesale price thereof, at the 
time of exportation to the United States, in the principal mar- 
kets of the country from whence exported; that such actual 
market value is the price at which the merchandise described in 
the invoice is freely offered for sale to all purchasers in said 
markets, and that it is the price which the manufacturer or 
owner making the declaration would have received, and was 
willing to receive, for such merchandise sold in the ordinary 
course of trade in the usual wholesale quantities, and that it 
includes all charges thereon as provided by this act, and the 
actual quantity thereof; and that no different invoice of the 
merchandise mentioned in the invoice so produced has been or 
will be furnished to anyone. If the merchandise was actually 
purchased, the declaration shall also contain a statement that 
the currency in which such invoice is made out is that which 
was actually paid for the merchandise by the purchaser. 

“* Sec. 4. That, except in case of personal effects accompany- 
ing the passenger, no importation of any merchandise exceeding 
one hundred dollars in value shall be admitted to entry without 
the production of a duly certified invoice thereof, as required 
by law, or of an affidavit made by the owner, importer, or con- 
signee, before the collector or his deputy, showing why it is 
impracticable to produce such invoice; and no entry shall be 
made in the absence of a certified invoice, upon affidavit as 
aforesaid, unless such affidavit be accompanied by a statement 
in the form of an invoice, or otherwise, showing the actual cost 
of such merchandise, if purchased, or if obtained otherwise 
than by purchase the actual market value or wholesale price 
thereof at the time of exportation to the United States in the 
principal markets of the country from which the same has 
been imported, which statement shall be verified by the oath 
of the owner, importer, consignee, or agent desiring to make 
entry of the merchandise, to be administered by the collector 
or his deputy, and it shall be lawful for the collector or his 
deputy to examine the deponent under oath, touching the 
sources of his knowledge, information, or belief, in the prem- 
ises, and to require him to produce any letter, paper, or state- 
ment of account in his possession, or under his control, which 
may assist the officers of customs in ascertaining the actual 
value of the importation or any part thereof, and in default of 
such production, when so requested, such owner, importer, con- 
Signee, or agent shall be thereafter debarred from producing 
any such letter, paper, or statement for the purpose of avoid- 
ing any additional duty, penalty, or forfeiture incurred under 
this act, unless he shall show to the satisfaction of the court 
or the officers of the customs, as the case may be, that it was 
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not in his power to produce the same when so demanded: and 
no merchandise shall be admitted to entry under the provisions 
of this section unless the collector shall be satisfied that the 
failure to produce a duly certified invoice is due to causes be- 
yond the control of the owner, consignee, or agent thereof: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may make regu- 
lations by which books, magazines and other periodicals pub- 
lished and imported in successive parts, numbers, or volumes, 
and entitled to be imported free of duty, shall require but one 
declaration for the entire series. And when entry of mer- 
chandise exceeding one hundred dollars in value is made by a 
statement in the form of an invoice, the collector shall require 
a bond for the production of a duly certified invoice. 

“*Sec.5. That whenever merchandise imported into the 
United States is entered by invoice, one of the following declara- 
tions, according to the nature of the case, shall be filed with the 
collector of the port at the time of entry by the owner, im- 
porter, consignee, or agent, which declaration so filed shall be 
duly signed by the owner, importer, consignee, or agent before 
the collector, or before a notary public or other officer duly 
authorized by law to administer oaths and take acknowledg- 
ments, who may be designated by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to receive such declarations and to certify to the identity 
of the persons making them, under regulations to be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury ; and every officer so designated 
shall file with the collector of the port a copy of his official 
signature and seal: Provided, That if any of the invoices or 
bills of lading of any merchandise imported in any one vessel 
which should otherwise be embraced in said entry, have not 
been received at the date of the entry, the declaration may state 
the fact, and thereupon such merchandise, of which the invoices 
or bills of lading are not produced, shall not be included in 
such entry, but may be entered subsequently. 


“* DECLARATION OF CONSIGNEE, IMPORTER, OR AGENT, WHERE MER- 
CHANDISE HAS BEEN ACTUALLY PURCHASED. 


em , do solemnly and truly declare that I am 
the consignee, importer, or agent of the merchandise described 
in the annexed entry and invoice; that the invoice and bill of 
lading now presented by me to the collector of are the 
true and only invoice and bill of lading by me received of all 
the goods, wares, and merchandise imported in the ———, 
whereof is master, from —- . for account of any per- 
son whomsoever for whom I am authorized to enter the same; 
that the said invoice and bill of lading are in the state in which 
they were actually received by me, and that I do not know or 
believe in the existence of any other invoice or bill of lading of 
the said goods, wares, and merchandise; that the entry now de- 
livered to the collector contains a just and true account of the 
said goods, wares, and merchandise, according to the said in- 
voice and bill of lading; that nothing has been on my part, nor 
to my knowledge on the part of any other person, concealed or 
suppressed, whereby the United States may be defrauded of any 
part of the duty lawfully due on the said goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise; that the said invoice and the declaration therein are 
in all respects true, and were made by the person by whom the 
same purport to have been made; and that if at any time here- 
after I discover any error in the said invoice, or in the account 
now rendered of the said goods, wares, and merchandise, or 
receive any other invoice of the same, I will immediately make 
the same known to the collector of this district. And I do 
further solemnly and truly declare that to the best of my knowl- 
edge and belief (insert the name and residence of the owner or 
owners) is (or are) the owner (or owners) of the goods, wares, 
and merchandise mentioned in the annexed entry; that the in- 
voice now produced by me exhibits the actual cost at the time 
of exportation to the United States in the principal markets of 
the country from whence imported of the said goods, wares, 
and merchandise, and includes and specifies the value of all 
eartons, cases, crates, boxes, sacks, casks, barrels, hogsheads, 
bottles, jars, demijohns, carboys, and other containers, or cover- 
ings, whether holding liquids or solids, which are not otherwise 
specially subject to duty under any paragraph of the tariff act, 

















and all other costs, charges, and expenses incident to placing 
said goods, wares, and merchandise in condition, packed ready 


for shipment to the United States, and no other or different dis- 


count, bounty, or drawback but such as has been actually 
allowed on the same. 
*“** DECLARATION OF CONSIGNEE, IMPORTER, OR AGENT WHERE MER- 


CHANDISE HAS NOT BEEN ACTUALLY PURCHASED, 








he , do solemnly and truly declare that I am 
the consignee, importer, or agent of the merchandise described 
in the annexed entry and invoice; that the invoice and bill of 
lading now presented by me to the collector of —— are the true 
and only invoice and bill of lading by me received of all the 
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goods, wares, and merchandise imported in the , whereof 
————- is master, from , for account of any person whom- 
soever for whom I am authorized to enter the same; that the 
said invoice and bill of lading are in the state in which they 
were actually received by me, and that I do not know or believe 
in the existence of any other invoice or bill of lading of the 
said goods, wares, and merchandise; that the entry now deliv- 
ered to the collector contains a just and true account of the 
said goods, wares, and merchandise, according to the said in- 
voice and bill of lading; that nothing has been on my part, nor 
to my knowledge on the part of any other person, concealed or 
suppressed, whereby the United States may be defrauded of any 
part of the duty lawfully due on the said goods, wares, and 
merchandise; that the said invoice and the declaration therein 
are in all respects true, and were made by the person by whom 
the same purport to have been made; and that if at any time 
hereafter I discover any error in the said invoice, or in the 
account now rendered of the said goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise, or receive any other invoice of the same, I will immedi- 
ately make the same known to the collector of this district. 
And I do further solemnly and truly declare that to the best of 
my knowledge and belief (insert the name and residence of the 
owner or owners) is (or are) the owner (or owners) of the 
goods, wares, and merchandise mentioned in the annexed entry; 
that the invoice now produced by me exhibits the actual market 
value or wholesale price at the time of exportation to the 
United States in the principal markets of the country from 
whence imported of the said goods, wares, and merchandise, and 
includes and specifies the value of all cartons, cases, crates, 
boxes, sacks, casks, barrels, hogsheads, bottles, jars, demijohns, 
carboys, and other containers or coverings, whether holding 
liquids or solids, which are not otherwise specially subject to 
duty under any paragraph of the tariff act, and all other costs, 
charges, and expenses incident to placing said goods, wares, and 
merchandise in condition, packed ready for shipment to the 
United States, and no other or different discount, bounty, or 
drawback but such as has been actually allowed on the same. 


“* DECLARATION OF OWNER IN CASES WHERE MERCHANDISE HAS 
BEEN ACTUALLY PURCHASED. 


ae , do solemnly and truly declare that I am 
the owner by purchase of the merchandise described in the an- 
nexed entry and invoice; that the entry now delivered by me 
to the collector of contains a just and true account of 
all the goods, wares, and merchandise imported by or con- 
signed to me, in the , whereof is master, from 
; that the invoice and entry, which I now produce, con- 
tain a just, and faithful account of the actual cost of the said 
goods, wares, and merchandise, and include and specify the 
value of all cartons, cases, crates, boxes, sacks, casks, barrels, 
hogsheads, bottles, jars, demijohns, carboys, and other con- 
tainers or coverings, whether holding liquids or solids, which 
are not otherwise specially subject to duty under any para- 
graph of the tariff act, and all other costs, charges, and expenses 
incident to placing said goods, wares, and merchandise in con- 
dition, packed ready for shipment to the United States, and no 
other discount, drawback, or bounty but such as has been ac- 
tually allowed on the same; that I do not know nor believe in 
the existence of any invoice or bill of lading other than those 
now produced by me, and that they are in the state in which I 
actually received them. And I further solemnly and truly de- 
clare that I have not in the said entry or invoice concealed or 
suppressed anything whereby the United States may be de- 
frauded of any part of the duty lawfully due on the said goods, 
wares, and merchandise; that to the best of my knowledge and 
belief the said invoice and the declaration thereon are in all 
respects true, and were made by the person by whom the same 
purport to have been made, and that if at any time hereafter 
I discover any error in the said invoice or in the account now 
produced of the said goods, wares, and merchandise, or receive 
any other invoice of the same, I will immediately make the 
same known to the collector of this district. 


“* DECLARATION OF MANUFACTURER OR OWNER IN CASES WHERE 
MERCHANDISE HAS NOT BEEN ACTUALLY PURCHASED, 


“eT, ——— , do solemnly and truly declare that I am 
the owner (or manufacturer) of the merchandise described in 
the annexed entry and invoices that the entry now delivered by 
me to the collector of — contains a just and true account 
of all the goods, wares, and merchandise imported by or con- 
signed to me in the » whereof is master, 
from — ; that the said goods, wares, and merchandise were 
not actually bought by me, or by my agent, in the ordinary 
mode of bargain and sale, but that nevertheless the invoice 
which I now produce contains a just and faithful valuation of 
the same, at their actual market value or wholesale price, at 


the time of exportation to the United States, in the principal 
markets of the country from whence imported for my account 
(or for account of myself and partners) ; that such actual mar- 
ket value is the price at which the merchandise described in the 
invoice is freely offered for sale to all purchasers in said mar- 
kets and is the price which I would have received and was 
willing to receive for such merchandise sold in the ordinary 
course of trade in the usual wholesale quantities; that the 
said invoice contains also a just and faithful account of all the 
cost of finishing said goods, wares, and merchandise to their 
present condition, and includes and specifies the value of all 
cartons, cases, crates, boxes, sacks, casks, barrels, hogsheads, 
bottles, jars, demijohns, carboys, and other containers or cover- 
ings, whether holding liquids or solids, which are not otherwise 
specially subject to duty under any paragraph of the tariff act, 
and all other costs and charges incident to placing said goods, 
wares, and merchandise in condition, packed ready for shipment 
to the United States, and no other discount, drawback, or 
bounty but such as has been actually allowed on the said goods, 
wares, and merchandise; that the said invoice and the declara- 
tion thereon are in all respects true, and were made by the per- 
son by whom the same purport to have been made; that I do 
not know nor believe in the existence of any invoice or bill of 
lading other than those now produced by me, and that they are 
in the state in which I actually received them. And I do 
further solemnly and truly declare that I have not in the said 
entry or invoice concealed or suppressed anything whereby the 
United States may be defrauded of any part of the duty law- 
fully due on the said goods, wares, and merchandise; and that 
if at any time hereafter I discover any error in the said invoice, 
or in the account now produced of the said goods, wares, and 
merchandise, or receive any other invoice of the same, I will 
immediately make the same known to the collector of this 
district. 

* «Sec. 6. That any person who shall knowingly make any false 
statement in the declarations provided for in the sec-. 
tion, or shall aid or procure the making of any such false state- 
ment as to any matter material thereto, shall, on conviction 
thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding five thousand dol- 
lars, or by imprisonment at hard labor not more than two 
years, or both, in the discretion of the court: Provided, That 
nothing in this section shall be construed to relieve imported 
merchandise from forfeiture by reason of such false statement 
or for any cause elsewhere provided by law. 

“* Sec. 7. That the owner, consignee, or agent of any imported 
merchandise may, at the time when he shall make and verify 
his written entry of such merchandise, but not afterwards, make 
such addition in the entry to or such deduction from the cost 
or value given in the invoice or pro forma invoice or statement 
in form of an invoice, which he shall produce with his entry, 
as in his opinion may raise or lower the same to the actual 
market value or wholesale price of such merchandise at the 
time of exportation to the United States, in the principal mar- 
kets of the country from which the same has been imported; 
and the collector within whose district any merchandise may be 
imported or entered, whether the same has been actually pur- 
chased or procured otherwise than by purcha-¢, shall cause the 
actual market value or wholesale price of such merchandise to 
be appraised; and if the appraised value of any article of im- 
ported merchandise subject to an ad valorem duty or to a duty 
based upon or regulated in any manner by the value thereof 
shall exceed the value declared in the entry, there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid, in addition to the duties imposed 
by law on such merchandise, an additional duty of one per 
cent of the total appraised value thereof for each one per ceni 
that such appraised value exceeds the value declared in the 
entry : Provided, That the additional duties shall only apply to 
the particulaf article or articles in each invoice that are so 
undervalued and shall not be imposed upon any article upon 
which the amount of duty imposed by law on account of the 
appraised value does not exceed the amount of duty that would 
be imposed if the appraised value did not exceed the entered 
value, and shall be limited to seventy-five per cent of the ap- 
praised value of such article or articles. Such additional duties 
shall not be construed to be penal, and shall not be remitted 
nor payment thereof in any way avoided except in cases arising 
from a manifest clerical error, nor shall they be refunded in 
case of exportation of the merchandise, or on any other ac- 
count, nor shall they be subject to the benefit of drawback: 
Provided, That if the appraised value of any merchandise shal! 
exceed the value declared in the entry by more than seventy- 
five per cent, except when arising from a manifest clerical error, 
such entry shall be held to be presumptively fraudulent, and 
the collector of customs shall seize such merchandise and pro- 
ceed as in case of forfeiture for violation of the customs laws, 



















































































a 
ail 


Se pet Baten Se ela ae 
~- mage A oe a Oe, te athe SOR SS yy Pine’ te + 
TARE TN iy Ae ses a ig Sas 

- 















Sr ip RAPA 





ee ear ee 
* a A Omen 6 






























CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





and in any legal proceeding other than a criminal prosecution 
that may result from such seizure, the undervaluation as shown 
by the appraisal shall be presumptive evidence of fraud, and 
the burden of proof shall be on the claimant to rebut the same, 
and forfeiture shall be adjudged unless he shall rebut such pre- 


sumption of fraudulent intent by sufficient evidence. The for- 
feiture provided for in this section shall apply to the whole 
of the merchandise or the value thereof in the case or package 
containing the particular article or articles in each invoice 
which are undervalued: Provided further, That all additional 
duties, penalties, or forfeitures applicable to merchandise en- 
tered by a duly certified invoice shall be alike applicable to 
merchandise entered by a pro forma invoice or statement in the 
form of an invoice, and no forfeiture or disability of any kind 
incurred under the provisions of this section shall be remitted 
or mitigated by the Secretary of the Treasury. The duty shall 
not, however, be assessed in any case upon an amount less than 
the entered value. 

“* Seo. 8. That when merchandise entered for customs duty has 
been consigned for sale by or on account of the manufacturer 
thereof, to a person, agent, partner, or consignee in the United 
States, such person, agent, partner, or consignee shall, at the 
time of the entry of such merchandise, present to the collector 
of customs at the port where such entry is made, as a part of 
such entry, and in addition to the certified invoice or statement 
in the form of an invoice required by law, a statement signed 
by such manufacturer, declaring the cost of production of such 
merchandise, such cost to include all the elements of cost as 
stated in section eleven of this act. When merchandise entered 
for customs duty has been consigned for sale by or on account 
of a person other than the manufacturer of such merchandise, 
to a person, agent, partner, or consignee in the United States, 
such person, agent, partner, or consignee shall at the time of 
the entry of such merchandise present to the collector of cus- 
toms at the port where such entry is made, as a part of such 
entry, a statement signed by the consignor thereof, declaring 
that the merchandise was actually purchased by him or for his 
account, and showing the time when, the place where, and from 
whom he purchased the merchandise, and in detail the price he 
paid for the same: Provided, That the statements required by 
this section shall be made in triplicate, and shall bear the at- 
testation of the consular officer of the United States resident 
within the consular district wherein the merchandise was manu- 
factured, if consigned by the manufacturer or for his account, 
or from whence it was imported when consigned by a person 
other than the manufacturer, one copy thereof to be delivered 
to the person making the statement, one copy to be transmitted 
with the triplicate invoice of the merchandise to the collector of 
the port in the United States to which the merchandise is con- 
signed, and the remaining copy to be filed in the consulate. 

“* Sec. 9. That if any consignor, seller, owner, importer, con- 
signee, agent, or other person or persons, shall enter or intro- 
duce, or attempt to enter or introduce, into the commerce of the 
United States any imported merchandise by means of any fraud- 
ulent or false invoice, affidavit, letter, paper, or by means of any 
false statement, written or verbal, or by means of any false or 
fraudulent practice or appliance whatsoever, or shall be guilty 
of any willful act or omission by means whereof the United 
States shall or may be deprived of the lawful duties, or any por- 
tion thereof, accruing upon the merchandise, or any portion 
thereof, embraced or referred to in such invoice, affidavit, letter, 
paper, or statement, or affected by such act or omission, such 
merchandise, or the value thereof, to be recovered from such 
person or persons, shall be forfeited, which forfeiture shall only 
apply to the whole of the merchandise or the value thereof in 
the case or package containing the particular article or articles 
of merchandise to which such fraud or false paper or statement 
relates; and such person or persons shall, upon conviction, be 
fined for each offense a sum not exceeding five thousand dollars, 
or be imprisoned for a time not exceeding two years, or both, in 
the discretion of the court. 

“*Sec. 10. That it shall be the duty of the appraisers of the 
United States, and every of them, and every person who shall 
act as such appraiser, or of the collector, as the case may be, by 
all reasonable ways and means in his or their power to ascer- 
tain, estimate, and appraise (any invoice or affidavit thereto or 
Statement of cost, or of coSt of production to the contrary not- 
withstanding) the actual market value and wholesale price of 
the merchandise at the time of exportation to the United States, 
in the principal markets of the country whence the same has 

- been imported, and the number of yards, parcels, or quantities, 
and actual market value or wholesale price of every of them, as 
the case may require. 
“*Sec. 11, That when the actual market value, as defined by 
law, of any article of imported merchandise, wholly or partly | 


manufactured and subject to an ad valorem duty, or to a duty 
based in whole or in part on value, can not be ascertained to 
the satisfaction of the appraising officer, such officer shall use 
all available means in his power to ascertain the cost of pro- 
duction of such merchandise at the time of exportation to the 
United States, and at the place of manufacture, such cost of 
production to include the cost of materials and of fabrication, 
and all general expenses to be estimated at not less than ten per 
cent, covering each and every outlay of whatsoever nature in- 
cident to such production, together with the expense of prepar- 
ing and putting up such merchandise ready for shipment, and 
an addition of not less than eight nor more than fifty per cent upon 
the total cost as thus ascertained; and in no case shall such 
merchandise be appraised upon original appraisal or reap- 
praisement at less than the total cost of production as thus 
ascertained. The actual market value or wholesale price, as de- 
fined by law, of any imported merchandise which is consigned 
for sale in the United States, or which is sold for exportation 
to the United States, and which is not actually sold or frecly 
offered for sale in usual wholesale quantities in the open muar- 
ket of the country of exportation to all purchasers, shall not 
in any case be appraised at less than the wholesale price at 
which such or similar imported merchandise is actually sold or 
freely offered for sale in usual wholesale quantities in the 
United States in the open market, due allowance by deduction 
being made for estimated duties thereon, cost of transportation, 
insurance, and other necessary expenses from the place of ship- 
ment to the place of delivery, and a commission not exceeding 
six per cent, if any has been paid or contracted to be paid on 
consigned goods, or’a reasonable allowance for general expenses 
and profits (not to exceed eight per cent) on purchased goods. 

“* Sec, 12. That there shall be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, nine general ap- 
praisers of merchandise. Not more than five of such generai 
appraisers shall be appointed from the same political party. 
They shall not be engaged in any other business, avocation, or 
employment. That the office of said general appraisers shall 
be at the port of New York, and three of them shall be on duty 
at that port daily as a board of general appraisers. 

“*All of the general appraisers of merchandise heretofore or 
hereafter appointed under the authority of said act shall hold 
their office during good behavior, but may, after due hearing, 
be removed by the President for the following causes, and no 
other: Neglect of duty, malfeasance in office, or inefficiency. 

“* That hereafter the salary of each of the general appraisers 
of merchandise shall be at the rate of nine thousand dollars 
per annum. 

“*That the boards of general appraisers and the members 
thereof shall have and possess all the powers of a circuit court 
of the United States in preserving order, compelling the attend- 
ance of witness, and the production of evidence, and in punish- 
ing for contempt. 

“*All notices in writing to collectors of dissatisfaction of any 
decision thereof, as to the rate or amount of duties chargeable 
upon imported merchandise, including all dutiable costs and 
charges, and as to all fees and exactions of whatever character 
(except duties on tonnage), with the invoice and all papers and 
exhibits, shall be forwarded to the board of nine general ap- 
praisers of merchandise at New York to be by rule thereof 
assigned for hearing or determination, or both. The President 
of the United States shall designate one of the board of nine 
general appraisers of merchandise as president of said board 
and others in order to act in his absence. Said general ap- 
praisers of merchandise shall be divided into three boards of 
three members each, to be denominated respectively Board 1, 
Board 2, and Board 3. The president of the board shall assign 
three general appraisers to each of said boards and shall desig- 
nate one member of each of said boards as chairman thereof, 
and such assignment or designation may be by him changed 


from time to time, and he may assign or designate all boards 
of three general appraisers where it is now or heretofore was 
provided by law that such might be assigned or designated by 


the Secretary of the Treasury. The president of the board shall 
be competent to sit as a member of any board, or assign one or 
two other members thereto, in the absence or inability of any 
one ore two members of such board. Each of the boards of three 
general appraisers, or a majority thereof, shall have full power 


to hear and determine all cases and questions arising tlerein 
or assigned thereto; and the general board of nine general 
appraisers, each of the boards of three general appraisers, 
and each of the general appraisers of merchandise, shail have 


all the jurisdiction and powers aud proceed as now, heretofore, 
and herein provided. The said board of nine general appraisers 
shall have power to establish from time to time such rules of 
evidence, practice, and procedure not inconsistent with the 


Fa 
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statutes as may be deemed necessary for the conduct and uni- 


formity of its proceedings and decisions and the proceedings and 
decisions of the boards of three thereof; and for the production, 
care, and custody of samples and records of said board. The 
president of the board shall have control of the fiscal affairs and 
the clerical force of the board, make all recommendations for 
appointment, promotion, and otherwise affecting said clerical 
force; he may at any time before trial under the rules of said 
board assign or reassign any case for hearing, determination, or 
both, and shall designate a general appraiser or a board of gen- 
eral appraisers, and, if necessary, a clerk thereto, to proceed to 
any port within the jurisdiction of the United States for the 
purpose of hearing, or determining if authorized by law, causes 
assigned for hearing at such port, and shall cause to be prepared 
and duly promulgated dockets therefor. No member of any of 
said boards shall sit to hear er decide any case on appeal in the 
decision of which he may have previously participated. The 
board of three general appraisers, or a majority of them, who 
decided the case, may, upon motion of either party made within 
thirty days next after their decision, grant a rehearing or retrial 
of said case when in their opinion the ends of justice may re- 
quire it. 

“*Src. 13. That the appraiser shall revise and correct the re- 
ports of the assistant appraisers as he may judge proper, and 
the appraiser, or, at ports where there is no appraiser, the 
person acting as such, shall report to the collector his decision 
as to the value of the merch#ndise appraised. At ports where 
there is no appraiser the certificate of the customs officer to 
whom is committed the estimating and collection of duties, of 
the dutiable value of any merchandise required to be appraised, 
shall be deemed and taken to be the appraisement of such mer- 
chandise. If the collector shall deem the appraisement of any 
imported merchandise too low, he may, within sixty days 
thereafter, appeal to reappraisement, which shall be made by 
one of the general appraisers, or if the importer, owner, agent, 
or consignee of such merchandise shall be dissatisfied with the 
appraisement thereof, and shall have complied with the re 
quirements of law with respect to the entry and appraisement 
of merchandise, he may, within ten days thereafter, give notice 
to the collector, in writing, of such dissatisfaction. The deci- 
sion of the general appraiser in cases of reappraisement shall 
be final and conclusive as to the dutiable value of such mer- 
chandise against all parties interested therein, unless the im- 
porter, owner, consignee, or agent of the merchandise shall be 
dissatisfied with such decision, and shall, within five days 
thereafter, give notice to the collector, in writing, of such dis- 
satisfaction, or unless the collector shall deem the reappraise- 
ment of the merchandise too lew, and shall within ten days 
thereafter appeal to re-reappraisement; in either case the col- 
lector shall transmit the invoice and all the papers appertain- 
ing thereto to the board of nine general appraisers, to be by 
rule thereof duly assigned for determination. In such cases 
the general appraiser and hoards of general appraisers shall 
proceed by all reasonable ways and means in their power to 
ascertain, estimate, and determine the dutiable value of the 
imported merchandise, and in so doing may exercise both judi- 
cial and inquisitorial functions. In such cases hearings may 
in the discretion of the general appraiser or Board of General 
Appraisers before whom the case is pending be open and in the 
presence of the importer or his attorney and any duly author- 
ized representative of the Government, who may in like discre- 
tion examine and cross-examine all witnesses produced. The 
decision of the appraiser, or the person acting as such, in case 
where no objection is made thereto, either by the collector or by 
the importer, owner, consignee, or agent, or the single general 
appraiser in case of no appeal, or of the board of three general 
appraisers, in all reappraisement cases, shall be final and con- 
elusive against all parties and shall not be subject to review in 
any manner for any cause in any tribunal or court, and the 
collector, or the person acting as such, shall ascertain, fix, 
and liquidate the rate and amount of the duties to be paid on 
such merchandise, and the dutiable costs and charges thereon, 
according to law. 

““* Sec. 14. That the decision of the collector as to the rate and 
amount of duties chargeable upon imported merchandise, includ- 
ing all dutiable costs and charges, and as to all fees and ex- 
actions of whatever character (except duties on tonnagé), shall 
be final and conclusive against all persons interested therein, 
unless the owner, importer, consignee, or agent of such mer- 
chandise, or the person paying such fees, charges, and exac- 
tions other than duties, shall, within fifteen days after but not 
before such ascertainment and liquidation of duties, as well 
in cases of merchandise entered in bond as for consumption, or 
within fifteen days after the payment of such fees, charges, and 
exactions, if dissatisfied with such decision, give notice in 
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writing to the collector, setting forth therein distinctly and 
specifically, and in respect to each entry or payment, the rea- 
sons for his objections thereto, and if the merchandise is en- 
tered for consumption shall pay the full amount of the duties 
and charges ascertained to be due thereon. Upon such notice 
and payment the collector shall transmit the invoice and al] 
the papers and exhibits connected therewith to the board of 
nine general appraisers, for due assignment and determination 
as hereinbefore provided; such determination shall be final and 
conclusive upon all persons interested therein, and the record 
shall be transmitted to the proper collector or person acting 
as such, who shall liquidate the entry accordingly, except in 
cases where an application shall be filed in the United States 
court of customs appeals within the time and in the manner 
provided for in this act. 

“* Sec. 15. That the general appraisers, or any of them, are 
hereby authorized to administer oaths, and said general ap- 
praisers, the boards of general appraisers, the local appraisers 
or the collectors, as the case may be, may cite to appear before 
them, and examine upen oath any owner, importer, agent, con- 
signee, or other person touching any matter or thing which 
they, or either of them, may deem material respecting any 
imported merchandise, in ascertaining the dutiable value or 
classification thereof; and they, or either of them, may require 
the production of any letters, accounts, or invoices relating to 
said merchandise, and may require such testimony to be reduced 
to writing, and when so taken it shall be filed in the office of 
the collector, and preserved for use or reference until the final 
decision of the collector or said board of appraisers shall be 
made respecting the valuation or classification of said merchan- 
dise, as the case may be. ° 

“* Sec. 16. That if any person so cited to appear shall neglect 
or refuse to attend, or shall decline to answer, or shall refuse 
to answer in writing any interrogatories, and subscribe his 
name to his deposition, or to produce such papers when so re- 
quired by a general appraiser, or a board of general appraisers, 
or a local appraiser of a collector, he shall be liable to a pen- 
alty of one hundred dollars; and if such person be the owner, 
importer, or consignee, the’ appraisement which the general 
appraiser, or board of general appraisers, or local appraiser or 
collector, where there is no appraiser, may make of the mer- 
chandise shall be final and conclusive; and any person who 
shall willfully and corruptly swear falsely on an examination 
before any general appraiser, or board of general appraisers, 
or local appraiser or collector, shall be deemed guilty of per- 
jury; and if he is the owner, importer, or consignee, the mer- 
chandise shall be forfeited. 

“* Sec. 17. That all decisions of the general appraisers and of 
the boards of general appraisers, respecting values and rates of 
duty shall be preserved and filed, and shall be open to inspec- 
tion under proper regulations to be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. All decisions of the general appraisers 
shall be reported forthwith to the Secretary of the Treasury and 
to the board of general appraisers on duty at the port of New 
York, and the report to the board shall be accompanied, when- 
ever practicable,’ by samples of the merchandise in question, and 
it shall be the duty of the said board, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to cause an abstract to be made and 
published of such decisions of the appraisers as they may deem 
important, and of the decisions of each of the general appraisers 
and boards of general appraisers, which abstract shall contain 1 
general description of the merchandise in question, and of the 
value and rate of duty fixed in each case, with reference, when- 
ever practicable, by number and other designation, to samples 
deposited in the place of samples at New York, and such ab- 
stract* shall be issued from time to time, at least once in each 
week, for the information of customs officers and the public. 

“* Spe. 18. That whenever imported merchandise is subject to 
an ad valorem rate of duty, or to a duty based upon or regulated 
in any manner by the value thereof, the duty shall be assesse 
upon the actual market value or wholesale price thereof, at the 
time of exportation to the United States, in the principal mar- 
kets of the country from whence exported; that such actual 
market value shall be held to be the price at which such mer- 
chandise is freely offered for sale to all purchasers in said mar- 
kets, in the usual wholesale quantities, and the price which the 
manufacturer or owner would have received, and was willing to 
receive, for such merchandise when sold in the ordinary course 
of trade in the usual wholesale quantities, including the value of 
all cartons, cases, crates, boxes, sacks, casks, barrels, hogsheads, 
bottles, jars, demijohns, earboys, and other containers or cover- 
ings, whether holding liquids or solids, and all other costs, charges, 
and expenses incident to placing the merchandise in condition, 
packed ready for shipment to the United States, and if there be 
used for covering or holding imported merchandise, whether 














dutiable or free, any unusual article or form designed for use 
otherwise than in the bona fide transportation of such merchan- 
dise to the United States, additional! duty shall be levied and col- 
lected upon such material or article at the rate to which the 
same would be subjected if separately imported. That the 
words “ value,” or “ actual market value,” or “ wholesale price,” 
whenever used in this act, or in any law relating to the ap- 
praisement of imported merchandise, shall be construed to be 
the actual market value or wholesale price of such, or similar 
merchandise comparable in value therewith, as defined in this 
act. 
“*Sec. 19. Any merchandise deposited in any public or pri- 
vate bonded warehouse may be withdrawn for consumption 
within three years from the date of original importation, on 
payment of the duties and charges to which it may be subject 
by law at the time of such withdrawal: Provided, That nothing 
herein shall affect or impair existing provisions of law in re- 
gard to the disposal of perishable or explosive articles. 

“*Sec. 20. That in all suits or informations brought where 
any seizure has been made pursuant to any act providing for or 
regulating the collection of duties on imports or tonnage, if the 
property is claimed by any person, the burden of proof shall 
lie upon such claimant: Provided, That probable cause is shown 
for such prosecution, to be judged of by the court. 

“*Src. 21. That all fees exacted and oaths administered by 
officers of the customs, except as provided in this act, under or 
by virtue of existing iaws of the United States, upon the entry 
of imported goods and the passing thereof through the customs, 
and also upon all entries of domestic goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise for exportation, be, and the same are hereby, abol- 
ished; and in case of entry of merchandise for exportation, a 
declaration, in lieu of an oath, shall be filed, in such form and 
under such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury; and the penalties provided in the sixth section 
of this act for false statements in such declaration shall be 
applicable to declarations made under this section: Provided, 
That where such fees, under existing laws, constitute, in whole 
or in part, the compensation of any officer, such officer shall re- 
ceive, from and after the passage of this act, a fixed sum for 
each year equal to the amount which he would have been en- 
titled to receive as fees for such services during said year. 

“* Sec. 22. No allowance shall be made in the estimation and 
liquidation of duties for shortage or nonimportation caused by 
decay, destruction, or injury to fruit or other perishable arti- 
cles imported into the United States whereby their commercial 
value has been destroyed, unless under regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. Proof to ascertain such 
destruction or nonimportation shall be lodged with the collector 
of customs of the port where such merchandise has been 
landed, or the person acting as such, within ten days after the 
landing of such merchandise. The provisions hereof shall 
apply whether or not the merchandise has been entered, and 
whether or not the duties have been paid or secured to be paid. 
and whether or not a permit of delivery has been granted to 
the owner or consignee. Nor shall any allowance be made for 
damage, but the importers may within ten days after entry 
abandon to the United States all or any portion of goods, wares, 
or merchandise of every description included in any invoice and 
be relieved from the payment of duties on the portion so 
abandoned: Provided, That the portion so abandoned shall 
amount to ten per cent or more of the total value or quantity 
of the invoice. The right of abandonment herein provided for 
may be exercised whether the goods, wares, or merchandise 
have been damaged or not, or whether or not the same have 
any commercial value: Provided further, That section twenty- 
eight hundred and ninety-nine of the Revised Statutes, relating 
to the return of packages unopened for appraisement, shall in 
no wise prohibit the right of importers to make all needful ex- 
aminations to determine whether the right to abandon accrues, 
or whether by reason of total! destruction there is a nonimporta- 
tion in whole or in part. All merchandise abandoned to the 
Government by the importers shall be delivered by the im- 
porters thereof at such place within the port of arrival as the 
chief officer of customs may direct; and on the failure of the im- 
porters to comply with the direction of the collector or the 
chief officer of customs, as the case may be, the abandoned 
merchandise shall be disposed of by the customs authorities 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe, at the expense of such importers. Where imported 
fruit or perishable goods have been condemned at the port 
of original entry within ten days after landing, by health offi- 
cers or other legally constituted authorities, the importers or 
their agents shall, within twenty-four hours after such con- 
demnation, lodge with the collector, or the person acting as 
collector, of said port, notice thereof in writing, together with 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


an invoice description and the quantity of the articles con- 
demned, their location, and the name of the vessel in which im- 
ported. Upon receipt of said notice the collector, or person 
acting as collector, shall at once cause an investigation and a 
report to be made in writing by at least two customs officers 
touching the identity and quantity of fruit or perishable goods 
condemned; and unless proof to ascertain the shortage or non- 
importation of fruit or perishable goods shall have been lodged 
as herein required, or if the importer or his agent fails to notify 
the collector of such condemnation proceedings as herein pro- 
vided, proof of such shortage or nonimportation shall not be 
deemed established and no allowance shall be made in the 
liquidation of duties chargeable thereon. 

“* Sec. 23. That whenever it shall be shown to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury that, in any case of unascer- 
tained or estimated duties, or payments made upon appeal, 
more money has been paid to or deposited with a collector of 
customs than, as has been ascertained by final liquidation 
thereof, the law required to be paid or deposited, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall direct the Treasurer to refund and pay the 


same out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. The necessary moneys therefor are hereby appro- 
priated, and this appropriation shall be deemed a permanent 


indefinite appropriation; and the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized to correct manifest clerical errors in any 
entry or liquidation, for or against the United States, at any 
time within one year of the date of such entry, but not after- 
wards: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, in 
his annual report to Congress, give a detailed statement of the 
various sums of money refunded under the provisions of this 
act or of any other act of Congress relating to the revenue, 
together with copies of the rulings under which repayments 
were made. 

“*Sec. 24. That from and after the taking effect of this act, 
no collector or other officer of the customs shall be in any way 
liable to any owner, importer, consignee, or agent of any mer- 
chandise, or any other person, for or on account of any rulings 
or decisions as to the classification of said merchandise or the 
duties charged thereon, or the collection of any dues, charges, 
or duties on or on account of said merchandise, or any other 
matter or thing as to which said owner, importer, consignee, 
or agent of such merchandise might, under this act, be entitled 
to appeal from the decision of said collector or other officer, or 
from any board of appraisers provided for in this act. 

“* Seo. 25. That any person who shall give, or offer to give, or 
promise to give, any money or thing of value, directly or in- 
directly, to any officer or employee of the United States in con- 
sideration of or for any act or omission contrary to law in con- 
nection with or pertaining to the importation, appraisement, 
entry, examination, or inspection of goods, wares, or merchan- 
dise, including herein any baggage, or of the liquidation of the 
entry thereof, or shall by threats or demands or promises of 
any character attempt to improperly influence or control. any 
such officer or employee of the United States as to the per- 
formance of his official duties shall, on conviction thereof, be 
fined not exceeding two thousand dollars, or be imprisoned at 
hard labor not more than one year, or both, in the discretion 
of the court; and evidence of such giving, or offeriny. or prom. 
ising to give, satisfactory to the court in which such trial is 
had, shall be regarded as prima facie evidence that such giving 
or offering or promising was contrary to law, and shall put 
upon the accused the burden of proving that such act was inno- 
cent and not done with an unlawful intention. 

“* Src. 26. That any officer or employee of the United States 
who shall, excepting for lawful duties or fees, solicit, demand, 


exact, or receive from any person, directly or indirectly, any 
money or thing of value in connection with or pertaining to 
the importation, appraisement, entry, examination, or inspection 


of goods, wares, or merchandise, including herein any baggage 
or liquidation of the entry thereof, on conviction thereof shall 
be fined not exceeding five thousand dollars or be imprisoned 
at hard labor not more than two years, or both, in the discretion 
of the court; and evidence of such soliciting, demanding, exact- 
ing, or receiving, satisfactory to the court in which such trial 
is had, shall be regarded as prima facie evidence that such 


soliciting, demanding, exacting, or receiving was contrary to 
law, and shall put upon the accused the burden of proving that 
such act was innocent and not with an unlawful intention. 


“Spo. 27. That any baggage or personal effects arriving in 
the United States in transit to any foreign country may be de- 
livered by the parties having it in charge to the collector of the 
proper district, to be by him retained, without the payment or 
exaction of any import duty, or to be forwarded by such col- 
lector to the collector of the port of departure and to be deliv- 
ered to such parties on their departure for their foreign destina- 
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_ tion, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the 


Treasury may prescribe. 

“* Sec. 28. That sections twenty-six hundred and eight, twenty- 
eight hundred and thirty-eight, twenty-eight hundred and thirty- 
nine, twenty-eight hundred and forty-one, twenty-eight hun- 
dred and forty-three, twenty-eight hundred and forty-five, 
twenty-cight hundred and fifty-three, twenty-eight hundred and 
fifty-four, twenty-eight hundred and fifty-six, twenty-eight hun- 
dred and fifty-eight, twenty-eight hundred and sixty, twenty- 
nine hundred, twenty-nine hundred and two, twenty-nine hun- 
dred and five, twenty-nine hundred and seven, twenty-nine 
hundred and eight, twenty-nine hundred and nine, twenty-nine 
hundred and twenty-two, twenty-nine hundred and twenty- 
three, twenty-nine hundred and twenty-four, twenty-nine hun- 
dred and twenty-seven, twenty-nine hundred and twenty-nine, 
twenty-nine hundred and thirty, twenty-nine hundred and thirty- 
one, twenty-nine hundred and thirty-two, twenty-nine hundred 
and forty-three, twenty-nine hundred and forty-five, twenty-nine 
hundred and fifty-two, three thousand and eleven, three thou- 
sand and twelve, three thousand and twelve and one-half, three 
thousand and thirteen, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, be, and the same are hereby, repealed, and sections nine, 
ten, eleven, twelve, fourteen, and sixteen of an act entitled 
“An act to amend the customs-revenue laws and to repeal moie- 
ties,” approved June twenty-second, eighteen hundred and sey- 
enty-four, and sections seven, eight, and nine of the act entitled 
“An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March third, eighteen hundred and eighty- 
three, and all other acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the 
provisions of this act, are hereby repealed, but the repeal of 
existing laws or modifications thereof embraced in this act shall 
not affect any act done, or any right accruing or accrued, or 
any suit or proceeding had or commenced in any civil cause 
before the said repeal or modifications; but all rights and 
liabilities under said laws shall continue and may be enforced in 
the same manner, except as otherwise provided in this act, as 
if said repeal or modifications had not been made. Any offenses 
committed, and all penalties or forfeitures or liabilities incurred 
prior to the passage of this act under any statute embraced in 
or changed, modified, or repealed by this act may be prosecuted 
and punished in the same manner and with the same effect as 
if this act had not been passed. All acts of limitation, whether 
applicable to civil causes and proceedings or to the prosecution 
of offenses or for the recovery of penalties or forfeitures em- 
braced in or modified, changed, or repealed by this act, shall 
not be affected thereby; and all suits, proceedings, or prosecu- 
tions, whether civil or criminal, for causes arising or acts done 
or committed prior to the passage of this act, may be com- 
menced and prosecuted, except as otherwise provided in this act, 
within the same time and with the same effect as if this act had 
not been passed: And provided further, That nothing in this 
act shall be construed to repeal the provisions of section three 
thousand and fifty-eight of the Revised Statutes as amended 
by the act approved February twenty-third, eighteen hundred 
and eighty-seven, in respect to the abandonment of merchandise 
to underwriters or the salvors of property, and the ascertain- 
ment of duties thereon. 

“*Spro, 29. That a United States court of customs appeals is 
hereby created, and said court shall consist of a presiding judge 
and four associate judges appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, each of whom shall receive 
a salary of ten thousand dollars per annum. It shall be a court 
of record, with jurisdiction as hereinafter established and limited. 

“* Said court shall prescribe the form and style of its seal and 
the form of its writs and other process and procedure and exer- 
cise such powers conferred by law as may be conformable and 
necessary to the exercise of its jurisdiction. It shall have the 
services of a marshal, with the same duties and powers, under 
the regulations of the court, as are now provided for the mar- 
shal of the Supreme Court of the United States, so far as the 
same may be applicable. Said services within the District of 
Columbia shall be performed by a marshal at a salary of three 
thousand dollars per annum, to be appointed by and hold office 
during the pleasure of said court; said services outside the 
District of Columbia to be performed by the United States mar- 
shals in and for the districts where sessions of said court may 
be held, and to this end said marshals shall be the marshals of 
said court of customs appeals. The court shall appoint a clerk, 
whose office shall be in the city of Washington, D. C., and who 
shall perform and exercise the same duties and powers in regard 
to all matters within the jurisdiction of said court as are now 
exercised and performed by the clerk of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, so far as the same may be applicable. The 
salary of the clerk shall be four thousand dollars per annum, 
which sum shall be in full payment for all service rendered by 
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such clerk, and all fees of any kind whatever, and all costs, 
shall be by him turned into the United States Treasury. Said 
clerk shall not be appointed by the court or any judge thereof 
as a commissioner, master, receiver, or referee. The costs and 
fees in the said court shall be fixed and established by said court 
in a table of fees to be adopted and approved by the Supreme 
Court of the United States within four months after the organi- 
zation of said court: Provided, That the costs and fees so fixed 
shall not, with respect to any item, exceed the costs and fees 
charged in the Supreme Court of the United States; and the 
same shall be expended, accounted for, and paid over to the 
Treasury of the United States. The court shall have power 
to establish all rules and regulations for the conduct of the busi- 
ness of the court and as may be needful for the uniformity of 
decisions within its jurisdiction as conferred by law. 

“* The said court of customs appeals shall always be open for 
the transaction of business, and the sessions thereof may, in the 


discretion of the court, be held by the said court, in the severa! 
judicial circuits, and at such places as said court may from time 
to time designate. 


“*The presiding judge of said court shall be so designated 
in order of appointment and in the commission issued him by 
the President, and the associate judges shall have precedence 
according to the date of théir commissions. Any three of the 
members of said court shall constitute a quorum, and the con- 


currence of three members of said court shall be necessary to 


any decision thereof. 


“*The said court shall organize and open for the transaction 
of business in the city of Washington, D. C., within ninety days 
after the judges, or a majority of them, shall have qualified. 

“ ‘After the organization of said court no appeal shall be taken 
or allowed from ‘any Board of United States General Appraisers 
to any other court, and no appellate jurisdiction shall thereafter 
be exercised or allowed by any other courts in cases decided by 
said Board of United States General Appraisers; but all appeals 
allowed by law from such Board of General Appraisers shall be 
subject to review only in the court of customs appeals hereby 
established, according to the provisions of this act: Provided. 
That nothing in this act shall be deemed to deprive the Supreme 
Court of the United States of jurisdiction to hear and determine 
all customs cases which have heretofore been certified to said 
court from the United States circuit courts of appeals on appli- 
cations for writs of certiorari or otherwise, not to review by 
writ of certiorari any customs case heretofore decided or now 
pending and hereafter decided by any circuit court of appeals, 
provided application for said writ be made within six months 
after the passage of this act: And provided further, That all 
customs cases heretofore decided by a circuit or district court of 
the United States or a court of a Territory of the United States 
and which have not been removed from said courts by appeal or 
writ of error, and all such cases heretofore submitted for deci- 
sion in said courts and remaining undecided may be reviewed on 
appeal at the instance of either party by the United States court 
of customs appeals, provided such appeal be taken within one 
year from the date of the entry of the order, judgment, or decree 
sought to be reviewed. 

“<The court of customs appeals established by this act shal! 
exercise exclusive appellate jurisdiction to review by appeal, as 
provided by this act, final decisions by a board of general ap- 
praisers in all cases as to the construction of the law and the 
facts respecting the classification of merchandise and the rate 
of duty imposed thereon under such classification, and the fees 
and charges connected therewith, and all appealable questions 
as to the jurisdiction of said board, and all appealable questions 
as to the laws and regulations governing the collection of the 
customs revenues; and the judgment or decrees of said court 
of customs appeals shall be final in all such cases. 

“*Any judge who, in pursuance of the provisions of this 
act, shall attend a session of the court of customs appeals 
held at any place other than the city of Washington, D. .. 
shall be paid, upon his written and itemized certificate, b) 
the marshal of the district in which the court shall be held, 
his actual and necessary expenses incurred for travel and ut- 
tendance, and the actual and necessary expenses of one steno- 
graphic clerk who may accompany him, and such payments 
shall be allowed the marshal in the statement of his accounts 
with the United States. 

“*The marshal of said court for the District of Columbia and 
the marshals of the several districts in which said court of 
customs appeals may be held shall, under the direction of the 
Attorney-General of the United States and with his approval. 
provide such rooms in the public buildings of the United States 
as may be necessary for said court: Provided, however, That in 
case proper rooms can not be provided in such buildings, then 
the said marshals, with the approval of the Attorney-General! 
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of the United States, may, from time to time, lease such rooms 
as may be necessary for said court. The bailiffs and messen- 
gers of said court shall be allowed the same compensation for 
their respective services as are allowed for similar services in 
the existing circuit courts; and in no case shall said marshals 
secure other rooms than those regularly occupied by existing 
cireuit courts of appeals, circuit courts, or district courts, or 
other public officers, except where such can not, by reason of 
actual ocewpamcy or use, be occupied or used by said court of 
customs appeals. 

‘“‘* Tf the importer, owner, consignee, or agent of any imported 
merchandise, or the collector or Secretary of the Treasury, shall 
be dissatisfied with the decision of the Board of General Ap- 
praisers as to the construction of the law and the facts respect- 
ing the classification of such merchandise and the rate of duty 
imposed thereon under such classification, or with any other 
appealable decision of said beard, they, or either of them, may, 
within sixty days next after the entry of such decree or judg- 
ment, and net afterwards, apply to the court of customs ap- 
peals for a review of the questions of law and fact involved in 
such decision: Provided, That in Alaska and in the insular and 
other outside possessions of the United States ninety days shall 
be allowed for making such application to the court of customs 
appeals. Such application shall be made by filing in the office 
of the clerk of said court a concise statement of errors of law 
and fact complained of, and a copy of said statement shall be 
served on the collector, or on the importer, owner, consignee, or 
agent, as the case may be. Thereupon the court shall imme- 
diately order the Board of General Appraisers to transmit to 
said court the record and evidence taken by them, together with 
the certified statement of the facts involved in the case and 
their decision thereon; and all the evidence taken by and before 
said board shall be competent evidence before said court of cus- 
toms appeals. The decision of said court of customs appeals 
shall be final, and such cause shall be remanded to said Board 
of General Appraisers for further proceedings to be taken in 
pursuance of such determination. 

“*Tmmediately upon the organization of the court of customs 
appeals all cases within the jurisdiction of that court pending 
and not submitted for decision in any of the United States cir- 
cuit courts of appeals, United States circuit, territorial, or dis- 
trict courts, shall, with the record and samples therein, be 
certified by said courts to said court of customs appeals for 
further proceedings in accordance herewith: Provided, That 
where orders for the taking of further testimony before a ref- 
eree have been made in any of such cases, the taking of such 
testimony shall be completed before such certification. 

“*'That in case of a vacancy or the temporary inability or dis- 
qualification for any reason of one or two judges of said court 
ef customs appeals, the President of the United States may, 
upon the request of the presiding judge of said court, designate 
any qualified United States cireuit or district judge or judges to 
act in his or their place, and such United States judge or judges 
shall be duly qualified to so act. 

“* Said court ef customs appeals shall have power to review 
any decision or matter within its jurisdiction and may affirm, 
modify, or reverse the same and remand the case with such 
orders as may seem to it proper in the premises, which shal! be 
executed accordingly. 

“*Tmmediately wpon receipt of any record transmitted to said 
court for determination the clerk thereof shall place the same 
upon the calendar for hearing and submission; and such calen- 
dar shall be called and all cases thereupon submitted, except 
for good cause shown, at least once every sixty days. 

“*Tn addition to the clerk of said court the court may appoint 
an assistant clerk at a salary of two thousand five hundred 
dollars per annum, five stenographic clerks at a salary of two 
thousand four hundred dollars per annum each, and one steno- 
graphic reporter at a salary of two thousand five hundred dol- 
lars per annum, and a messenger at a salary of nine hundred 
dollars per annum, all payable in equal monthly installments, 
and all of whom, including the clerk, shall hold office during the 
pleasure of and perform such duties as are assigned them by 
the court. Said reporter shall prepare and transmit to the 
Secretary of the Treasury once a week in time for publication 
in the Treasury Decisions copies of all decisions rendered to 
that date by said court, and prepare and transmit, under the 
direction of said court, at least once a year, reports of said de- 

cisions rendered to that date, constituting a volume, which shall 
be printed by the Treasury Department in such numbers and 
distributed or sold in such manner as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall direct. The marsha! of said court for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia is hereby authorized to purchase, under the 
direction of the presiding judge, such books, periodicals, and 
Stationery as may be necessary for the use of said court, and 
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such expenditures shall be allowed and paid by the Secretary 
of the Treasury upon claim duly made and approved by said 
presiding judge. 


“* Sec. 30. That there shall be appointed by the President, by 


and with the advice and consent of the Senate, an Assistant 
Attorney-General, who shall exercise the functions of his office 
under the supervision and control of the Attorney-General of 
the United States, and who shall be paid a salary of ten thou- 
sand dollars per annum; and there shall also be appointed by 
the Attorney-General of the United States a Deputy Assists . 
Attorney-General, who shall be paid a salary of seven thousand 
five hundred dellars per annum, and four attorneys, who shal! 
be paid salaries of five thousand dollars per annum each. 
attorneys shall act under the immediate direction of said As- 
sistant Attorney-General, or, in case of his absence or a vacancy 
in his office, under the direction of said Deputy Assistant At- 
torney-General, and said Assistant Attorney-General, Deputy 
Assistant Attorney-General, and attorneys shall have charge of 
the interests of the Gevernment in all matters of reappraise- 
ment and classification of imported goods and of all litigation 
incident thereto, and shall represent the Government in all the 
courts and before all tribunals wherein the interests of the Gov- 
ernment require such representation. 


Said 


“* But the Attorney-General may, whenever in his opinion the 


public interest requires it, employ and retain, in the name of 
the United States, such special attorneys and counselors at law 
in the conduct of customs cases as he may think necessary to 
assist said Assistant Attorney-General in the discharge of any 
of the duties incumbent upon him and his said subordinates, 
and shall stipulate with such attorneys and counsel the amount 
of compensation and shall have supervision of their conduct 
and proceedings.’ ” A 


And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 817: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 817, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 


the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number aad 
insert the same as section 29 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 


Amendment numbered 818: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 815, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing : 

“ Sec. 30. That section thirty-three hundred and sixty-two 
ef the Revised Statutes ef the United States, as amended, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“* Spc, 3362. All manufactured tobacco shall be put up and 
prepared by the manufacturer for sale, or removal for sale er 
consumption, in packages of the following description and in 
no other manner: 

“*All smoking tebacce, snuff, fine-cut chewing tobacco, all cut 
and granulated tobacco, all shorts, the refuse of fine-cut chew- 
ing, which has passed through a riddle of thirty-six meshes to 
the square inch, and all refuse, scraps, clippings, cuttings, and 
sweepings of tobacco, and all ether kinds of tobacco not other- 
wise provided for, in packages containing one-half ounce, three- 
fourths ef an ounce, and further packages with a difference be 
tween each package and the one next smaller of one-fourth of 
an ounce up te and including four ounces, and packages of six 
ounces, seven ounces, eight ounces, ten ounces, twelve ounces, 
fourteen ounces, and sixteen ounces: Provided, That snuf! may, 
at the option of the manufacturer, be put up in bladders and 
in jars containing not exceeding twenty pounds. 

“*All cavendish, plug, and twist tobacco, in weeden packaves 
not exceeding two hundred pounds net weight. 

““And every such wooden package shall have printed or 
marked thereon the manufacturer’s name and place of iinnu 
facture, the registered number of the manufactory, and 
gross weight, the tare, and the net weight of the tebacco in each 
package: Provided, That these limitations and descriptions of 
packages shall not apply to tobacco and snuff transported in 
bond fer exportation and actually exported: And pro 


further, That perique tobacco, snuff flour, fine-cut shorts, the 
refuse of fme-cut chewing tobacco, refuse scraps, clippings, cul 
tings. and sweepings of tobacco, may be sold in bulk as ma- 


terial, and without the payment of tax, by one manufacturer 
directly to another manufacturer, or for export, under such 
restrictions, rules, and regulations as the Commissioner of lu 
ternal Revenue may prescribe: And provided further, That 
woed, metal, paper, or other materials may be used separately 
or im combination for packing tobacco, snuff, and cigars, under 
such regulations as the Commissioner of luternal Revenue may 
establish.’ 
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“Sec. 31. That section thirty-three hundred and sixty-eight 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“* Sec. 3368. Upon tobacco and snuff manufactured and sold, 
or removed for consumption or use, there shall be levied and 
collected the following taxes: 

“*On snuff, manufactured of tobacco or any substitute for 
tobacco, ground, dry, damp, pickled, scented or otherwise, of 
all descriptions, when prepared for use, a tax of eight cents per 
pound. And snuff flour, when sold, or removed for use or con- 
sumption, shall be taxed as snuff, and shall be put up in pack- 
ages and stamped in the same manner as snuff. 

“*On all chewing and smoking tobacco, fine-cut, cavendish, 
plug, or twist, cut or granulated, of every description; on to- 
bacco twisted by hand or reduced into a condition to be con- 
sumed, or in any manner other than the ordinary mode of 
drying and curing, prepared for sale or consumption, even if 
prepared without the use of any machine or instrument, and 
without being pressed or sweetened; and on all fine-cut shorts 
and refuse scraps, clippings, cuttings, and sweepings of tobacco, 
a tax of eight cents per pound.’ 

“ Sec. 32. That section thirty-three hundred and ninety-two of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by sec- 
tion thirty-two of the act of October first, eighteen hundred 
and ninety, be amended to read as follows: 

“* Sec. 3392. All cigars weighing more than three pounds per 
thousand shall be packed in boxes not before used for that pur- 
pose, containing, respectively, five, ten, twelve, thirteen, twenty- 
five, fifty, one hundred, two hundred, two hundred and fifty, or 
five hundred cigars each; and every person who sells, or offers 
for sale, or delivers, or offers to deliver, any cigars in any 
other form than in new boxes as above described, or who packs 
in any box any cigars in excess of or less than the number pro- 
vided by law to be put in each box, respectively, or who falsely 
brands any box, or affixes a stamp on any box denoting a less 
amount of tax than that required by law, shall be fined for 
each offense not more than one thousand dollars, and be im- 
prisoned not more than two years: Provided, That nothing in 
this section shall: be construed as preventing the sale of cigars 
at retail by retail dealers from boxes packed, stamped, and 
branded in the manner prescribed by law: And provided fur- 
ther, That every manufacturer of cigarettes shall put up all 
the cigarettes that he manufactures or has manufactured for 
him and sells or removes for consumption or use, in packages 
or parcels containing five, eight, ten, fifteen, twenty, fifty, or 
one hundred cigarettes each, and shall securely affix to each 
of said packages or parcels a suitable stamp denoting the tax 
thereon, and shall properly cancel the same prior to such sale 
or removal for consumption or use, under such regulations as 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall prescribe; and all 
cigarettes imported from a foreign country shall be packed, 
stamped, and the stamps canceled in like manner, in addition 
to the import stamp indicating inspection of the custom-house 
before they are withdrawn therefrom.’ 

* Sec. 33. That section thirty-three hundred and ninety-four 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“* Sec. 83394. Upon cigars and cigarettes which shall be man- 
ufactured and sold, or removed for consumption or sale, there 
shall be assessed and collected the following taxes, to be paid 
by the manufacturer thereof: On cigars of all descriptions made 
from tobacco or any substitute therefor and weighing more than 
three pounds per thousand, three dollars per thousand; on 
cigars, made of tobacco, or any substitute therefor, and weigh- 
ing not more than three pounds per thousand, seventy-five cents 
per thousand; on cigarettes, made of tobacco, or any substitute 
therefor, and weighing more than three pounds per thousand, 
three dollars and sixty cents per thousand; on cigarettes, made 
of tobacco, or any substitute therefor, and weighing not more 
than three pounds per thousand, one dollar and twenty-five 
cents per thousand: Provided, That all rolls of tobacco, or any 
substitute therefor, wrapped with tobacco, shall be classed as 
cigars; and all rolls of tobacco, or any substitute therefor, 
wrapped in paper or any substance other than tobacco, shall be 
classed as cigarettes. 

“*And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall provide dies and 
stamps for cigars weighing not more than three pounds per 
thousand; and for cigarettes at the rates of tax imposed by 
this section: Provided, That such stamps shall be in denomina- 
tions of five, eight, ten, fifteen, twenty, fifty, and one hundred; 
and the laws and regulations governing the packing and re- 
moval for sale of cigarettes, and the affixing and canceling of 
the stam) s on the packages thereof, shall apply to cigars weigh- 
ing not more than three pounds per thousand. 


“*No packages of manufactured tobacco, snuff, cigars, or 
cigarettes, prescribed by law, shall be permitted to have packed 
in, or attached to, or connected with, them, nor affixed to, 
branded, stamped, marked, written, or printed upon them, any 
paper, certificate, or instrument purporting to be or represent 
a ticket, chance, share, or interest in, or dependent upon, the 
event of a lottery, nor any indecent or immoral picture, repre- 
sentation, print, or words; and any violation of the provisions 
of this paragraph shall subject the offender to the penalties and 
punishments provided by section thirty-four hundred and fifty- 
six of the Revised Statutes.’ 

“Sec. 34. That the provisions of sections thirty, thirty-one, 
thirty-two, and thirty-three of this act shall not take effect until 
July first, nineteen hundred and ten.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 819: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 819, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“Sec. 35. That unstemmed leaf tobacco in the natural leaf, 
in the hand, and not manufactured or altered in any manner, 
raised and grown in the United States, shall not be subject to 
any internal-revenue tax or charge of any kind whatsoever, and 
it shall be lawful for any person to buy and sell such unstemmed 
tobacco in the leaf, in the hand, without payment of tax of any 
kind: Provided, That any person, other than the farmer or pro- 
ducer of leaf tobacco, who sells leaf tobacco to manufacturers 
of tobacco, snuff or cigars shall be deemed and considered 
dealer in leaf tobacco, and become subject to all the provisions 
of section thirty-two hundred and forty-four, as amended by 
section fourteen, act of March first, eighteen hundred and sev- 
enty-nine, and also as amended by the act of March third, eight- 
een hundred and eighty-three, and, further, shall be subject to 
all the provisions of section thirty-three hundred and sixty, as 
amended by section fourteen, act of March first, eighteen hun- 
dred and seventy-nine, and of sections thirty-three hundred 
and fifty-nine and thirty-three hundred and ninety-one, United 
States Revised Statutes. 

“Every person shall be regarded as a retail dealer in leaf 
tobacco whose business it is to sell leaf tobacco in quantities of 
less than an original hogshead, case or bale; or who shall sel! 
directly to consumers or to persons other than dealers in leaf 
tobacco or to manufacturers of tobacco, snuff or cigars, or to 
persons who purchase in original packages for export. 

“Every such retail dealer in leaf tobacco shall register with 
the collector of the district his name or style, place of residence, 
trade or business, and the place where such trade or business is 
to be carried on; and a failure to register as herein required 
shall subject such person to a penalty of fifty dollars; and 
every retail dealer in leaf tobacco shall also keep a book and 
enter therein daily his purchase of leaf tobacco and his sales, 
where such sales amount to two pounds or more to one person 
in one day. Such record shall be kept written up to date and 
shall be in such form and contain such entries as shall be pre- 
scribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, and such books shall 
be open at all times for the inspection of any internal-revenue 
officer or agent. 

“ Any person who has duly qualified as a retail dealer in leaf 
tobacco may sell natural leaf tobacco grown or raised in the 
United States in its condition as cured on the farm, in the 
hand, and not manufactured in any way, except to manufac- 
turers of tobacco, snuff or cigars, without the payment of any 
tax on such leaf tobacco whatsoever, and so much of section 
sixty-nine, tariff act of August twenty-seventh, eighteen hun- 
dred and ninety-four, which took effect the following day, and 
section thirty-two hundred and forty-four, United States Re- 
vised Statutes, or any other existing law, as is inconsistent 
with the provisions of this act, is hereby repealed. 

“And it shall be the duty of every retail dealer in leaf to- 
bacco, as herein described, under regulations to be prescribed by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to furnish on demand to any internal- 
revenue officer or other authorized agent of the Treasury De- 
partment a true and correct statement, verified by his oath or 
affirmation, of all his sales of leaf tobacco in quantities of ten 
pounds or more to any one person in any one day, with the 
name and residence in each instance of the person to whom sold, 
and any such retail dealer in leaf tobacco who shall willfully 
refuse to furnish such information or keep the book as required 
herein, or who shall knowingly make any false statements or 
false entries in such book as to any of the facts aforesaid, shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction shall be liable 
to a fine of fifty dollars for each offense: And provided further, 
That nothing in this act shall be construed as imposing any re- 
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strictions whatsoever upon the farmers or growers of leaf 
tobacco in regard to the sales of their leaf tobacco.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 825: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 825, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“Sec, 39. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au- 
thorized to borrow on the credit of the United States from time 
to time, as the proceeds may be required to defray expenditures 
on account of the Panama Canal and to reimburse the Treasury 
for such expenditures already made and not covered by previous 
issues of bonds, the sum of two hundred and ninety million five 
hundred and sixty-nine thousand dollars (which sum together 
with the eighty-four million six hundred and thirty-one thou- 
sand nine hundred dollars already borrowed upon issues of two 
per cent bonds under section eight of the act of June twenty- 
eighth, nineteen hundred and two, equals the estimate of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission to cover the entire cost of the 
canal from its inception to its completion), and to prepare and 
issue therefor coupon or registered bonds of the United States in 
such form as he may prescribe, and in denominations of one 
hundred dollars, five hundred dollars, and one thousand dollars, 
payable fifty years from the date of issue, and bearing interest 
payable quarterly in gold coin at a rate not exceeding three per 
cent per annum ; and the bonds herein authorized shall be exempt 
from all taxes or duties of the United States, as well as from 
taxation in any form by or under state, municipal, or local au- 
thority: Provided, That said bonds may be disposed of by the 
Secretary of the Treasury at not less than par, under such regu- 
lations as he may prescribe, giving to all citizens of the United 
States an equal opportunity to subscribe therefor, but no com- 
missions shall be allowed or paid thereon; and a sum not exceed- 
ing one-tenth of one per cent of the amount of the bonds herein 
authorized is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay the expenses of 
preparing, advertising, and issuing the same; and the authority 
contained in section eight of the act of June twenty-eighth, nine- 
teen hundred and two, for the issue of bonds bearing interest at 
two per cent per annum, is hereby repealed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 826: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 826, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: 
On page 246 of the bill, in line 3, strike out the words “ and fifty,” 
and number and insert the section as section 40 of the bill; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 827: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 827, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing : 

“Src. 41. That sections one to four, inclusive, of an act en- 
titled ‘An act to provide revenue for the Government and to 
encourage the industries of the United States,’ approved July 
twenty-fourth, eighteen hundred and ninety-seven, and all acts 
and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act, 
are hereby repealed, but the repeal of existing laws or modifi- 
cations thereof embraced in this act shall not affect any act 
done, or any right accruing or accrued, or any suit or proceed- 
ing had or commenced in any civil case before the said repeal 
or modification; but all rights and liabilities under said laws 
shall continue and may be enforced in the same manner, ex- 
cept as otherwise provided in section twenty-eight of this act, 
as if said repeal or modifications had not been made. Any 
offenses committed and all penalties or forfeitures or liabilities 
incurred prior to the passage of this act under any statute em- 
braced in or changed, modified, or repealed by this act may be 
prosecuted or punished in the same manner and with the same 
effect as if this act had not been passed. All acts of limitation, 
whether applicable to civil causes and proceedings or to the 
prosecution of offenses or for the recovery of penalties or for- 
feitures embraced in or modified, changed, or repealed by this 
act shall not be affected thereby; and all suits, proceedings, or 
prosecutions, whether civil or criminal, for causes arising or 
acts done or committed prior to the passage of this act, may be 
commenced and prosecuted within the same time and with the 
same effect, except as otherwise provided in section twenty-eight 
of this act, as if this act had not been passed. That an act 
entitled ‘An act to simplify the laws in relation to the col- 
lection of the revenues,’ approved June tenth, eighteen hundred 
and ninety, as amended by the act of July twenty-fourth, 
eighteen hundred and ninety-seven, and as further amended by 
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the act of May twenty-seventh, nineteen hundred and eight, is 
not hereby repealed but amended so as to read as in this act 
provided. So much of section four of an act entitled ‘An act 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred 
and seven, and for other purposes,’ approved June thirtieth, 
nineteen hundred and six, as relates to the appointment of a 
solicitor of customs and assistants, is hereby repealed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 828: Thit the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 828, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment and number and 
insert the same as section 42 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 829: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 829, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 11 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out ‘ e word 
“general” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ max.mum;” 
in line 23 strike out the word “imposes” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ pays;” in line 24, before the word “ prohibi- 
tion,” insert the words “ imposes no export duty or;” in line 29 
strike out the words “then, after” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ thereupon and thereafter, upon; ” in lines 57 and 58 
strike out the words “information which will be useful to Con- 
gress in tariff legislation and to; ” and in line 61, after the word 
“required,” strike out all that follows, down to and including 
the word “ same,” in line 64; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 833: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 833, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Sec. 38. That every corporation, joint stock company or 
association, organized for profit-and having a capital stock rep- 
resented by shares, and every insurance company, now or here- 
after organized under the laws of the United States or of any 
State or Territory of the United States or under the acts of 
Congress applicable to Alaska or the District of Columbia, or 
now or hereafter organized under the laws of any foreign 
country and engaged in business in any State or Territory of 
the United States or in Alaska or in the District of Columbia, 
shall be subject to pay annually a special excise tax with re- 
spect to the carrying on or doing business by such corporation, 
joint stock company or association, or insurance company, equiv 
alent to one per cent upon the entire net income over and 
above five thousand dollars received by it from all sources 
during such year, exclusive of amounts received by it as divi- 
dends upon stock of other corporations, joint stock companies 
or associations, or insurance companies, subject to the tax 
hereby imposed; or if organized under the laws of any foreign 
country, upon the amount of net income over and above five 
thousand dollars received by it from business transacted and 
capital invested within the United States and its Territories, 
Alaska, and the District of Columbia during such year, ex- 
clusive of amounts so received by it as dividends upon stock 
of other corporations, joint stock companies or associations, 
or insurance companies, subject to the tax hereby imposed: 
Provided, however, That nothing in this section contained shall 
apply to labor, agricultural or horticultural organizations, or 
to fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations operat- 
ing under the lodge system, and providing for the payment of 
life, sick, accident, and other benefits to the members of such 
societies, orders, or associations, and dependents of such mem- 
bers, nor to domestic building and loan associations, organized 
and operated exclusively for the mutual benefit of their mem- 
bers, nor to any corporation or association organized and oper- 
ated exclusively for religious, charitable, or educational pur- 
poses, no part of the net income of which inures to the benetit 
of any private stockholder or individual. 

“Second. Such net income shall be ascertained by deducting 
from the gross amount of the income of such corporation, joint 
stock company or association, or insurance company, received 
within the year from all sources, (first) all the ordinary and 
necessary expenses actually paid within the year out of income 
in the maintenance and operation of its business and properties, 
including all charges such as rentals or franchise payments, re- 
quired to be made as a condition to the continued use or pos- 
session of property; (second) all actually sustained 
within the year and not compensated by insurance or otherwise, 
including a reasonable allowance for depreciation of property, 
if any, and in the case of insurance companies the sums other 
than dividends, paid within the year on policy and annuity con- 
tracts and the net addition, if any, required by law to be made 
within the year to reserve funds; (third) interest actually paid 
within the year on its bonded or other indebtedness to an 
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amount of such bonded and other indebtedness not exceeding: 


the paid-up capital stock of such corporation, joint ‘stock com- 
pany or association, or ‘insurance company, outstanding at the 
close of the year, and in the case of a bank, banking asseciation 
or trust company, all interest actually paid by it within the year 
on deposits; (fourth) all sums paid by it within the year for 
taxes imposed under the authority of the United States or of 
any State or Territory ‘thereof, or imposed by the government of 
any foreign country as a ‘condition to carrying on business 
therein; (fifth) all amounts received by it within the year as 
dividends upon stock of other corporations, jvint stock com- 
panies or associations, or insurance companies, subject to the 
tax hereby imposed: Provided, That in the case of a corpora- 
tion, joint steck company or association, or insurance company, 
organized under the laws of a foreign country, such net income 
shall be ascertained ‘by deducting from the gross:amount of its 
income received within the year from business ‘transacted and 
capital invested within the United States and any of its Terri- 
tories, Alaska, and the District of Columbia, (first) all the 
ordinary and necessary expenses actually paid within the year 
out of earnings in the maintenance and operation of its business 
and property within the United States and its Territories, 
Alaska, and the District of Columbia, including all charges such 
as rentals or franchise payments required to be made as a 
eondition to the continued use or possession of property; 
(second) all losses actually sustained within the year in busi- 
ness conducted by it within ‘the United States or its Territories, 
Alaska, or the District of Columbia not compensated by in- 
surance or otherwise, including a reasonable allowance for de- 
preciation of property, if any, and in the case of insurance 
companies the sums other than dividends, paid within the year 
on policy and annuity contracts and the net addition, if any, 
required by law to be ‘made within the year to reserve funds; 
(third) interest actually paid within the year on its bonded or 
other indebtedness ‘to an amount of such bonded and other in- 
debtedness, not exceeding the proportion of <its paid-up capital 
stock outstanding at.‘the close of the year which ‘the gross 
amount of its income for the year from business transacted and 
capital invested ‘within the United States and:any of its Terri- 
tories, Alaska, and the District of Columbia ‘bears to the gross 
amount of its ineome derived from all sourees -within and ‘with- 
out ‘the United States; (fourth) the sums paid by it within the 
year for taxes imposed under the authority of the United States 
or of any State or Territory thereof; (fifth) all amounts re- 
eeived by it within the year as dividends upon stock of other 
eorporations, joint stock companies or associations, and insur- 
ance companies, subject to the tax hereby imposed. In the case 
of assessment insuranee companies the actual deposit of sums 
with state or territorial officers, pursuant to law, as additions 
to guaranty or reserve funds shall be treated as being payments 
required by law to ‘reserve funds. 

‘Third. There shall be deducted from the amount of the net 
income of each of such ‘corporations, joint stock companies or 
associations, or insurance companies, ascertained as provided 
in the foregoing paragraphs of this section, the sum of five 
thousand dollars, and said tax shall be computed upon the re- 
mainder of said net income of such corporation, joint stock 
company or association, or insurance company, for the year 
ending December thirty-first, nineteen hundred and nine, and 
for each calendar year thereafter; and on or before ‘the ‘first 
day of March, nineteen hundred and ten, and the first day of 
March in each year ‘thereafter, a true and accurate return 
under oath or affirmation of its president, vice-president, or 
other principal officer, and its treasurer or assistant treasurer, 
shall be made by each of the corporations, joint stock companies 
or associations, and insurance companies, subject ‘to the tax 
imposed by this section, to the collector of internal revenue ‘for 
the district in which such corporation, joint steck company or 
association, or insurance company, has its principal place of 
business, or, in the case of a corporation, joint stock company 
or association, or insurance company, organized under the laws 
of a foreign country, in the place where its principal ‘business 
is carried on within the United States in such form as the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of ‘the 
Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, setting forth (first) 
the total amount of the paid-up capital stock of such corpora- 
tion, joint-stock company or association, or insurance company, 
outstanding at the close of the year; (second) the total amount 
of the bonded and other indebtedness of such corporation, joint 
stock company or association, or insurance company at the 
close of the year; (third) the gross amount of the income -of 
such corporation, joint stock company or association, or insur- 
ance company, received during such year from all sourees, and 
if organized under the laws of a foreign country ‘the gross 
amount of its income receiveil within the year from business 
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‘transacted and capital invested within the United States ang 


any of its Territories, Alaska, and the District of Columbia; 

also the amount received by «such corporation, joint stock eo,)- 

pany or association, or insurance company, within the year |v 
way of dividends upon stock of other eorporations, joint stock 
companies or associations, or insuranee companies, subject to 
the tax imposed by this section; (fourth) the total amount of 
all the ordinary and necessary expenses actually paid out of 
earnings in the maintenance and operation of the business a)( 
properties of such corporation, joint stock company or associa- 

tion, or insuranee company, within the year, stating separately 
all charges such as rentals or franchise payments required to 
be made as a condition to the continued use or possession of 
property, and if organized under the laws of a foreign country 
the amount so paid in the maintenance and operation of iis 
business within the United States and its Territories, Alaska, 

and the District of Columbia; (fifth) the total amount of a!| 
losses actually sustained during the year and not compensated 
by insurance or otherwise, stating separately any amounts 
allowed for depreciation of property, and in the case of insur- 
ance companies the sums other than dividends, paid within the 
year on policy and annuity contracts and the net addition, if 
any, required by law to be made within the year to reserve 
funds; and in the case of a corporation, joint stock company or 
association, or insurance company, organized under the laws 
of a foreign country, all Josses actually sustained by it during 
the year in business conducted by it within the United States 
or ‘its Territories, Alaska, and the District of Columbia, not 
compensated by insurance or otherwise, stating separately any 
amounts allowed for depreciation of property, and in the case 
of insurance -companies.,the sums, .other than dividends, paid 
within the year on policy and :annuity contracts and the net 
addition, if any, required by law to be made within the year to 
reserve fund; (sixth) the amount of interest actually paid 
within the year on its bonded or other indebtedness to an 
amount of such bonded and other indebtedness not exceeding 
the paid-up capital steck of such eorporation, joint stock com- 
pany or association, or insuranee company, outstanding at the 
close of the year, and:in the case of a bank, banking associa- 
tion, or trust company, stating separately all interest paid by 
it within the year on deposits; or in-case of.a.eorporation, joint 
stock company or association, or insurance company, organized 
under the laws of a foreign country, interest so paid on its 
bonded or other indebtefness to an amount of such bonded and 
other indebtedness not exceeding the proportion of its paid-up 
capital stock outstanding at the close of the year, which the 
gross amount of its income for the :year from business trans- 
acted and capital invested within the United States and any of 
its Territories, Alaska, and the District of Columbia, bears to 
the gross.amount of its income derived from all sources within 
and without the United States; (seventh) the amount paid by 
it within the year for taxes imposed under the authority of the 
United States or any State or Territory thereof, and separately 
the amount so paid by it for taxes imposed by the government 
of any foreign country as a condition to carrying on business 
therein; (eighth) the net income of such corporation, joint 
stock company or association, or insurance company, after 
making the deductions in this section authorized. All such re- 
turns shall as received be transmitted forthwith by the collector 
to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

“Fourth. Whenever evidence shall be produced before tlic 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue which in the opinion of the 
commissioner justifies the belief that the return made by any 
corporation, joint stock company ‘or asseciation, or insurance 
company is incorrect, or whenever any collector shall report to 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that any eorporation, 
joint stock company or association, or insurance company hs 
failed to make a return as required by law, the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue may require from the corporation, joint 
stock company or association, or insurance company making 
such return, such further information with ‘reference to its 
capital, income, losses, and expenditures as he may deem ex- 
‘pedient; and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, for tlic 
purpose of ascertaining the correctness of such return or fr 
the purpose of making a return where none has been made, 5 
hereby authorized, by any regularly appointed revenue ageit 
specially designated by him for that purpose, to examine any 
books and papers bearing upon the matters required to be in- 
cluded in the return of such corporation, joint stock company 
or association, or insuranee company, and to require the attend- 
ance of any officer or employee of such corporation, joint stoci 
company or association, or insurance company,:and to take his 
‘testimony with reference to the matter required ‘by law to be in- 
cluded in such return, with power ‘to administer -oaths ‘to. such 


‘person or persons; and ‘the ‘Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
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may also invoke the aid of any court of the United States hav- 
ing jurisdiction to require the attendance of such officers or em- 
ployees and the production of such books and papers. Upon the 
information so acquired the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
may amend any return or make a return where none has been 
made. All proceedings taken by the CommiSsioner of Internal 
Revenue under the provisions of this section shall be subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

“ Fifth. All returns shall be retained by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, who shall make assessments thereon; and in 
case of any return made with false or fraudulent intent, he 
shall add one hundred per cent of such tax, and in case of a 
refusal or neglect to make a return or to verify the same as 
aforesaid, he shall add fifty per cent of such tax. In case of 
neglect occasioned by the sickness or absence of an officer of 
such corporation, joint stock company or association, or insur- 
ance company, required to make said return, or for other suffi- 
cient reason, the collector may allow such further time for mak- 
ing and delivering such return as he may deem necessary, not 
exceeding thirty days. The amount so added to the tax shall 
be collected at the same time and in the same manner as the tax 
originally assessed unless the refusal, neglect, or falsity is dis- 
covered after the date for payment of said taxes, in which case 
the amount so added shall be paid by the delinquent corpora- 
tion, joint stock company or association, or insurance company 
immediately upon notice given by the collector. All assessments 
shall be made and the several corporations, joint stock com- 
panies or associations, or insurance companies shall be notified 
of the amount for which they are respectively liable on or be- 
fore the first day of June of each successive year; and said as- 
sessments shall be paid on or before the thirtieth day of June, 
except in eases of refusal or neglect to make such return, and 
in cases of false or fraudulent returns, in which cases the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue shall, upon the discovery thereof, 
at any time within three years after said return is due, make a 
return upon information obtained as above provided for, and 
the assessment made by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
thereon shall be paid by such corporation, joint stock company 
or association, or insurance company immediately upon notifica- 
tion of the amount of such assessment; and to any sum or 
sums due and unpaid after the thirtieth day of June in any 
year, and for ten days after notice and demand thereof by the 
collector, there shall be added the sum of five per cent on the 
amount of tax unpaid and interest at the rate of one per cent 
per month upon said tax from the time the same becomes due. 

“Sixth. When the assessment shal) be made, as provided in 
this section, the returns, together with any corrections thereof 
which may have been made by the commissioner, shall be filed 
in the office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and shall 
constitute public records and be open to inspection as such. 

“Seventh. It shall be unlawful for any collector, deputy col- 
lector, agent, clerk, or other officer or employee of the United 
States to divulge or make known in any manner whatever not 
provided by law to any person any information obtained by him 
in the discharge of his official duty, or to divulge or make known 
in any manner not provided by law any document received, evi- 
dence taken, or report made under this section except upon the 
special direction of the President; and any offense against the 
foregoing provision shall be a misdemeanor and be punished by 
a fine not exceeding one thousand dollars, or by imprisonment 
not exceeding one year, or both, at the discretion of the court. 

“Eighth. If any of the corporations, joint stock companies 
or associations, or insurance companies, aforesaid, shall refuse 
or neglect to make a return at the time or times hereinbefore 
specified in each year, or shall render a false or fraudulent 
return, such corporation, joint stock company or association, 
or insurance company, shall be liable to a penalty of not less 
— one thousand dollars and not exceeding ten thousand 
dollars. 

“Any person authorized by law to make, render, sign, or 
verify any return who makes any false or fraudulent return, 
or statement, with intent to defeat or evade the assessment re- 
quired by this section to be made, shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and shall be fined not exceeding one thousand dollars 
or be imprisoned not exceeding one year, or both, at the dis- 
cretion of the court, with the costs of prosecution. 

“All laws relating to the collection, remission, and refund of 
internal-revenue taxes, so far as applicable to and not incon- 
sistent with the provisions of this section, are hereby extended 
and made applicable to the tax imposed by this section. 

“ Jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the circuit and district 
courts of the United States for the district within which any 
person summoned under this section to appear to testify or to 
produce books, as aforesaid, shall reside, to compel such at- 





tendance, production of books, and testimony by appropriate 
process.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 835: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 835, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 1 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the number 
“8” and insert in lieu thereof the number “27;” in line 7, af- 
ter the word “act,” insert the words “and no longer;” in line 
15, after the word “act,” insert the words “and no longer; ” 
and strike out all of lines 18 to 25, inclusive, of the matter 
inserted by said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 847: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 847, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
1 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the num- 
ber “ 20” and insert in lieu thereof the number “36;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That in the enrollment of the bill the sections and paragraphs 
thereof be numbered in consecutive order. 

SERENO E. PAYNE, 
JOHN DALZELL, 
SAMUEL W. McCALtL, 
HenryY SHERMAN BOUTELL, 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
J. W. Forpney, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
J. C. Burrows, 
Borges PENROSE, 
EvuGENE HALe, 
S. M. CuLtom, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 1488) 
to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States, and for other purposes, submit the 
following statement showing the effect of the agreement reached 
by the conferees: 

The Senate has made numerous changes in the form of the 
bill, striking out the subheadings and combining in section 1 the 
dutiable schedules and the free list, which change necessitated 
150 separate amendments. These amendments in no way affect 
the subject-matter of the bill, and the House conferees have 
agreed to them. 


SCHEDULE A.—CHEMICALS, 


Amendment No. 3 increases the duty on boracic acid from the 
House rate of 2 cents to the Senate rate of 3 cents per pound. 

Amendment No. 4 increases the duty on oxalic acid from the 
House rate of 1 cent to the Senate rate of 2 cents per pound. 

Amendment No. 5 reduces the rate on salicylic acid from the 
Senate rate of 10 cents to the House rate of 5 cents per pound. 

Amendment No. 9 reduces the rate on alcoholic compounds 
from the House rate of 60 cents per pound and 45 per cent ad 
valorem to the Senate rate of 60 cents per pound and 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Amendment No. 14 changes the rate on chemical compounds 
containing alcohol to 55 cents per pound, with a minimum rate 
of 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Amendment No. 15 places a duty of four-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound on hydrate of alumina if containing not more than 64 
per cent of alumina, and a rate of six-tenths of 1 cent per pound 
if containing more than 64 per cent of alumina, and places a 
rate of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound on alum, etce., if contain- 
ing less than 15 per cent of alumina and more than three-tenths 
of 1 per cent of iron oxide, and a rate of three-eighths of 1 cent 
per pound on other alum. 

Amendment No. 16 places aqua ammonia under the unenu- 
merated articles, as under the present law. 

Amendment No. 17 increases the rate on tartrate of soda or 
potassa or Rochelle salts containing more than 90 per cent of 
bitartrate of potash to 4 cents per pound as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of the House rate of 3 cents per pound. 

Amendment No. 19 makes bleaching powder dutiable at one- 
fifth of 1 cent per pound, as proposed by the House, instead of 
one-half of 1 cent per pound, as proposed by the Senate. 


Amendment No. 20 reduces the duty on blue vitriol to one- 
fourth of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the Senate. 
Amendment No. 22 places a duty on borates of lime, etc., of 


2 cents per pound. 
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Amendment No. 27 reduces the rate on coal-tar dyes and 
colors from 35 per cent as proposed by the House to 30 per cent 
as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No, 30 fixes a duty on articles made from collo- 
dion of 65 cents per pound and 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Amendment No. 32 fixes a duty on copperas of fifteen one- 
hundredths of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 40 fixes a duty on extracts of quebracho not 
exceeding in density 28° Baumé of one-half of 1 cent per pound, 
and on that exceeding in density 28° Baumé of three-fourths of 
1 cent per pound, 

Amendment No. 44 fixes a duty on gelatin, glue, ete, at 2 
cents per pound as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 47 fixes a duty of 24 cents per pound on ex- 
tracts of licorice in paste, rolls, and other forms as proposed 
by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 50 restores orange oil to paragraph 3 at 25 
per cent instead of making it dutiable at 50 per cent as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 51 places a duty of 8 cents per gallon on 
sod oil, 

Amendments Nos. 54 and 55 increase the duty on certain 
forms of opium from $1 as proposed by the House to $1.50 as 
proposed by the Senate, and amendment No. 56 places a specific 
duty of 5 cents per pound on coca leaves. 

Amendment No. 59 fixes a duty on blanc-fixe at one-half of 1 
cent per pound as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 60 fixes a duty on chrome colors at 1% cents 
per pound. 

Amendment No. 62 fixes a duty on orange minerals at 3} cents 
per pound. , 

Amendment No. 63 fixes the duty on red lead at 2§ cents per 
pound. 

Amendment No. 65 fixes the duty on varnishes, including gold 
size or japan, at 25 per cent ad valorem; on enamel paints made 
with varnish at 35 per cent ad valorem; on spirit varnish made 
with methyl alcohol at 35 cents per gallon and 35 per cent ad 
valorem; and on other spirit varnishes at $1.32 per gallon and 
35 per cent ad valorem. 

Amendment No. 66 fixes the duty on vermilion red containing 
lead at 5 cents per pound. 

Amendment No. 67 fixes the duty on white lead at 24 cents 
per pound. 

Amendments Nos. 68 and 69 fix the duty on whiting and Paris 
white at one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, if dry; and one-half 
of 1 cent per pound if ground, in oil or putty. 

Amendment No. 72 fixes a duty on glazes, etc., used in the 
manufacture of ceramic articles, at 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Amendment No. 73 fixes a duty on Paris green and London 
purple at 15 per cent ad valorem as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 74 places a duty of 3 cents per pound on 
white acetate of lead. 

Amendment No. 75 fixes a duty of 2 cents a pound on brown, 
gray, or yellow acetate of lead. 

Amendment No. 76 fixes a duty of 2} cents a pound on nitrate 
of lead. 

Amendment No. 77 places a duty of 24 cents a pound on 
litharge. 

Amendment No. 80 places a duty of 2} cents a pound on 
bichromate and chromate of potash as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 93 reduces the duty on floral waters to 20 
per cent ad valorem as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 94 restores the House duty of 50 cents per 
pound on santonin, 

Amendment No. 96 increases the rate on fancy or perfumed 
toilet soap to 50 per cent ad valorem as proposed by the Senate 
in lieu of 20 cents per pound as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 98 reduces the duty on bicarbonate of soda 
to five-eighths of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 99 increases the duty on bichromate and 
chromate of soda to 1} cents per pound as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 100 fixes a duty on sulphide of soda contain- 
ing more than 35 per cent of sulphide of soda at three-eighths 
of 1 cent per pound, and on that containing more than 35 per 
eent of sulphide of soda at three-fourths of 1 cent per pound 
as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 102 reduces the duty on refined sulphur from 
$6 per ton, as proposed by the Senate, to $4 per ton, as proposed 
by the House. 

Amendment No. 103 fixes a duty on vanalin at 20 cents per 
ounce. 


SCHEDULE B.—EARTHS, EARTHENWARE, AND GLASSWARE, 


Amendments Nos. 108, 110, 111, and 112 place a specific duty 
on quarry tiles of 45 per cent ad valorem. 
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Amendment No. 115 reduces the duty on lime from 10 cents 
per 100 pounds, as proposed by the Senate, to 5 cents per 100 
pounds, as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 116 fixes a duty on plaster rock or gypsum, 
crude, at 30 cents per ton. 

Amendment No. 117 fixes a duty on Keene’s cement, if valueq 
at $10 or less per ton, at $3.50 per ton; if valued at from $10 
to $15 per ton, at $5 per ton; if valued at from $15 to $30 per 
ton, at $10 per ton; if valued at over $30 per ton, at $14 per 
ton, as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 118 and 119 fix a duty on pumice stone, 
if manufactured, at three-eighths of 1 cent per pound; if un- 
manufactured and valued at $15 or less per ton, at 30 per cent 
ad valorem; and if valued at more than $15, one-fourth of 1 
cent per pound. 

Amendment No. 126 fixes a duty on asphaltum and bitumen, 
if crude and not dried, at $1.50 per ton; and if dried or other- 
wise advanced, at $3 per ton, as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 130 increases the duty on fluor spar from 
$1.50 per ton as proposed by the House to $3 per ton as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 132 places all Rockingham earthenware, 
whether decorated or not, at 40 per cent ad valorem as proposed 
by the Senate, and also includes yellow earthenware covered 
with vitreous glaze at 40 per cent. 

Amendment No. 145 places a duty of 20 per cent on carbon 
and of 30 per cent on certain manufactures of carbon as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 146 imposes a duty of 20 per cent on gas 
retorts. 

Amendment No. 147 imposes a duty of 35 cents per 100 feet 
on electric-light carbons made from petroleum coke, and 65 
cents per 100 feet on those made from lampblack or retort car- 
bon, as proposed by the Senate in lieu of 35 per cent ad valorem 
as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 152 reduces by one-eighth of 1 cent each the 
duties on the three smallest sizes of common window glass of 
the less expensive quality from the rates proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 160 places a duty of 60 per cent on glass 
tiles or tiling as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos, 168, 169, and 170 reduce the rate on marble 
paving tile, not more than 1 inch in thickness, from 10 cents 
per superficial foot as proposed by the House to 8 cents per 
superficial foot as proposed by the Senate; and reduce those be- 
tween 1 and 14 inches in thickness from 124 cents per superficial 
foot as proposed by the House to 10 cents per superficial foot as 
proposed by the Senate; and on that between 14 and 2 inches in 
thickness from 15 cents per superficial foot as proposed by the 
House to 123 cents per superficial foot as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 173 and 174 reduce the rates on mosiic 
cubes of marble if loose from one-half of 1 cent per pound and 
20 per cent ad valorem as proposed by the House to one-fourth 
of 1 cent per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem as proposed by 
the Senate; and if attached to paper or other material, from 10 
cents per superficial foot and 35 per cent ad valorem as pro- 
posed by the House to 5 cents per superficial foot and 35 per 
cent ad valorem as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 176 fixes the duty on unmanufactured or un- 
dressed building or monumental stone at 10 cents per cubic foot 
in lieu of 6 cents per cubic foot as proposed by the House and 
12 cents per cubic foot as proposed by the Senate. 

SCHEDULE C.—METALS AND MANUFACTURES OF. 

Amendment No. 180 fixes a duty on iron ore at 15 cents per 
ton. 
~ Amendment No. 181 fixes the duty on pig iron at $2.50 per 
ton, and on scrap iron at $1 per ton. 

Amendment No. 182 reduces the duty on bar iron from four- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the House to three- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 185 reduces the duty on charcoal iron from 
$10 per ton as proposed by the House to $8 per ton as proposed 
by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 187 increases the duty on beams, girders, and 
structural steel valued above nine-tenths of 1 cent per pourd 
from three-tenths of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the House 
to four-tenths of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 189. The classification of boiler and other 
plate iron and steel has been slightly changed and some slight 
increases made over the rates as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 198. A change in the classification of bands 
and strips of steel has been made and an ad valorem rate ii- 
posed of 35 per cent. 

Amendment No. 194. Railway fish plates and splice bars have 
been increased to three-tenths of 1 cent per pound as proposed 
by the Senate in lieu of two-tenths of 1 cent per pound as pro- 
posed by the House. 
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No. 195. Iron or steel sheets galvanized have 
been reduced to two-tenths of 1 cent per pound as proposed by 
the House in lieu of three-tenths of 1 cent per pound as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 196. Sheets welded with layers of other 
metal have been reduced to 40 per cent ad valorem as proposed 
by the Senate in lieu of 45 per cent ad valorem as proposed 


by the House. ; 

Amendment No. 197. Polished, planished, or glanced sheets of 
iron and steel have been reduced from 1} cents per pound as 
proposed by the House to 1} cents per pound as proposed by 
the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 204 and 205. The classification of the cheap- 
est sheets and plates of steel has been changed, with a corre- 
sponding slight increase in the rates as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 206. Sheets and plates of steel valued be- 
tween 7 and 10 cents per pound have been reduced from 2 cents 
per pound as proposed by the House to 1.9 cents per pound as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 207. The classification of the high-priced 
high-speed steel valued at above 16 cents per pound has been 
changed, with a resulting increase in duties over the rates as 
proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 208. The duty on steel wool is fixed at 40 
per cent ad valorem as proposed by the House, in lieu of 35 per 
cent ad valorem as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 209. The duty on steel grit, etc. is fixed at 
1 cent per pound as proposed by the Senate in lieu of 45 per 
cent ad valorem as proposed by the House. 

Amendments Nos. 213 and 214. Wire rods valued at 4 cents or 
less per pound are reduced from four-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound as proposed by the House to three-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound as proposed by the Senate; and those valued at over 4 
cents per pound are reduced from three-fourths of 1 cent per 
pound as proposed by the House to six-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 215. Round iron or steei wire smaller than 
No. 16 wire gauge is increased from 14 cents as proposed by the 
House to 1} cents as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 216 and 217. The minimum duties on all 
round iron or steel wire are reduced from 40 per cent as pro- 
posed by the House to 35 per cent as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 225. The duty on flat wire, rolled or drawn 
through dies, etc., and wire not specially provided for is reduced 
from 45 per cent as proposed by the House to 35 per cent as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 226 and 227. The additional duty on articles 
manufactured from wire is reduced from 1} cents as proposed 
by the House to 1 cent per pound as proposed by the Senate, and 
the additional duty of 1 cent per pound imposed by the House 
on wire rope or wire strand is stricken out. 

Amendment No. 229. The duty on telegraph, telephone, and 
similar wires covered with rubber, etc., is fixed at 40 per cent in 
lien of 45 per cent as proposed by the Senate, and a specific duty 
of three-fourths of 1 cent per pound on barbed fence wire, and 
of 25 cents per thousand and 40 per cent ad valorem on wire 
heddles or healds as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 240. The duty on anvils is reduced from 
seven-eighths of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the House to 
five-eighths of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 243. The duty on axles, ete., is reduced from 
1 cent per pound as proposed by the House to three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 244. The duty on blacksmith’s hammers and 
sledges, track tools, etc., is reduced from one-half of 1 cent per 
pound as proposed by the House to three-eighths of 1 cent per 
pound as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 245. The duty on bolts, hinges, ete., is re- 
duced from 1} cents per pound as proposed by the House to 
13 cents per pound as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 249. The duty on malleable iron castings is 
reduced from nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the 
a to seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the 

enate. 

Amendment No. 251 imposes a minimum rate on tubes, etc., 
made of charcoal iron of 13 cents per pound as proposed by 
the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 257, 258, 259, 260, and 261 change the 
classification on pocket cutlery, razors, and scissors, retaining 
the House rates on cutlery and scissors, and reducing the 
Senate rate on razors. 

Amendment No. 264. The duty on files, 24 inches in length 
and under, is fixed at 25 cents per dozen; between 2} and 44 
inches in length, at 474 cents per dozen; between 44 and 7 








inches in length, at 624 cents per dozen; and over 7 inches. at 
774 cents per dozen in lieu of 40 per cent ad valorem on all of 
the above as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 269. The duty on cut nails and spikes is re- 
duced from five-tenths of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the 
House to four-tenths of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 271 and 272. The duty on wire nails is 
fixed at four-tenths of 1 cent per pound on those not less than 
1 inch in length, in lieu of one-fourth of 1 cent as proposed by 
the House and one-half of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the 
Senate; and on those less than 1 inch in length at three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the Senate, in lieu of one- 
half of 1 cent per pound as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 273. The duty on spikes, nuts, washers, and 
horseshoes is increased from one-half of 1 cent per pound as 
proposed by the House to three-fourths of 1 cent per pound as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 274. The duty on latch needles is fixed at 
$1.15 per 1,000, and 35 per cent ad valorem in lieu of $1 per 
1,000 and 25 per cent ad valorem as fixed by the House and 
$1.25 per 1,000 and 35 per cent ad valorem as fixed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 276. Fish hooks and fishing tackle are spe- 
cially provided for at 45 per cent ad valorem as proposed by 
the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 278 and 279. The duty on engraved, stereo- 
typed, and electrot steel plates is increased from 20 per cent 
as proposed by the House to 25 per cent as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, and on lithographic plates, etc., from 20 per cent as pro- 
posed by the House to 50 per cent as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 283, 284, 285, and 286. The duty on wood 
screws is fixed as follows. Those over 2 inches in length, at 3 
cents per pound in lieu of 2 cents per pound as proposed by the 
House and 34 cents as proposed by the Senate; those between 
1 and 2 inches in length, at 5 cents per pound as proposed by 
the Senate in lieu of 4 cents per pound as proposed by the 
House; those between 1 and one-half inch in length, at 8 cents 
per pound as proposed by the Senate in lieu of 6 cents per pound 
as proposed by the House; those one-half inch in length and 
less, at 10 cents per pound in liew of 8 cents per pound as pro- 
posed by the House and 12 cents per pound as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 287 and 28S. The duty on umbrella ribs and 
tubes, etc., is increased from 35 per cent as proposed by the 
House to 50 per cent as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 291. Barium, calcium, magnesium, sodium, 
and potassium, and alloys thereof, are specifically mentioned 
with a duty of 3 cents per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 292. The duty on antimony, as regulus or 
metal, is fixed at 14 cents per pound, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, in lieu of three-fourths of 1 cent as proposed by the House; 
and on antimony ore, etc., not containing more than 10 per 
cent of lead, at 1 cent per pound. 

Amendment No. 293. The Senate recedes from its amend- 
ment making ores containing arsenic dutiable at 14 cents per 
pound, and white arsenic or arsenious acid at 2 cents per 
pound, and the same are restored to the free list as proposed by 
the House. 

Amendment No. 294. Bronze powder, ete., is made dutiable 
at 10 cents per pound as proposed by the Senate, in lieu of 
12 cents per pound as proposed by the House. 

Amendments Nos. 296 and 297. Tinsel wires and metal threads 
are reduced from 10 cents per pound as proposed by the House 
to 5 cents per pound as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 299. Articles made from tinsel wire are in- 
creased by an additional specific duty of 15 cents per pound as 
proposed by the Senate over a duty of 60 per cent as proposed 
by the House. 

Amendment No. 300. The duty on hooks and eyes is fixed at 
43 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Amendments Nos. 301 and 302. The duty on pig lead, etc., is 
fixed at 2$ cents per pound as proposed by the Senate, and on 
lead in- sheets, etc., fixed at 2} cents per pound. 

Amendment No. 304. The duty on monazite sand and thorite 
is reduced from 6 cents per pound as proposed by the Senate to 
4 cents per pound as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 305. Oxide and salts of thorium and gas 
mantles are specifically mentioned with a duty of 40 per cent. 

Amendment No. 306. Certain chromium and other high-grade 
metals are specifically enumerated, and these valued at over 
$200 a ton made duitable at 15 per cent ad valorem and those 
valued at $200 and less at 25 per cent ad valorem; the duty on 
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ferrosilicon containing not more than 15 per cent of silicon fixed 
at $5 a ton in lieu of $4 per ton as proposed by the House and 
$6 per ton as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 311. The House provision for certain fancy 
pins, buckles, etc., is stricken out, relegating these articles to 
the jewelry paragraph. 

Amendment No. 312. Tungsten-bearing ores are specifically 
provided for at a duty of 10 per cent in lieu of 15 per cent as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 313. The classification of watch movements 
has been rearranged with approximately the same rates of duty. 

Amendment No. 314. Zinc-bearing ores containing less than 10 
per cent of zine are placed upon the free list; those containing 
between 10 and 20 per cent of zinc are made dutiable at one- 
fourth of 1 cent per pound on the zinc therein, and those con- 
taining between 20 and 25 per cent of zinc at one-half of 1 cent 
per pound on the zinc therein, and those containing 25 per cent 
or more of zinc at 1 cent per pound on the zinc therein as pro- 
posed by the Senate in lieu of 1 cent per pound on all the fore- 
going as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 315. Zinc in blocks or pigs is made dutiable at 
12 cents per pound in lieu of 1 cent per pound as proposed by 
the House and 14 cents per pound as proposed by the Senate; 
zine in sheets at 14 cents per pound in lieu of 1} cents per 
pound as proposed by the House and 1} cents per pound pro- 
posed by the Senate; zinc in sheets coated with other metal 
at 1} cents per pound in lieu of 14 cents per pound proposed 
by the House and 2 cents per pound proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 318. Electrical machinery is made dutiable 
at 45 per cent ad valorem as proposed by the Senate in lieu 
of 30 per cent ad valorem as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 320. Certain embroidery and lace making 
machines, machines for manufacture of linen cloth, and tar and 
oil spreading machines for use in the construction of roads are 
admitted free of duty until January 1, 1912. 

Amendment No. 321. Nippers and pliers are specifically men- 
tioned with a duty of 8 cents per pound and 40 per cent ad 
valorem in lieu of 10 cents per pound and 40 per cent ad valorem 
as proposed by the Senate. 


SCHEDULE D.—LUMBER, 


Amendment No. 325. Duty on rough lumber is fixed at $1.25 
per 1,000 feet, in lieu of $1 as proposed by the House and $1.50 
as proposed by the Senate; and the Senate rates on planed and 
finished lumber being a substantial reduction from the House 
rates, are adopted. 

Amendment No. 326. Brier root and other woods suitable for 
pipe-makers’ use are dutiable at 15 per cent ad valorem as pro- 
posed by the Senate, in lieu of 25 per cent as proposed by the 
House. 

Amendment No. 329. Clapboards are made dutiable at $1.25 
per 1,000, in lieu of $1 as proposed by the House and $1.50 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 330. The duty on laths is fixed at 20 cents 
per thousand pieces as proposed by the House, in lieu of 25 
cents per thousand pieces as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 331. The duty on shingles is fixed at 50 cents 
per thousand as proposed by the Senate, in lieu of 30 cents per 
thousand as proposed by the House. 


SCHEDULE E.—SUGAR, MOLASSES, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 
Amendment No, 343. Saccharine is made dutiable at 65 cents 

per pound, in lieu of 50 cents per pound as proposed by the 

House and 75 cents per pound as proposed by the Senate. 


SCHEDULE F.—TOBACCO AND MANUFACTURES OF, 


Amendment No. 347. The House provision imposing an addi- 
tional duty on filler tobacco produced in or imported from 
countries that prohibit the importation of tobacco from this 
country is stricken out. 

SCHEDULE G.—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS. 

Amendment No. 352. The duty on live animals is fixed at 20 
per cent ad valorem as proposed by the House in lieu of 25 per 
cent as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 354. Barley is made dutiable at 30 cents per 
bushel as proposed by the Senate in lieu of 24 cents a bushel 
as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 355. Barley malt is made dutiable at 45 cents 
per bushel as proposed by the Senate in lieu of 40 cents per 
bushel as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 357. Oats are made dutiable at 15 cents per 
bushel as proposed by the House in lieu of 20 cents per bushel 
as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 359. Rye is made dutiable at 10 cents per 
bushel as proposed by the House in lieu of 20 cents per bushel 
as proposed by the Senate. 
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Amendment No. 360. The rate on wheat is fixed at 25 cents 


per bushel as proposed by the House in lieu of 30 cents per 
bushel as proposed by the Senate. 


Amendment No. 362. Biscuits, wafers, cakes, etc., valued at 


over 15 cents per pound are made dutiable at 50 per cent aq 
valorem. 


Amendment No. 369. The duty on cabbages is fixed at 2 cents 


each as proposed by the House in lieu of 3 cents each as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 


Amendment No. 371. The duty on hops is fixed at 16 cents per 


pound, in lieu of 12 cents per pound as proposed by the House 
and 20 cents per pound as proposed by the Senate. 


Amendments Nos. 374, 375, and 377. A new classification was 


adopted with specific rates on plants and seeds as proposed by 
the Senate with substantially equivalent rates to those proposed 
by the House. 


Amendment No. 376. The duty on potatoes is fixed at 25 


cents per bushel as proposed by the House in lieu of 45 cents 
per bushel as proposed by the Senate. 


Amendment No. 387. Oysters are restored to the free list as 


proposed by the House in lieu of the duty of 25 per cent ad 
valorem as proposed by the Senate. 


Amendment No. 400. The duty on olives in bulk is reduced to 


15 cents per gallon as proposed by the Senate in lieu of 20 cents 
as proposed by the House. 


Amendment No. 401. The duty on lemons is increased from 
1} cents per pound as proposed by the House to 14 cents as 


proposed by the Senate. 


Amendment No. 402. The duty on pineapples in barrels and 
packages is reduced from one-half of 1 cent per pound as pro- 
posed by the Senate to 8 cents per cubic foot as proposed by the 
House. 

Amendment No. 407. The duty on fresh beef, etc., is reduced 
from 2 cents per pound as proposed by the Senate to 14 cents 
per pound as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 413. The duty on chicory root raw is fixed at 
134 cents per pound in lieu of 24 cents per pound as proposed by 
the House and 1 cent per pound as proposed by the Senate; 
and on the burnt or roasted, etc., at 3 cents per pound in lieu of 
5 cents per pound as proposed by the House and 23 cents per 
pound as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos, 414 to 420. The duty on cocoa and chocolate 
is reduced to the present rates of duty in lieu of the increases 
as proposed by the House. 

Amendments Nos. 425 and 426. The duty on salt in packages 
is fixed at 11 cents per 100 pounds in lieu of 12 cents per 100 
pounds proposed by the House and 10 cents per 100 pounds pro- 
posed by the Senate; and on salt in bulk, at 7 cents per 100 
pounds in lieu of 8 cents per 100 pounds proposed by the House 
and 6 cents by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 428. The duty on spices is restored to the pres- 
ent rate in lieu of the increases proposed by the House. 

Amendments Nos. 430 to 453. The duties on wines and spirits, 
ete., are increased 15 per cent as proposed by the Senate over 
the existing rates as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 454. A new classification and rates on min- 
eral waters proposed by the House are adopted, except that the 
bottles and other containers are made dutiable at one-third of 
the rate that would be charged thereon if imported empty or 
separately in lieu of the full rates on such containers as pro- 
posed by the House. 


SCHEDULE I.—COTTON. 


Amendment No. 457. A minimum duty of 15 per cent is fixed 
on cotton thread and carded yarns, as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 461. A new classification is provided for 
cable-laid yarns or threads, with a minimum rate of 20 per 
cent in lieu of 25 per cent as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 475. A minimum rate of 20 per cent is fixed 
on spool thread of cotton as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 477 to 493. A new classification is adopted 
for countable cotton cloth valued at over 7 cents per square 
yard at specific rates based on value as proposed by the Senate, 
which rates are substantially the same as the rates proposed 
by the House on goods of the same value. 

Amendment No. 508. On fashioned hosiery the duty is fixed, 
on that valued at not more than $1 per dozen pairs at 70 cents 
per dozen pairs; on that valued between $1 and $1.50 per dozen 
pairs at 85 cents per dozen pairs; on that valued between $1.50 
and $2 per dozen pairs at 90 cents per dozen pairs; on that 
valued between $2 and $3 per dozen pairs at $1.20 per dozen 
pairs, with an additional duty on all the foregoing of 15 per 
cent ad valorem; on men’s and boys’ cotton gloves valued at 
not more than $6 per dozen the duty is fixed at 50 cents per 
dozen pairs and 40 per cent ad valorem; and on those valued 
at more than $6 per dozen pairs at 50 per cent ad valorem. 



















































SCHEDULE J.—HEMP, FLAX, AND JUTE. 


Amendments Nos. 509 and 510. Flax straw and flax not 
hackled or dressed are taken from the free list as proposed by 
the House and made dutiable at $5 per ton and 1 cent per pound, 
respectively, as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 511. Hemp and tow of hemp are made duti- 
able at $22.50 per ton; and hemp, hackled, at $45 per ton. 

Amendment No. 512. Jute and jute butts are placed on the 
free list as proposed by the House in lieu of being dutiable at 
14 cents per pound as proposed by the Senate. 

“Amendment No. 522. The classification of oilcloths and lin- 
oleum has been changed and the duties largely decreased. 

Amendments Nos. 523 to 535. Laces and articles embroidered 
and decorated have been reclassified and those inexpensively pro- 
duced taken out of this paragraph, so that they will fall within 
other classifications at lower rates of duty. 

Amendment No. 587. The expensive laces and embroidery, 
etc., made on the Lever or Gothrough machine have been sepa- 
rately classified and made dutiable at 70 per cent. 

Amendment No. 544. Cotton and similar bagging have been 
taken from the free list as proposed by the Senate and made 
dutiable at six-tenths of 1 cent as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 553. Istle and tampico, when dressed, etc., 
have been specifically classified and made dutiable at 20 per 
cent ad yalorem in lieu of 35 per cent as proposed by the 


SCHEDULE K.—W0OOL AND MANUFACTURES OF. 

Amendment No. .555. The present duties on carpet wool as 
proposed by the Senate have been restored in lieu of the new 
classification as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 556. The present duties on wastes, etc., as 
proposed by the Senate have been restored in lieu of the reduced 
duties proposed by the House, 

Amendment No. 557. Shoddy is made dutiable at 25 cents per 
pound as proposed by the Senate in lieu of 20 cents as pro- 
posed by the House. 

Amendment No, 558. The duty on noils, etc., is fixed at 20 
cents per pound as proposed by the Senate in lieu of 18 cents 
per pound as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 559. The duty on woolen rags is fixed at 10 
cents per pound as proposed by the Senate in lieu of 6 cents per 
pound as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 560. The duty on tops valued at not over 20 
cents per pound is fixed at two and one-fourth times the duty on 
wool of the first class and 30 per cent ad valorem, and on those 
valued at over 20 cents per pound at three and one-third times 
the duty on woo! of the first class and 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Amendment No. 561. The additional ad valorem duty on 
woolen yarns valued at not more than 30 cents per pound is 
fixed at 35 per cent ad valorem in lieu of 25 per cent as proposed 
by the House and 40 per cent as proposed by the Senate. 


Amendment No. 566. The entire silk schedule has been re- 
classified and specific duties imposed, with some reductions and 
some increases over the present rate. 

SCHEDULE M.—PAPER AND PULP. 


Amendment No. 567. Mechanically ground wood pulp is made 
dutiable at one-twelfth of 1 cent per pound, with a reciprocal 
provision for free wood pulp substantially as proposed by the 


Amendments Nos. 570 and 571. Print paper valued at not 
more than 2} cents per pound is made dutiable at three-six- 
teenths of 1 cent per pound in lieu of one-tenth of 1 cent per 
pound as proposed by the House and two-tenths by the Senate; 
and that valued above 2} cents per pound and not above 24 
cents per pound at three-tenths of a cent per pound as proposed 
by the Senate in lieu of the two-tenths of 1 cent per pound as 
proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 576. The duties on surface coated paper, etc., 
have been reclassified and adopted as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 577. The duties on postal cards, labels, bands, 
decalecomanias, etc., have been reclassified and made dutiable 
aS proposed by the Senate. 


Amendment No. 611. The duty on bituminous coal is fixed at 
45 cents per ton in lieu of 60 cents per ton as proposed by the 
Senate, and a provision for reciprocal free coal as proposed by 
the House is stricken out. 

Amendment No. 633. A new classification of jewelry was 
adopted as proposed by the Senate, with varying rates of duty 
from 45 to 85 per cent instead of at 60 per cent as proposed by 


Amendment No. 634. Diamonds and precious stones advanced 
in condition or value from their natural state were made duti- 
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able at 10 per cent ad valorem as proposed by the House in 
lieu of 15 per cent as proposed by the Senate, and those in 
their natural state were restored to the free list as proposed 
by the House in lieu of 5 per cent as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 637 to 646. Hides of cattle are placed on 
the free list as proposed by the House in lieu of being dutiable 
at 15 per cent as proposed by the Senate, and various manu- 
factures of hides were correspondingly reduced in duty. 

Amendments Nos. 649 and 650. The rates on gloves are fixed 
as in the present law as proposed by the Senate in lieu of the 
increased duties on women’s gloves proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 670. Pencils of paper, wood, or other ma- 
terial are made dutiable at 45 cents per gross and 25 per cent 
as proposed by the Senate in lieu of 50 cents per gross and 25 
per cent as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 675. The provision proposed by the House 
placing agricultural implements on the free list when imported 
from countries giving free entry to like articles imported from : 
the United States, which was proposed to be stricken out by 
the Senate, is restored. 

Amendment No. 678. The duty proposed by the Senate on 
foreign-built yachts was stricken out and in lieu thereof an 
internal-revenue tax imposed upon the use of such yachts. 


FREE LIST. 


Amendments Nos. 683 and 684. Benzoic acid was restored 
to the free list as proposed by the House and chlorosulphonic 
acid taken therefrom. 

Amendment No. 708. Certain specified crude products of coal 
tar were retained on the free list as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 718. Cutch was taken from the free list as 
proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 748. Cotton-seed oil and croton oil are placed 
on the free list as proposed by the House; petroleum, crude or 
refined, including kerosene, benzine, naphtha, gasoline, and sim- 
ilar oils produced from petroleum, are placed upon the free list 
as proposed by the House, without any provisions for a counter- 
vailing duty. 

Amendment No. 749. Oleo stearin is placed on the free list 
as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 755. Platinum retorts and similar apparatus 
are restored to the free list as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 756. Radium is placed on the free list as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 778. Tallow is taken from the free list and 
restored to the dutiable list as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. —. A proviso is inserted for a duty of 4 
cents per pound on tin whenever it shall appear to the satis- 
faction of the President that the mines of the United States 
are producing 1,500 tons per year. 

Amendment No. 785. A new description of works of art is 
adopted, and those which have been in existence more than 
twenty years are placed upon the free list. 

Amendment No. 790. The House provision for reciprocal free 
trade with the Philippine Islands with certain limitations is 
adopted substantially as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 796. The provision for the marking and 
branding of imported articles substantially as proposed by the 
House is adopted. 

Amendments Nos. 797 to 812, inclusive, being the administra- 
tive provisions in the present law, and which were stricken out 
by the Senate, were restored. 

Amendment No. 813. The House provision for smelting in 
bond is redrafted and adopted. 

Amendment No. 814. In lieu of the House drawback provision 
the present drawback law is adopted, with the addition of the 
provisions proposed by the House for a drawback on prepara- 
tions made in part from domestic alcohol. 

Amendments Nos. 815 and 817, being administrative pro- 
visions of the present law which were proposed to be stricken 
out by the Senate, are restored. 

Amendments Nos. 818 and 819. In lieu of the increased 
cigarette tax and the free-leaf provision proposed by the House 
there is inserted the tobacco provisions and a redrafted free- 
leaf provision substantially as proposed by the Senate carrying 
an increased tax on manufactured tobacco. 

Amendments Nos. 820 to 824, inclusive. In lieu of the tax 
on inheritances proposed by the House, there is inserted a tax 
of 1 per cent upon the net income of corporations. 

Amendment No. 829. The Senate provision for a maximum 
tariff and provisions for its enforcement is adopted, with some 
modifications. The “ general tariff” is changed to the “ maxi- 
mum tariff.” 

Amendment No. 832. The customs administrative act of 1890, 
as amended, is further amended and codified as proposed by 
the Senate, and a provision added creating a customs court of 




































SCHEDULE L.—SILKS. 


















SCHEDULE N.—SUNDRIES. 
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appeals, and an Assistant Attorney-General and assistants to 
represent the Government in customs cases. 

Amendment No. 835. The provisions of the present law for the 
floating of lumber on the St. John and St. Croix rivers are re- 
pealed after the expiration of two years after the passage of 
this act as proposed by the Senate, and the provision for simi- 
lar privileges on the Rainy River as proposed by the Senate is 
stricken out, 





SERENO E. PAYNE, 
JOHN DALZELL, 
SAMUEL W. McCALL, 
Henry SHERMAN BOUTELL, 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
J. W. ForDNEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it is my intention to call up this 
report for the action of the House to-morrow, having it printed, 
under the rules, in the Recorp, and we will also be able to 
furnish each Member, about 2 o’clock, perhaps earlier—we had 
designed to have them here this morning—a copy of the re- 
port and the statement. I would like, if it is the wish of the 
House, to dispose of this report before the House adjourns to- 
morrow. [Applause.] While I do not desire to cut off debate 
unnecessarily, with that end in view, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet at 10 
o’clock to-morrow. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does the other proposition go with that, 
that you will have a vote during the day? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; I do not make any such proposition, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is open? 

Mr. PAYNE. That will be in the control of the House en- 
tirely. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman just tell us how we 
ean get the bill and report. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say that the copies will be sent to the 
post-office and put in each Member’s box; they will be also 
distributed at the desk by one of the clerks, or perhaps the 
Doorkeeper’s force will be kind enough to take charge of it 
when they come up here. I regret very much they are not 
ready this morning. A good many people worked all night to 
get them ready. 

Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia. How many copies of the bill 
are being printed? How many copies will be given to each 
Member? 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that 
the bill and the report and statement of the managers on the 
part of the House be printed as a document—say, 2,000 copies. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SCOTT. Does the gentleman’s request include the state- 
ment of the changes? 

Mr. PAYNE. And I will include also, Mr. Speaker, a state- 
ment of the changes in the bill, which statement I prepared for 
the use of the press. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I should be glad, and I think we 
all would, if the gentleman from New York would ask for/a 
greater number than 2,000, because there will be an enormous 
demand for these statements, and I wish that the gentleman 
would make it 10,000. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have already had a great many 
requests of that sort. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If they are printed as a document, 
additional copies can be printed as they are required. 

Mr. PAYNE. This proposition is to limit it to 2,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But if it is printed as a public docu- 
ment, then additional copies of it can be printed as they are 
required. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose anybody can obtain copies in the 
manner prescribed by law—by paying for them. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; the Committee on Printing can 
order it reprinted from time to time as a public document. 

Mr. MANN. Up to $200. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. For each order. 

Mr. PAYNE. My request was that these documents be 
printed separately—the bill, the conference report, the state- 
ment of the managers on the part of the House, and also this 
statement which I have sent to the desk, which I have prepared 
myself, in regard to the changes in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
how many copies? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will make the number 5,000 copies. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Make it 10,000, I want to send a good 
many of them home, 
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Mr. PAYNE. I understand the Committee on Printing can 
order an additional number to be printed as a document. 

Mr. MANN. If the number is made too large, there wi!) 
not be any printed, because the House can not order a reprint, 
except under a limitation of cost. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me suggest to the gentleman 
from New York that if this thing is to be printed it ought to 
be sent to the folding room. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I suggest to the gentleman from 
New York that his statement ought to be printed in the Recorp 
also. 

Mr, PAYNE. I will incorporate the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, that they be distributed through the folq- 
ing room. 

Mr. KEIFER. They ought to go to the Members pro rata, 

Mr. PAYNE. That means pro rata. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Missouri will permit 
me on that question, they have just moved the documents from 
the folding room annex to the basement of the House Office 
Building. There are probably half a million or a million docu- 
ments over there to the credit of Members of this House, un- 
destroyed, taking up room that could be much better used other- 
wise, documents which are now of no value to anybody. You 
can not get Members to send them out or dispose of them in 
any way, and two-thirds of these will go the same way, because 
there are now over there large numbers of documents of this 
character, relating to the Dingley tariff law, the Wilson tariff 
law, and the McKinley tariff law, which have never been 
sent out. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am not certain but that will be 
the best disposition that could be made of these. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LANGLEY. I will be glad to take the whole 5,000 copies 
myself, and distribute them, too. 

Mr. MANN. But you can not get 5,000 copies if they go to 
the folding room. 

Mr. LANGLEY. 
could. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. The trouble about the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY] is that he wants the earth for 
the Tenth Kentucky District, and if he does not get it one way, 
he will get it another way. I admire his energy and determina- 
tion, but must protest against his getting more than I do. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from New York will re- 
state his request, so that the Chair can put it to the House, the 
Chair will be obliged to him. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
5,000 copies of the bill as reported by the conferees be printed 
as a document; that 5,000 copies of the report of the conference 
committee be printed as a document; that 5,000 copies of the 
statement of the House conferees and 5,000 copies of the state- 
ment prepared by myself, which I have sent to the desk, be 
printed as a document, to be distributed through the folding 
room of the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is this statement explaining the bil! on 
behalf of the House conferees a unanimous statement? 

Mr. PAYNE. It is my own statement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Idonot mean the gentleman’s own state- 
ment. I mean the statement which he asks to have printed on 
behalf of the managers on the part of the House. Is it a parti- 
san statement made by that side of the House, or is it a unani- 


I know that. I meant that I would if I 


| mous statement representing the views on behalf of the man- 


agers on the part of the House? Is it a partisan statement 
made by that side of the House, or is it the unanimous state- 
ment representing the views of the House? 

‘ Mr. PAYNE. It has not been passed upon by this side of the 
fouse. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has it been passed upon by anyone? 

Mr. PAYNE. It has been considered by members of the con- 
ference committee on this side, but by no one on that side. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I doubt the advisability of printing mat- 
ter like that as a document. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is a statement of facts. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My fear is that it is a misstatement of 
alleged facts. 

Mr. MANN. It does not require unanimous consent to print 
it as a document; it becomes a document as soon as it is pre- 
sented to the House. I presume the gentleman asked unanimous 
consent because he wants additional copies. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will yield to me, I 
want to state that there will be no objection on this side of the 
House to the printing of the bill so that the Members can get 
copies. The minority members of the Ways and Means Com- 
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mittee have not had a chance to read the statement or see it or 
consider it, and until they have had the opportunity to look into 
it fully, and see what is in it, they can not consent to give 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw the 
request so far as the statement prepared by myself is concerned, 


and modify it to that extent. I ask to print only the bill 
(H. Doe. No. 92), the report of the conferees (H. Doc. No. 91), 
and the statement of the managers on the part of the House 
(H. Doe. No. 93). 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York as modified? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from New York when will the copies be available to Members— 
the bill, the statement, and the conference report? 

Mr. PAYNE. They are all in type, and as soon as the Print- 
ing Office can get-them here. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I want to know when that will be. 

Mr. PAYNE. At 2 o'clock this afternoon. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentieman asked to print the state- 
ment of the managers on the part of the House as a document? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; it is an official statement. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is not until this side of the House 
has seen it. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is a report required under the rules requir- 
ing a statement to be made by the managers on the part of the 
House, The gentleman’s party can not be hurt by any state 
ment like that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Can not be heard? 
members of the committee of conference? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman knows that the statement by 
the managers on the part of the House is always offered as a 
document. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York if he understood the gentleman from Alabama to object to 
the printing of the statement of the increases and decreases 
prepared by the chairman of the House committee? 

Mr. PAYNE. I did. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understood that the gentleman objected to 
the printing of the statement of the managers on the part of 
the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. SCOTT. May I inquire of the gentleman from Alabama 
whether that is so? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York as modified? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I want to couple with 
that a request that if the minority members of the conference 
committee on the part of the House conclude to make a state- 
men they shall have that also printed as a document. I do not 
know that they will desire to make a statement. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will couple that with a request later. My 
request was to print a statement prepared by me which has 
been objected to by the gentleman from Alabama. There should 
not be any objection to the official report provided for under the 
rules of the House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The gentleman from New York 
asked for four different documents to be printed. 

Mr. PAYNE. And I withdrew the request for the last one. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But the gentleman still leaves in 
his request these official statements signed by him and his fel- 
low conferees on the Republican side. What I ask is, if we 
conclude this evening to get up a statement, if we have time 
enough, that ours shall be published also as a document. 

Mr. PAYNE. When the gentleman gets that up I will join 
with him in a request to publish the statement as a public 
document, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The statement I am talking about is 
the official statement of the minority Members of the conference. 

Mr. PAYNE. The rules do not provide for any official state- 
ment of that kind by the minority. I am asking for the pub- 
lication of documents which the rules provide for. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from New York will 
allow me, as I understand the proposition, his request is for 
the printing of the bill, for the printing of the report, which is 
mere detail of where you strike out and where you insert. The 
gentleman’s next proposition is to print the statement by the 
conferees, which is not an argument, but merely a statement of 
the actual changes made. That is as far as I understand that 
the gentleman’s request goes. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is all I request now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And that is purely official. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair will inquire 
further of the gentleman from New York whether he desires 
the amendments printed as a part.of the bill, 
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Mr. PAYNE. No; I desire to have printed the bill reported 
by the conference committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, unless some other gentleman has 
some suggestion, I am prepared to make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MANN. Why does not the gentleman obtain unanimous 
consent and proceed to explain to the House the conference 
report at this time. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman will try to do that to-morrow. 
I am not prepared to go on to-day. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr, Latta, one of his secretaries. 





{After a pause.} The 


ASSISTANT TALLY 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I present the 
following privileged report from the Committee on Accounts, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House, from and after December 6, 1909, and until otherwise provided 
by law, compensation at the rate of $2,500 per annum for the services 
of an assistant to the tally clerk. 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I now ask 
that the report accompanying this resolution be read as a part 
of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HuGcues of West Virginia, 
submitted the following report: 

The Committee on Accounts having had under consideration the fol- 
lowing resolution, recommend its adoption, to wit: 

“Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House, from and after December 6, 1909, and until otherwise provided 
for by law, compensation at the rate of $2,500 per annum for the sery- 
ices of an assistant to the tally clerk.” 

This resolution creates the new office of assistant to the tally clerk, 
effective from and after December 6, 1909, made necessary by the fol- 
lowing amendments to the rules of the House for this Congress, adopted 
March 15, 1909, to wit: 

“2. Amend Rule XIII by adding the following paragraph, to be num- 
bered 3, as follows: 

“*3. After a bill which has been favorably reported shall have been 
upon either the House or the Union calendar for three days any Member 
may file with the Clerk a notice that he desires such a bill placed upon 
a special calendar, to be known as the “calendar for unanimous con- 
sent.”” On days when it shall be in order to move to suspend the rules 
the Speaker shall, immediately after the approval of the Journal, direct 
the Clerk to call the bills upon the calendar for unanimous consent. 
Should objection be made to the consideration of any Dill so called, it 
shall immediately be stricken from the calendar for unanimous con 
sent, and it shall not thereafter be placed thereon.’ ” 


CLERK. 


from the Committee on Accounts, 


As will be seen, this rule creates a new calendar of business, the 
calendar for unanimous consent. By the terms of the rule bills 
from two other calendars—the Union and House—may be placed 


thereon, and such bills when reached and objected to shall be placed 
back again upon the calendar from which taken. The methods so pro 
vided will increase the duties of the clerk who prepared the calendars, 
and will necessitate painstaking efforts to insure accuracy of arrange 
ment, and frequent rearrangement of the index to the calendars. Thus 
additional and important duties will be imposed upon the tally clerk, 
whose present duties of recording yea-and-nay votes and preparing 
the calendars of business are of such important nature as to make it 
unwise to add-to them without providing him with an assistant. An 
accurate record of the votes of Members and of arrangement and re- 
arrangement of the business of the House on the four separate calen 
dars now authorized is of such great moment to the House and to 
the country that your committee believes it to be real economy to pro- 
vide an additional clerk for the work as well as in the interest of 
orderly procedure. 

While a clerk has always recorded the yeas and nays, it was not 
until 1880 that he was given a distinctive titlie—that of tally clerk 
and for many years his duties consisted of recording votes and of in 
dicating the action of the House upon bills and other legislative propo- 
sitions. He was relieved of much of the latter class of work when the 
old method of calling the States and Territories for the introduction 
of bills and of calling committees for reports was abandoned, and the 
present method of handing such matters to the Clerk (Journal clerk and 
Clerk at the Speaker's table) was substituted. But the calendars of 
business were assigned to the tally clerk for preparation. For a long 
time the calendar, as it is called, was merely a dumping ground 
without index or calendar number. Business was placed on it in the 
order of reporting from committee by dates. Often the calendar as 
sumed large proportions, frequently numbering from two to three hun- 
dred pages, and without an index it was a difficult matter to locate a 
particular bill. But with the growth in the membership of the Hor 
and the corresponding increase in the number of bills, etc., presented, 
and the increase in the number of reports made by committees, busi 
ness methods were introduced which have made the “calendar” what 
it is to-day—an indispensable work of reference to the current business 
of the Heuse and to the status of all measures either pending thereon 
or taken therefrom. It has been enlarged and its scope of usefulness 
increased by a statistical summary published at the close of each ses- 
sion. The work of entering and of taking off bills from the calendar 
and of shifting the index corresponding is sufficient in itself to 
occupy the attention of one clerk in addition to his primary duty of 
recording votes. And now that another calendar—and a _ most im- 
portant one to every Member of the House—has been created, it ought 
to be, and we think it will be, apparent to the House that, to insure 
accuracy in its arrangement, rearrangement, and indexing, we should 
not only not risk impairment of the efficiency of the present competent 
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tally clerk by imposing ag him these further and highly important 
duties, but should give him the assistance provided in the resolution 
which is herewith favorably reported. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from New York? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to hear any explanation which 
the gentleman may have to make about this place. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I will say for 
the information of the House that the report fully sets forth 
why this clerk is necessary, but for fear that the House did 
not fully understand it on account of the confusion, I want to 
simply add that the amendment to the rule, of which the gentle- 
man from New York, I think, was the author, makes this as- 
sistant tally clerk necessary on account of additional work 
which will be added to the work of the tally clerk. The com- 
mittee after investigating this matter found this assistant 
clerk to be necessary. They amended the resolution and made 
the date effective on December 6, at the beginning of the next 
Congress. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much does this tally clerk receive? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. The tally clerk receives a 
salary of $2,500. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And you are giving the assistant $2,500, 
are you? 

Mr. MURDOCK. How much do you propose to pay the as- 
sistant tally clerk? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Twenty-five hundred dollars, 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman tell us when the salary 
begins? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. December 6, 1909, at the be- 
ginning of the next regular session of Congress. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
another question. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I will yield. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Did I understand the gentleman to say that 
the necessity for the creation of this additional clerkship was 
brought about by the adoption of what is called the “ Fitz- 
gerald resolution ” on the 15th day of March last. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Part of the fruits of that resolution? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Sir? 

Mr. CLAYTON. It is part of the fruits of that resolution. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Well—— 

Mr. MANN. On the theory it will do a great deal of service. 

Mr. CLAYTON. On the theory it has done a good deal of 
bad up to this time and promises more bad in the future. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Has the gentleman prepared a state- | 


ment showing the number of bills which were upon the Union 
and House calendars at any one time during the last session 
of Congress? 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Have I prepared a state- | 


ment 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; has the gentleman made any ex- 
tended examination to show the number of bills which were 
at any time upon both the Union and House calendars and 
which could be placed upon this new calendar under the amend- 
ment to which the gentleman refers? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. The committee made an ex- 
amination of the additional work that this would require on 
account of this amendment, and therefore deemed it neces- 
sary—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How could the gentleman’s committee 
know how much additional work would be required if it made 
no examination to determine how many bills would be admis- 
sible? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I hope the gentleman did 
not understand me to say that we did not make an examination ; 
we did make an examination. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman evaded nicely answering 
directly the question I asked and did not give a definite answer 
to the question; now, will the gentleman state how many bills 
at any one time were upon the House and Union calendars 
which, under the amendment to the rule to which the gentle 
man refers, could be placed upon the unanimous-consent cal- 
endar? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. No; I can not give that 
precise information. But it is reasonable to suppose that the 
bulk of reported public bills will be sent there. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. ‘Then, how does the gentleman know 
how much work may be imposed upon the tally clerk or the 
calendar clerk? 


JULY 30, 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. The gentleman must under. 
stand that every bill except a pension bill or a bill carrying 
appropriations would go on this calendar. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It would not. The gentleman.does not 
understand the rule. Ninety per cent of the bills reported to 
this House go upon the Private Calendar, and no bill upon the 
Private Calendar can be placed upon this new unanimous-consent 
calendar. I wish when the gentleman has.time he would yield 
me some in which to discuss his resolution. 

Mr. MANN. What is the salary fixed? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Twenty-five hundred dollars. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What is the salary of the tally clerk? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. If I am not mistaken, the 
salary of the tally clerk is $3,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman know what it is? 
He stated a moment ago it was twenty-five hundred dollars. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I think it is now $3,900. 
It was, I think, twenty-five hundred and increased to three 
thousand. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is that the careful examination that 
the gentleman has made, when he can not tell what the chief 
of this new position does receive? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I do not think that the 
salary the chief receives is material. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman would not wish to give 
the subordinate all that the chief is receiving, I am sure. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact, if the gentleman will yield, that 
the tally clerk is paid a large salary because it requires a very 
expert man to keep the tally, and that he has great responsi- 
bility in keeping a roll call correctly? On the other hand, is it 
not a fact that making up this unanimous-consent calendar re- 
quires only a pair of shears and a paste pot? 

Mr. BURLESON. Who did the gentleman say was going to 
get this place? 

a SPEAKER. The question is on agrecing to the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to 
yield me some time. This resolution will not be passed by 
unanimous consent. I wish to be recognized, if the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Hugues] has finished. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman comes a little late, it seems 
to the Chair. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Oh, no; the previous question has not 
been asked. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from West Virginia 
{Mr. Hucues] yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] ? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. How much time does the 
gentleman require? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Five or ten minutes. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I yield the gentleman five 
minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it may have been assumed 
by some gentlemen that to-day, when everybody is so interested 
in the presentation of the conference report on the tariff bill, 
such a resolution as this might slip through, but it will not 
pass without some statement being made about its effect. It 
is preposterous to assert that the amendment to the rules to 
which the gentleman from West Virginia refers requires the 
creation of a place the incumbent of which will receive, noi 
$2,500 a year, but $2,750 a year, because every year he will 
receive the additional month’s salary under the resolution that 
is usually passed. The fact is that an examination of the 
three calendars of this House will disclose that probably 90 per 
cent of the bills reported go upon the Private Calendar. Not 
a single one of those bills can be placed upon the unan‘mous- 
consent calendar. Outside of those bills which are excluded— 
general appropriation bills—bills. privileged under the rulcs, 
which are on either the House or Union Calendar, can not be 
placed upon this unanimous-consent calendar. So the truth is, 
in my opinion, that not more than 8 or 9 per cent of the bills 
which go upon the calendars of the House can be placed upon 
the unanimous-consent calendar. 

I have no desire to refer particularly to the attempted slur 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CiraytTon] or of anyone else 
who charges that the recent amendment to the rules has neces- 
sitated the creation of this unnecessary office. My honest juds- 
ment is that those amendments really will be of inestimable 
advantage to all of the Members of the House. I am opposed, 
however, to the House being permitted to take advantage of 
desirable changes in the rules unnecessarily to increase tle 
force of this House. I assert from my own knowledge of the 
number of employees in this House that they are now fm one 
another’s way, and if this additional work is required to be 
done, it affords an opportunity for some of those clerks to 
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use, as the gentleman from Illinois has said, the shears and 
paste pot to get up this unanimous-consent calendar. The gen- 
tleman from West Virginia, with the able assistance of all, it 
seems, of the members of the Committee on Accounts—because 
it is a most surprising thing that this committee never makes 
any report that is not unanimous, no matter how obnoxious its 
reports may be—is not even able to say what compensation is 
now received by the tally clerk of the House. It appears they 
have never examined the calendars which are printed two or 
three times a week for the information of the House, in order 
to determine just what bills would be placed upon this unani- 
mous-consent calendar. Mr. Speaker, until it has been demon- 
strated by actual work in the House that this place is neces- 
sary, I am unwilling to consent that it shall be created. I in- 
tend to move to recommit this resolution to the Committee on 
Accounts, and I hope the House will support the motion. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I ask the gentleman from West Virginia to 
‘ield to me. 

: ae HUGHES of West Virginia. How much time does the 
gentleman want? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Five minutes. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama for five minutes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this resolu- 
tion, because it contemplates the creation of an unnecessary 
office. I do not think it necessary to elaborate the reasons 
that show it to be an unnecessary place. The clerical force of 
this House has been quite sufficient to take care of all the 
business of the House during all this time without the creation 
of this office. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to have a recrudescence of any 
of the unpleasantness that happened recently; but I want to 
say here again that we are reminded of the fact that every 
time our Democratic brethren go out to help our Republican 
brethren out of a hole the Republican majority takes advantage 
of it at some time or another to create another office, or to do 
some other devilish thing. [Laughter.] Now, from what I 
gather from what the gentleman from West Virginia has said, 
the reason why this resolution is necessary, or the creation of 
this office is necessary, is because of the adoption of the Fitz- 
gerald resolution on the 15th day of March last. He ought to 
know what brought about the necessity for this office. Cer- 
tainly he recites that as the reason for its creation. He has 
no other reason for it; and, Mr. Speaker, I hope the member- 
ship of this side of the House will take warning from this, and 
hereafter vote against Republican propositions, to the end that 
the Republican side of this House may not have a Democratic 
excuse for the creation of an unnecessary office. [Loud ap- 
plause.] : 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. How much time does the 
gentleman want? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. About five minutes. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia. { 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I am nét con- 
cerned whether this resolution should pass or should be de- 
feated. It is a matter of the least concern to me. I probably 
would not have said anything on the subject but for the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from New York, that it was a curious 
fact that there was never anything reported from the Commit- 
tee on Accounts except it was unanimous. That is true so far 
as the reports at this session are concerned. It is true, because 
there were only three members of the committee, and we have 
not reported anything unless it was unanimous. I want to say, 
Mr. Speaker, I have been upon this committee for fourteen 
years. I was.appointed by the Hon. Thomas B. Reed, without 
any solicitation on my part, and not as a reward for anything 
I have done for the Republican party. [Applause.] I desire 
to state further that I had rather be charged with being in ac- 
cord with the Republican members of the committee, whose 
duty has been to see whether it were necessary for the purpose 
of transacting public business to have sufficient employees and 
sufficient service, a matter of no political concern, than not to 
be in accord with my party upon the most vital subject that 
has been before the country in years, as the gentleman from 
New York was. 

Mr. Speaker, I would rather be in accord with my political 
enemies, so to speak, on a small matter of this kind, than not 
to be in accord with my political friends and my political party 
upon questions of great importance. This is not a question of 
great importance. I am indifferent to the result of it; but 
there is no reason why I should be criticised for being in accord 
with the Republicans upon a simple, insignificant matter of the 
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appointment of a small official of the Hagse. While Democrats 
have a right to criticise me, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FirzerraLp], who was out of accord with his party upon 
the most vital question which his party has had to consider for 
years, has no right to do so. 

I repeat that I do not care what becomes of this resolution. 
I am not one of those who think that this amendment to the 
rule providing a so-called “ unanimous-consent catendar” is 
worth anything. In my opinion, it is not worth the flip of your 
fingers. It has been heralded «3s a great benefit. It was a 
stalking horse behind which men hid for the purpose of accom- 
plishing something else. This new rule creates a unanimous- 
consent calendar, upon which bills reported from committee 
may be placed; and if a bill is not objected to, you consider it. 
If it is objected to, it goes back upon the calendar, never again 
to go upon the unanimous-consent calendar during that session. 
It is no addition to the facilities of this House to transact its 
own business, because you can do that now by getting consent 
from the Speaker to recognize you. 

Now, there has never been a report from the Committee on 
Accounts since I have been upon it, when I was present, that 
has not been scrutinized. It is not just to say that this com- 
mittee is to be blamed, or that the minority member of it is to 
be blamed, because the House has not been burdened with a 
statement of how many bills were on the calendar last year or 
how many might go upon the consent calendar. I have not 
undertaken to find out how many there were. I do not care 
how many there were. I understand from the statement of the 
Clerk, which has been read there in the report, that an addi- 
tional officer will be necessary. It is true that we have taken 
the statement of Republican officials. 

These Republican officials who do the work of the clerk’s 
office are honorable men, as honorable as the gentleman from 
New York, as honorable as any gentleman in this House, and 
when they come before the committee and state in their official 
capacity that this officer is absolutely necessary in order to do 
the work, the committee has accepted their statement, and I 
have no apology to make for doing so. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia a question, if he will kindly yield. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Why, certainly. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman, being a member of the 
Committee on Accounts, may be able to answer this question: 
About how many cases does the gentleman from Georgia esti- 
mate can possibly, under the amended rules, go upon the unani- 
mous-consent calendar? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman from Georgia 
does not know. The gentleman from Georgia does not care. 
The gentleman from Georgia has such a contempt for the mis- 
erable Fitzgerald rule that he has not investigated it to find 
out. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Has the gentleman from Georgia, in 
agreeing to the report of the Committee on Accounts, taken that 
subject into consideration at all, as to whether the oflice is 
necessary or unnecessary ? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. We have taken the word of the 
Chief Clerk of this House, and of the gentlemen who do the 
work of the House, every one of whom we have had before us, 
and they have stated that this office is absolutely necessary. 
They may have stated how many bills were upon the calendar: 
they may have stated how many bills would go upon the consent 
calendar. I did not charge my mind with it; it was not neces- 
sary, and would not be of any value to anyone. 

I stated to my associates on that committee that I was of the 
opinion, from the evidence that I had had, that the office was 
necessary, but I was unwilling that it should go into effect, or 
that the official should draw any pay, until the beginning of his 
work on the 6th day of December next, when the committee 
would report bills for the calendar. 

The resolution was introduced soon after the Fitzgerald 
resolution was adopted. I have declined to vote for it until I 
could ascertain, as well as I might, what the necessity for it 
was. It is true I have not gone into the statistical detail, as 
some gentlemen think I ought to have done, but I have taken 
the testimony and word of these gentlemen, the officials of the 
House; and now, having said this, I state to this side of the 
House that I do not care whether the resolution passes or not. 
I believe that when Congress meets, and this work is to be done, 
the foree that is now at hand will not be able to do it satis- 
factorily to the House without additional help. The salary that 
is provided for is a reasonable salary, in comparison with what 
men in like service in this House receive. It is true this office 
is to go to a Republican. This official is to be appointed by that 
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side of the House. That is proper, for they have control of the 
House and the right to appoint the officers. I am not here, and 
I have never occupied the position of saying that this House or 
its Members should not be entitled to have, if in my judgment 
their work requires it, the necessary employees and the neces- 
sary salary to transact the business of the House, in the way 
that the law and the rules provide that it shall be performed. 
This official should be a Republican, because the Republicans 
are in the majority, but I can not refuse to vote for it on that 
ground, I know that the Democrats would do the same thing 
if they had control and were in the majority. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make 
an additional statement in reference to the salary of the tally 
clerk. The salary of the tally clerk is $700 less than that of 
any other man at the desk, being $3,300. I stated inadvert- 
ently a while ago that his salary was $2,500, thinking the ques- 
tion asked me as to the amount had reference to the assistant. 
On account of the important duties of the tally clerk, the com- 
mittee deemed it advisable to put the salary of the proposed 
assistant at $2,500, so that a suitable and well-equipped man 
could be obtained for that position. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. How much time does the 
gentleman want? 

Mr. MANN. Five minutes. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, since I began service in this House 
the calendars have almost doubled in size. The amount of busi- 
ness transacted by the House is constantly increasing. The 
number of bills which are reported from committees is con- 
stantly increasing. A few years ago the calendar was a source 
of no information. The index was incomplete, and no one could 
find out from examining the index what had been reported to 
the House. That has, to a large extent, been corrected since 
the present tally clerk was placed upon that work. Now, I 
believe that while it is true that the assistant, so far as the 
unanimous-consent calendar is concerned, would not occupy his 
entire time, this House can afford, in the interest of knowing 
what is going on in the House, to provide sufficient clerical 
service so that the Members can tell when they examine the 
calendar not only what bills are pending upon the calendar of 
the House, but what bills have been passed by the House and 
what bills have been passed by the Senate and become a law. 
There have been many times when the cost of a clerk at the 
desk would be quickly saved, and many-fold over, if the House 
had had the information which it ought to have had. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. MANN. I will. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will there be any necessity for 
this clerk until the committees are appointed and the bills 
begin to be placed upon the calendar? Will there be any 
necessity for the clerk until the next session begins in Decem- 
ber? 

Mr. MANN. ‘The resolution provides for the clerk at the 
beginning of the next session. This resolution does not pro- 
vide for the appointment of an assistant now, but when Con- 
gress meets again, after the committees have been appointed 
and when reports commence to come in and when every Mem- 
ber of this House ought to be informed as to what bills are 
going to be put on the unanimous-consent calendar and on 
other calendars. It is extremely important that this calendar 
be well kept. I do not agree with gentlemen on that side of 
the House who have criticised the Fitzgerald rule. There has 
been no step in parliamentary practice of this House since 
the Reed rules which has been so important in the matter of 
correctly transacting the business of the House as the Fitz- 
gerald unanimous-consent-calendar rule. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman allow one 
question further? 

Mr. MANN. If it is for information. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that under the 
Fitzgerald rule if a Member should put a bill on the calendar, 
he has only one chance? Any man can prevent a bill from 
being considered, and that ends his chances, whereas under 
the old rules as often as he could get the Speaker to recognize 
him he could get an opportunity to bring his bill up. 

Mr. MANN. It is not a fact, and no man who reads the 
Fitzgerald rule will believe that that is a fact. There is no 
provision in the Fitzgerald rule which forbids anyone asking 
unanimous consent of the House at any time. The Fitzgerald 
rule only gives one chance to go upon the unanimous-consent 
calendar, but the right will still exist for a Member to ask 
unanimous consent at any time. 


I yield five minutes to the 


Now, in the interest of giving this a proper trial, in the 
interest of having a calendar which gives information to the 
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House, I think we ought to provide the necessary assistants 
at the desk in charge of the calendar, and I hope that the 
House will do that. 


Mr. HUGHBES of West Virginia. 


previous question on the resolution. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. Speaker, I move the 


The question is on the motion of the gentle 


man from West Virginia, ordering the previous question. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Hueues of West Virginia) there were—ayes 175, noes 135. 
So the previous question was ordered. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the 
resolution to the Committee on Accounts. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York to recommit the resolution. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
FITZGERALD) there were—ayes 134, noes 163. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas ang 


nays. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 179, nays 143 
not voting 65, as follows: 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Anderson 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Barnard 
Barnhart 
Beall, Tex, 
Bell, Ga. 
Boehne 
Booher 
Borland 
Bowers 
Broussard 
Burgess 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Byrd 
Byrnes 
Candler 
Cantrill 
Carlin 
Carter 
Cary 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 


Conry 
Cooper, Wis. 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 
Cox, Ohio 
Cravens 
Cullop 
Davis 
Dawson 

De Armond 
Dent 
Denver 
Dickson, Miss. 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Austin 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bates 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Boutel! 
Bradley 
Brownlow 
Burke, Pa. 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burleigh 
Butler 
Calder 
Campbell 
Capron 
Cassidy 
Chapman 
Cocks, N. Y. 


Cooper, Pa. 
Coudrey 
Cowles 
Crow 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Denby 
Diekema 
Douglas 





YEAS—179. 
Dies Jamieson Poindexter 
Dixon, Ind, Jones Pou 
Driscoll, D. A, Keliher Pujo 
Edwards, Ga. Kendall Rainey 
Ferris Kinkead, N. J. Rauch 
Finley Kitchin Reid 
Fitzgerald Kopp Richardson 
Flood, Va. Korbly Riordan 
Floyd, Ark. Lamb Roberts 
Fornes Lassiter Robinson 
‘Foster, Il. Latta Rothermel 
Gaines Lee Rucker, Colo, 
Gallagher Lenroot Rucker, Mo. 
Gardner, Mass. Lever Sabath 
Garner, Tex. Lindbergh Scott 
Garrett Livingston Shackleford 
Gill, Md. Lloyd Sharp 
Gill, Mo. McDermott Sherley 
Gillespie Macon Sherwood 
Gilmore Madison Sims 
Glass Maguire, Nebr. Sisson 
Godwin Martin, Colo. Slayden 
Goldfogle Maynard Small 
Good ae Smith, Tex, 
Gordon Miller, Kans. Sparkman 
Graham, II. Miller, Minn. Spight 
Gregg Moon, Tenn. Stanley 
Griggs Moore, Tex. Stephens, Tex. 
Hamlin Morgan, Okla. Sulzer 
Hammond Morrison Talbott 
Hardy Morse Tawney 
Harrison Moss Taylor, Ala. 
Heflin Murdock Taylor, Colo. 
Helm Murphy Thomas, Ky. 
Henry, Tex. Nelson Thomas, N. C. 
Higgins Nicholls Tou Velle 
Hinshaw Norris Underwood 
Hollingsworth O'Connell Wallace 
Houston Oldfield Watkins 
Hubbard, Iowa Padgett Webb 
Hughes, Ga. Page Wickliffe 
Hughes, N. J. Palmer, A. M, Wilson, Ill. 
Hull, Tenn. Patterson Wilson, Pa. 
Humphreys, Miss. Perkins Woods, Iowa 
James Peters 

NAYS—143. 
Draper Hull, Iowa Palmer, H. W. 
Dure Johnsen, Ohio Parsons 
Dwight Joyce Payne 
Edwards, Ky. Keifer Pearre 
Elvins Knapp Plumiey 
EPnclebright Knowland Pratt 

isch Kronmiller Prince 

Fairchild fean Ransdell, La. 
Fassett Langham Reeder 
Fish Langley Reynolds 
Foelker Law Rodenberg 
Fordney Lawrence Sheffield 
Foss Longworth Simmons 
Foster, Vt. ud ae 
Foulkrod Lowden Smith, Cal. 
Fuller Lundin Smith, Mich. 
Gardner, Mich. McCall Stafford 
Gardner, N. J. McCreary Steenerson 
Graff McGuire, Okla. Sterling 
Grant McKinlay, Cal. Stevens, Minn. 
Greene McKinney Sturgiss 
Gronna McLachlan, Cal. Taylor, Ohio 
Guernsey McLaughlin, Mich.Tener 
Hamer McMorran Thistlewood 
Hamilton Madden Thomas, Ohio 
Hanna Malby Tilson 
Hardwick Mann Tirrell 
Haugen Martin, 8S. Dak. Townsend 
Hay Millington Volstead 
Hayes Mondell Wanger 
Heald Moore, Pa. Washburn 
Henry, Conn. Morehead Wheeler 
Howell, Utah Morgan, Mo. Wile 
Howland ne Woodyard 
Hubbard, W. Va. Olcott Young, N. Y. 
Hughes, W. Va, Olmsted 





1909. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4661 





Andrus Goebel Kennedy, Ohio Sarnders 
Bartlett, Nev. Goulden Kinkaid, Nebr. Speneere 
Brantley Graham, Pa. Kiistermann Smith, lowa 
Calderhead Griest Lindsay pp 

Craig Hamill Loudenslager South wick 
Creager Hawley Lovering perry 
Crumpacker Hill McHenry Sulloway 
Davidson Hitchcock McKinley, Il. y 
Dodds Hobson Moon, Pa. Vreeland 
Priscoll, M. B. Howard Mudd Weeks 
Fllerbe Howell, N. J. Needham Weisse 

Ellis Huff Parker Willett 
stcpinal Pasehee, Wash. Pickett Wood, N. J. 
Focht Johnson, Ky. Pray Young, Mich. 
Fowler Johnson, 8. C. Randell, Tex. 

Garner, Pa. Kahn Rhinock 

Gillett Kennedy, Iowa Russell 


So the motion to recommit was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Mr. McKrxtey of Illinois with Mr. SAUNDERS, 
Mr. Lovertne with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

Mr. Smita of Iowa with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. Sourmwick with Mr. WILLETT. 

Mr. KiisTeRMANN with Mr. RHINOCK. 

Mr. Kennepy of Iowa with Mr. Ranpe x of Texas. 
Mr. Kanw with Mr. McHenry. 

Mr. Hower of New Jersey with Mr. Linpsay. 
Mr. Gerest with Mr. Jonnson of South Carolina. 
Mr. GRAHAM Of Pennsylvania with Mr. Jonnson of Kentucky. 
Mr. Gorse. with Mr. HaMmIrr. 

Mr. Gritett with Mr. GouLpEN. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. EstTorrnat. 

Mr. CruMPACKER with Mr. ELLERBE. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. Garner of Pennsylvania with Mr, Howarp. 

Mr. ANDRUS with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. Sperry with Mr. Cratc. 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. Hrremcock. 

Mr. Weexs with Mr. Hogson. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Barttert of Nevada. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—-AFFAIRS IN THE KONGO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President (S. Doc. No. 147), which was read as fol- 
lows, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit for the information of the Congress a report by the 
Secretary of State, with accompanying correspondence, touch- 
ing the conditions of affairs in the Kongo. 

Wm. H. Tart. 

THe Wuite House, July 29, 1909. 


PAY TO JANITORS, 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
offer the following privileged resolution and report from the 
Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the | 
House, miscellaneous items, fi year endi June 30, 1910, compensa- 
tion at the rate of $60 per month from and including March 4, 1909, 
and until the end of the present session for the services of messengers, 
who have alse performed janitor duty in the rooms of committees not 
heen Saee estan such oo not ~ exceed the number au- 

noriz n the Sixtiet ongress, whose employment and ment shall 
be sanctioned by the Committee on Accounts. — 


Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I now yield | 
five minutes to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Foster]. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I speak for the mes- 
Senger service coupled with the janitor service which is pro- 
vided for the rooms occupied by the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Commerce and Labor and the Committee 
on Expenditures in the State Department during the Sixtieth 
Congress. These committees not having been reappointed for 
the Sixty-first Congress, the former chairmen of those commit- 
tees occupy these rooms by sufferance, and no janitor service has 
been provided for them. The man who performed the service 
during the Sixtieth Congress continues to perform that service. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is that committee room located in this 
building? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. In the Capitol. There are three 


rooms. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How many rooms are provided in this 
resolution for which the messenger and janitor service is pro- 
vided for in the House Office Building? 


Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I do not know about that. There 
are ten rooms here in the Capitol for which no janitor service 
is provided. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What I wish to inquire about is this—— 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The gentleman from New York 
will have to ask the chairman of the committee. I am not 
familiar—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I assumed the chairman of the commit- 
tee had yielded to the gentleman from Vermont to explain this 
resolution. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The gentleman from New York, if 
he had listened to the opening statement of the gentleman from 
Vermont, would have noticed that he said that he spoke for the 
three rooms occupied by the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Weeks] and by the gentleman from Vermont. Now we occupy 
those rooms simply by sufferance. No rooms have been assigned 
to us, and we simply ask that we may have the ordinary janitor 
service that we have had in the past. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Do I understand the gentleman from Ver- 
mont to say that the janitor service for which he is asking 
is for the Committee on Expenditures in the State Department? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Has that committee had any sessions; has it 
done any work in the last two or three Congresses? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. And made reports? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I am not sure about reports, but 
it has done its work; but that is not the question. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That is to some extent the question, because 
if these committees—— 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I think if the gentleman will stop 
to think for a minute he will understand better what the ques- 
tien is. Those gentlemen who have been assigned rooms over 
in the Office Building have a janitor service provided for them. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Weeks], who in the 
last Congress was the chairman of this Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of State has had no assignment of any 
rooms. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Let me finish my statement. Now, 
whether the committee has done any work or not, he is entitled 
to have that room taken care of and to have the janitor service 
rendered him which is rendered the other Members of the 
House. I will be only too glad when next December comes 
around to have some general method of janitor service provided 
for these rooms. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I yield two minutes more 
to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Foster]. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to say to the gentleman before 
he takes his seat that if it is a question of voting for a per- 
sonal attendant upon the gentleman, and it is shown that the 
public service can be advanced by it, I will stretch my conscience 
and vote for it. I object to voting annually and regularly for 
expenses of committees that never meet and perform any serv- 
ice. So far as I am advised, the committees have not reported 
on the expenditures of these various departments. I myself am 
a member of a committee that, so far as I am advised, has had 
no session for two years. That committee is maintained at a 
considerable expense, and I would like to see it abolished. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, as I said before, it 
is not a question of committees. It is whether half a dozen of 
us are to be treated like the rest of the Members and are to 
have our rooms janitored. The gentleman from Texas | Mr. 
SLAYDEN] does not expect the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Wrexs] and myself to perform our own janitor service? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. No. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How many janitors to take care of these 
three rooms? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. One janitor for the three rooms. 
Now, that is our statement, and we leave it with the Members 
of the House whether we shall be treated fairly and whether 
our rooms shall be cared for as other rooms are. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. How many rooms does this janitor 
look after? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Three. There is one janitor for 
three rooms. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Does the gentleman know that a char- 
woman at $20 a month takes care of 26 rooms? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. But we have no charwomen in 
the Capitol. Up to this time the House has provided no method 
for taking care of these rooms. I am not particular about the 
method proposed in this resolution, but I do ask that the House 
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make some provision now. in order that our rooms may be cared 
for as the rooms of the other Members are cared for. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman from Vermont yield to me 
one minute? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. My time has expired. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania one minute. 

Mr. BUTLER. I thought I was distinctly honored when the 
Speaker of this House named me chairman of a committee. The 
expense of the honor faces me unless this House will come to 
my rescue and pay the services of a colored man to keep my 
committee room clean. He not only takes care of my committee 
room, but three other rooms, and has worked eight hours a day 
during this whole extraordinary session. And for this service I 
earnestly entreat the House to pay him a salary of $2 per day. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to make 
any violent opposition to this resolution. It is fixed up in such 
a way as to make it impossible for the House to appreciate ex- 
actly what it is doing. Early in the session, some time in 
April, the Committee on Accounts brought in a resolution pro- 
viding for this same service, and it designated by name the com- 
mittees for which the service was to be provided. The greater 
part of this service, if my recollection be aright, is for janitors 
for rooms in the House Office Building. There should be jani- 
tor service provided for rcoms in the Capitol for which no pro- 
vision has been made. But in the House Office Building I took 
particular pains, as a member of the House Building Commis- 
sion, to ascertain whether the rooms occupied by these men who 
had been chairmen of committees were looked after by the 
regular charwomen, and my information from the responsible 
official was to the effect that they were. The charwomen in the 
House Office Building receive $20 a month. To every two women 
are assigned 26 rooms, and in addition to cleaning those 26 
rooms they scrub daily the corridors and stairways of that 
building. 

The gentleman and his Committee on Accounts have been 
providing janitors at $60 a month in some instances to take 
care of one room, in some instances to take care of two rooms, 
in some instances to take care of three rooms; but to my knowl- 
edge I have never known of any one of these janitors being 
asked to take care of more than three rooms. I have no objec- 
tion to providing all the legitimate help required for the con- 
















































































































































the House. 
I have no objection to reasonable messenger service to com- 
mittees, even if not so busy as other committees. But I be- 


— 


a building commission and to have them responsible for the 
; expenditures made in maintaining that building—to have an 
i organized force of charwomen to take care properly of that 
service in an economical manner—and to have the Committee 
on Accounts report resolutions for alleged janitor service at 
an expenditure of $60 a month in addition to the charwomen 
already at work. The only difference between this resolution 
and the one which the House recommitted to the Committee 
on Accounts upon my own motion in April is that, instead of 
designating various committees, it calls for services similar or 
identical to that provided in the last Congress; and instead of 
saying for janitors to such committees, it provides that it shall 
be for messengers who have in addition performed janitor 
‘ service. I simply wish to make the statement, for one reason, 
to let the Committee on Accounts understand that some Mem- 
bers of the House at least understand the purport of the reso- 
lutions they present here, although not much opportunity for 
examination is allowed. I shall content- myself with voting 
against the resolution, because, while I would readily vote for 
many of the janitors who are to be provided in this resolution, 
re I know that provision is being made for men who are assigned 
ie to take care of rooms for which a force has already been 
3 provided. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I simply want 
the attention of the House for a moment while I make a state- 
ment of facts, not hearsay from some person or persons ignorant 
of the true conditions regarding this janitor service. 

Now, this resolution provides janitors for 13 rooms in the 
Capitol and 10 rooms in the House Office Building, provided the 
janitors have actually done the service. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is there any reason why, when the 
service is provided for by law for cleaning rooms in the House 
Office Building, that any Member of the House should assume 
to have his room cleaned by some one for himself, without au- 
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thority has been given? For the 10 rooms in the Office Building 
they had adequate service provided by law and under appro- 
priations made by this House. I say that, because I personally 
took the trouble to inquire, as a part of my duty as a member of 
the House Building Commission, and was informed by the off 
appointed that they had adequate service. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. If that is so, they will yo; 
be allowed any janitors; but I am informedsto the contrary. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bates], chairman of the 
Committee on the Disposition of Useless Executive Papers. 
makes the statement about his room over there that the char 
woman never came in it, and refused to do so. 

Now, in addition to that, this resolution is drawn so that the 
Committee on Accounts Will only allow janitors to certain co 
mittees, where it is shown that they actually performed the sery- 
ice from the 4th of March until the present time, and if we fing 
that any service has been performed by charwomen, then the 
Committee on Accounts will not allow a janitor to the co- 
mittee so provided for. 

But, on the other hand, the gentlemen who have the roo s 
of their old committees in the Capitol Building have no char- 
women to take care of those rooms, and at the same time they 
have no rooms assigned to them in the House Office Building. 
The only rooms. that they have are the rooms they formerly oc- 
cupied by reason of their having been chairmen of certain coi- 
mittees in the Sixtieth Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. They have no place to go. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. They have no other place 
to go. This simply provides for janitors for those rooms th: 
have not been taken care of, and the House can safely leave tis 
matter to the Committee on Accounts. They will rigidly see 
that nobody is allowed pay as a janitor unless he has per 
formed service from the 4th of March. 

This whole matter is fully set forth in the report of the 
committee, which I will insert in my remarks: 

In the Sixtieth Congress the House authorized the employment o 
14 janitors to care for 24 committee rooms during the session. Wher 


the Stxtieth Congress adjourned on the 4th of March last, those men 
went off the roll. In nearly all cases, however, the chairmen of t}, 


cer 


| committees so provided for continued to employ their janitors because 


venience of Members and the transaction of the business of | 
Some of these committees should have messengers. | 


of the convening of the present extraordinary session, anticipating that 
provision would be made for their payment. In many such cases the 
chairmen state that unless the House confirms their action they them 
selves will have to pay the men out of their own pockets for doing 
work which on account of the extra session was absolutely necessary 
to be done. This is one reason why your committee recommends the 
adoption of the resolution reported herewith. There are other reasons 

All cf the committees of the House save 24 are provided with annua! 
messenger and janitor service. None of these committees has been 
appointed with the exception of the Committee on Ways and Means, 


L By 7 : | Accounts, Mileage, and Disposition of Executive Papers. Nevertheless. 
lieve it is unjust to ask Members of this House to serve upon | 


all of the committee rooms have been occupied, the former chairmen 
and members thereof using the rooms just as if they had been rea 
pointed, thus necessitating the same service on the part of th 
messengers or janitors as though the committees had been regulsr!y 
appointed. The same conditions apply to all of the other committe 
(24 in number) which are not provided with annual messenger or 
janitor service, and it is urged with good reason, we think, that no 
discrimination should. be made. The fact that a committee, whet 
having annual or session service, has not been appointed and has : 
made reports to the House, does not, it seems to us, affect this ques 
tion. The rooms have been occupied by those entitled to occupy thein 
Therefore messenger «21 janitor service is required to be perform 
whether authorized «. not. It does not seem to your committee that 
Members should be required to bear any part of the expense for the 
rendering of this public service. The Members who were chairmen of 
the 24 committees above mentioned were not provided at the beginnin« 
of this session with private office rooms in the House Office Building 
such as are provided for Members who are not chairmen of committees. 
on the assumption that they would be reappointed as chairmen of their 
old committees. Therefore they have not had the benefit of the servic’ 
provided for the rooms other than committee rooms in the House 
Office Building. They have had absolutely to depend upon their form: 
help. It would therefore seem to be a manifest injustice to those ¢ 
tlemen to deny them the authority for such service and render them 
morally responsible for the pyaat of their janitors. 

In the resolution reported herewith these men are called “ messc2- 
gers.” This for the reason that it has been pointed out to your com 
mittee that their principal duty is as messengers, but that they also 
render all the service usually performed by janitors. In a number of 
cases their employment has been continuous since the 4th of last Marc). 
and the resolution is made to cover the period therefrom until the end 
of the present session. There being no authority for the appointment 
of these men, there being no chairmen of the committees to appoint 
them, that authority by the resolution is vested in the Committee on 
Accounts, which committee, if the resolution be adopted, will make u) 
the roll, placing thereon oniy the names of such men as are certified b) 
the former chairmen of the committees affected by the resolution to have 
rendered service. Thus it may result that the maximum number author- 
ized in the Sixtieth Congress, 14, will not be paid. Your committee 
will carefully consider all of the facts, so as to determine what men are 
entitled to payment under the resolution, and will submit to the Clerk 
of the House, as its disbursing officer, a list containing the names of 
none but those who have actually rendered service as certified by the 
chairmen of the committees affected by the resolution. These commi'- 
tees in the Sixtieth Congress were the following, and the arrangemen' 
of assigning one janitor to one or more committees will be adhered to 
as nearly as may be practicable, to wit: 


COMMITTEES IN CAPITOL BUILDING WITHOUT JANITORS. 


Coinage, Weights, and Measures; Education; Expenditures, Depart- 
ment of Agricv!ture ; Expenditures, Department of Commerce and Labor ; 
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sxpenditures, State Department ; 

tx penditures, War Department; Lev 
River; Manufactures; Mines and Mining; Pacific Railroads; Railways 
and Canals; Reform in the Civil Service. 


COMMITTEES IN HOUSE OFTICE BUILDING WITHOUT JANITORS. 


itures, Treasu rtment ; 
and Im rasomenta, ississippi 


Aleoholic Liquor Traffic; Di ition of Useless Executive Papers; 

Election of President, Vice-President, and mageenntpitvee in Congres; 
Expenditures, Interior epee: Expendi ures, Seeaent of Jus- 
tice; Expenditures, Post-Office Department; Expenditures on Public 
Buildings; Mileage; Militia; Private Land Claims; Ventilation and 
Acoustics. 
. ittee has authorized to be 
vega a Poe ee ee a ee for like service to 
the Select Committee on the Disposition of Executive Papers for the 
reason that that committee was cqpeintes early in the session, has 
made five reports to the House, and has had use for both a clerk and a 
janitor. If that resolution be adopted, the accompanying resolution 
‘will cover 283 committee rooms, thus reducing the maximum number of 
messengers to be provided for to 13. But it is believed that your com- 
mittee can still further reduce this number when it ascertains the 
facts as to the actual employment of this class of service during the 
present session. We are convinced that this is a just and proper as 
well as an economical proposition. There seems to be no good reason 
whatever why some committees should have janitor and messenger serv- 
ice throughout the year, while other committees should be denied such 
service during a session. We therefore unanimously recommend the 
adoption of the accompanying resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. MACON. I asked the gentleman a while ago if he would 
yield to me. Will he yield to me three minutes? 

“ Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I yield to the gentleman 
three minutes. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, in addition to what the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FirzeeraLp] has said in oppositi$n to this 
resolution, i want to say that these committees have not been 
appointed, so there have been no committees to serve by these 
janitors. Hence if this appropriation is made, it will be a 
gratuity given somebody for a service that has not been per- 
formed for committees. It may have been performed for in- 
dividuals, the ex-chairmen of these particular committees, but 
it was not performed for committees. As for the charwomen 
service over in the House Office Building, I desire to state that 
they were engaged in cleaning the offices of the ex-chairmen of 
the committees just as they were in cleaning the rooms of the 
Members of the House, but—— 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Does the gentleman under- 
stand that they will not be allowed any janitor, then, if this 
resolution passes, if that is the case? 

Mr. MACON. But, Mr. Speaker, they were stopped from per- 
forming that service, unless my information is bad, after they had 
cleaned up the committee rooms for some time, so as to create 
an excuse for the passage of this resolution to pay these janitors 
for serving committees that have not been appointed, and hence 
are not in existence. Further, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that 
Members of the House have the power, as long as they repre- 
sent the people, to vote their money away as they see fit, but 
they are responsible to their constituents for so doing. There- 
fore, if they want to appropriate money to pay janitors of com- 
mittees that have not been in existence during this Congress, 
they can do it, and let their constituents say whether or not 
they approve their action in regard to the matter. This very 
resolution was recommitted at an early stage of this session, 
showing clearly that it was the temper of the House that these 
janitors be not paid; and yet, in the face of that action of the 
House, the gentlemen who have had charge of these committee 
rooms have deliberately kept them in their employ and now say 
that it will be a great hardship upon them if they have to pay 
the money out of their own pockets for the service. They knew 
very well what the House meant by its action when it recom- 
mitted the resolution, and it is too late now for them to come in 
and say that they ought to be reimbursed for what they have 
paid out for janitor service when the House clearly warned 
them against paying it. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Macon) there were—ayes 65, noes 75. 

Accordingly the resolution was rejected. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may have three minutes in which to address the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman asks unanimous consent for 
three minutes in which to address the House. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the Members of 
this House intend to deny me the same privileges and comforts 
in life which they now enjoy. I have no place to work except 
that which is assigned to me by this House. I have no place 
but a committee room in which to attend to such business affairs 
48 may be submitted to me. Under the rule that was adopted 


providing for assignment of offices to Members I did not have 
the right to select a room in the Office Building. 

I was required to oceupy a room in the Capitol building, and 
there I have been in obedience to your directions two or three 
years. To repeat what I have said, I was denied by you the 
opportunity to occupy any other place where I could transact 
such official business as was committed to me. There is no one 
provided, by either rule or law, to clean that room—only such 
person as this House may from time to time see fit to assign. 
During the Sixtieth Congress, if I remember correctly, a janitor 
was selected by the chairmen of two or three committees; I was 
asked to join in the selection of a colored man, who was to 
receive and did receive $60 a month for his service. When this 
extraordinary session convened I had no working place assigned 
me and went back to the same committee room, where I have 
been continuously. The same janitor continued to perform the 
Same service. He has not only cleaned the room I have occu- 
pied, but also the committee rooms of two or three other com- 
mittees. I have seen him working about there. This same 
janitor has carried the mail to our committee rooms. We have 
had no other means of supply. I have no objection to carrying 
the mail from the post-office, but that service, along with all his 
other work, he has performed well and faithfully. He has also 
taken all of the waste paper out and carried it away. That 
service I will not perform. I have never used a broom in the 
way of service, or carried a wastebasket to the dirt hole, and I 
am both able and expected to do better than that. You gentle- 
men have private offices in the House Office Building that have 
been well cleaned and well provided for properly at government 
expense. You certainly do not intend that I shall live with less 
comfort and less accommodation than you have. What objec- 
tion can there be to paying this janitor for his work, so well 
performed and so faithfully rendered? I intend to ask this 
House to unanimously render this man his just dues. 

Mr. Speaker, I am through. I understand the gentleman from 
West Virginia has a resolution which he will now offer and 
which will include janitor service for my room. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
offer the following privileged resolution from the Committee 
on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 102. 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House, miscellaneous items, fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, com- 
pensation at the rate of $60 per month, from and including March 4, 
1909, and until the end of the present session, for the services of mes- 
sengers, who have also performed janitor duty in the rooms of commit- 
tees in the House wing of the Capitol not otherwise provided with such 
services, whose employment and payment shall be sanctioned by the 
Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I will say for the informa- 
tion of the House that this refers to the janitors now employed 
in the Capitol proper. 

Mr. BURLESON. How many committees does that provide 
for? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Thirteen committees. 

Mr. BURLESON. How many janitors? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Seven, provided they have 
all been doing service. 

Mr. BURLESON. Then, will the gentleman put in the words 
“not exceeding seven?” 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I will accept that amend- 
ment. I move to amend by inserting after the words “ services 
of” the words “not exceeding seven.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from West Virginia. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
submit some remarks on the Senate joint resolution No. 40. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, on April 3, when the tariff bill 
was under consideration in this House, I called your attention 
and that of all the Members who were kind enough to listen tc 
me on that day to some very important facts. At that time I 
endeavored to show, and believe I succeeded, that you, or 
rather the Republican party, which, however, is the same thing, 
were not keeping faith with the American people. 

I pointed out at that time that for twelve long years you have 
been taxing the want of the masses instead of the wealth of the 
few. I pointed out that you more than ever were continuing to 
tax the needy instead of the wealthy. You are increasing the 
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taxes on the necessaries of life and leaving untaxed the lux- 
uries of the few. At that time I enumerated a great many arti- 
cles, and called the attention of the House to the fact that you 
are revising the tariff upward, instead of downward as you 
promised, in spite of the pledges made by the President. Having 
secured success at the polls, the Republicans in this Congress 
flout the country and its needs. 

At that time I called to your attention the needs of the con- 
sumer. The laboring classes should not be forgotten in this 
revision of the tariff. I remarked that it was especially urgent 
that you keep the needs of the consumer in view, as the special 
interests controlling this Government are ever plundering the 
American consumer, and are ever on hand to see that you obey 
them, and are in a convenient position to command your 
attention. 

This special session was Called by President Taft for the pur- 
pose of redeeming his pledges, and giving the community relief 
from the enormities of the tariff. It was called to bring relief 
to the consuming masses. It seems to me you did then and are 
now permitting this object to escape your memory. In my 
former speech I called your attention to the fact that you can 
not frame a bill that would produce enough revenue to meet your 
extravagant expenditures and criminal waste. On that occasion 
I pointed out, in my humble way, the course you should pursue 
and the method by which you could easily raise enough money 
to run the Government economically. Lest I make the mistake 
of misquoting what I then said, I shall here insert a few para- 
graphs from my speech of that day. Amongst other things, I 
said: 

Mr. Chairman, the theory on which you are proceeding to raise revy- 
enue is wrong. You wil! find that you will fall short many millions of 
dollars in your estimate, because the extraordinary-increases which you 
propose will stop importation, the result being the ultimate loss of rev- 
enue. However, Mr. Chairman, I doubt very much if you have ability 
to draft any bill which, if enacted into law, will give you enough rev- 
enue to meet the extravagant expenditures. What you should do, and 
what the people will force you to do, is to economize. I say, stop the 
extravagant appropriations ; stop the raids on the Public Treasury, and 
keep within reasonable bounds and limits. Do not increase the appro- 
priations $50,000,000 yearly, but reduce them. Stop the increasing 
expenditures of the army and navy, which are now five times greater 
than what they were twenty years ago; stop passing thousands of spe- 
cial pension bills, especially for people who are neither entitled to nor 
in need of pensions. I am satisfied that if a proper investigation be 
had the pension appropriations would be reduced from the enormous 
sum of $160,000,000 to one-half that figure. Stop the creation of new 
ranks in the naval and military service. Stop salary “ grabbing.” 
Stop the graft that is going on at the Panama Canal. Do not use the 
government post-office as a political asylum, but place it on business 
basis and stop the deficit there. Stop filling every nook and corner of 
government buildings with your political henchmen. 

Mr. Speaker, the American people demand that you tax those 
who can best, in place of those who can least, afford it. They 
demand that you reduce the tariff on raw materials and neces- 
sities of life and increase the duties on luxuries. Do not tax 
the poor fer the interest and benefit of the rich; equalize the 
taxes; tax the rich in proportion to their wealth. Pass a 
proper law which will provide for an income and inheritance 
tax; impose a fair tax on corporation dividends, on stocks and 
bonds of a commercial nature, and you will not be obliged to 
tax the people to death. [Loud and continued applause.] 

Give the Philippine Islands their independence; they cost this 
country over $40,000,000 annually, and we receive absolutely no 
benefit from them. Your last appropriation bill carried $1,044,- 
000,000; distributed, it means a tax on every man, woman, and 
child of about $12.20; six persons to a family means $73.20 each 
year. Add to this extortion, made possible by the high tariff, 
and you easily equal the foregoing sum. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, 
each American family under your last and the present Repub- 
lican administration is taxed annually to the tune of about 
$146.40. How much longer do you believe the people will stand 
for this? 

Mr. Speaker, if you will follow the advice I then gave you 
in this matter, you will not find it necessary to tax the American 
wage-earner to death as you are doing now. The House bill was 
bad, and I voted against it, but the Senate bill is much worse. 
I was in hopes that we, the people’s representatives in this 
House, would be permitted to exercise our constitutional pre- 
rogative of initiating revenue measures; but such is the control 
of the special interests, so firmly are they intrenched in privi- 
lege, that they brazenly force down the thront of this House 
their amendments, and so thoroughly are we entrapped by these 
class-conscious evil doers and tariff robbers that we were not 
allowed to introduce and secure a single amendment to the bill 
when it was reported back from the Senate. 

We were again obliged to vote blindly on 847 Senate amend- 
ments, Just why the Members of this House should not have 
the right to vote on at least the most important of these amend- 
ments separately I can not understand, unless it is that you 
are afraid to put yourselves on record before the American 


people. 
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In thus denying to the Members of this House the right to 
vote on any of these amendments separately, you have perpe- 
trated on the country and on this House a farce bound to react 
on your party. Yet the play goes on, and I warn you now 
again that unless this misrule is changed your farce will be- 
come a tragedy, the leading réle of which will be carried by 
the American people, and the end of which will be inglorious 
for the Republican party. 

THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY AND THE INCOME TAX. 

To distract the attention of the American people from your 
shameful tariff bill and in a measure to try and allay the uni- 
versal demand for an income tax and an inheritance tax, you 
come in here with this joint resolution, providing for an 
amendment to the Constitution. By this you will seek to make 
the people believe that you and your party are really passing 
an effective income tax. You know this is not true. The 
Democratic party has been advocating an honest income-tax 
law for years. In fact, no sooner had the Democratic party 
been placed in power in 1894 than it passed and enforced an 
income tax. This measure, however, was declared unconstitu- 
tional by our Supreme Court. We are all familiar with the 
shocking, not to say disgraceful, way in which the court, by a 
vote of 5 to 4, reached its conclusions. Here is what the dis- 
senting justices said of the decisions of the majority in the 
income-tax cases: 


SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES—POLLOCK V. FARMERS’ LOAN AND 
TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. Justice White, Seer. on the first argument, said: 

“That by the foresight of the fathers the construction of our writ- 
ten Constitution was ultimately confined to this body, which, from 
the nature of its judicial structure, could always be relied upon to act 
with perfect freedom from the influence of faction and to preserve the 
benefits of consistent interpretation. The fundamental conception of a 
—— body is that of one hedged about by precedents which are 

inding on the court without regard to the personality of its members. 
Break down this belief in judicial continuity, and let if be felt that on 
great constitutional questions this court is to depart from the settled 
conclusions of its predecessors, and to determine them all according to 
the mere opinion of those who temporarily fill its bench, and our Con- 
stitution will, in my ju ent, be bereft of value and become a most 
7 prams actreMeat to the rights and liberties of the people.” (157 
y. Des p. i. 2.) . 

Mr. Justice Harlan, dissenting, said : 

“While, in a large sense, constitutional postions may not be con- 
sidered as finally settled unless settled rightly, it is certain that a de- 
parture by this court from a_ settled course of decisions on grave con 
stitutiona queesees under which vast transactions have occurred, ani 
under which the Government has been administered during great 
crises, will shake public confidence in the stability of the law. - 9 

“T have a deep, abiding conviction, which my sense of duty compels 
me to express, that it is not possible for this court to have rendered 
any judgment more to be regretted than the one just rendered. * * * 

“And in yiew of former adjudications, beginning with the Hylton 
case and ending with the Springer case, a decision now that a tax on 
income from real property can be laid and collected oply by apportion- 
ing the same among the States on the basis of numbers may not im- 
properly be regarded as a judicial revolution that may sow the seeds 
of hate and distrust among the people of different ons of our com- 
mon country. * * * 

. way do I say that the decision just rendered es or menaces 
the national authority? The reason is so apparent that it need only 
be stated. In its practical operation this decision withdraws from 
national taxation not only all incomes derived from real estate, but 
tangible, personal property, ‘invested personal property. bonds, stocks, 
investments of all kinds,’ and the income that may derived from 
such property. 

“But this is not all. The decision now made may provoke a con- 
test in this country from which the American people would have been 
spared if the court had not overtu its former adjudications and 
had adhered to the prtnfeat of taxation under which our Government, 
following the repeated adjudications of this court, has always been ad- 
ministered. Thoughtful, conservative men have uniformly held that 
the Government could not be safely administered except upon prin- 
ciples of right, justice, and equality without discrimination against 
any part of the people because of their owning or not owning visi!l« 
pro ay ae because of their having or aot having incomes from bonds 
and stocks. : 

“It is said in argument that the peneoee of the statute iraposine 
this income tax was an assault by t poor upon the rich, and by 
much eloquent speech this court has been urged to stand in the breaci 
for the protection of the just rights of property against the advancin: 
hosts of socialism. With the of legislation of this character, the 
court has nothing to do. at is for the legislative branch of the | 
Government. It is for Congress to determine whether the necessities | 
of the Government are to be met, or the interests of the people su)- | 
served, by the taxation of incomes. With that determination, so far 5 
it rests upon grounds of expediency or public policy, the courts can 
have no rightful concern. 

“Surely such exemptions do not indicate sympathy on the part of 
the legislative branch of the Government wi e pernicious theories 
of socialism nor show that Conarese had any purpose to despoil the 
rich.” (158 U. 8., pp. 663-665, 671-675.) 

Mr. Justice Brown dissenting said: 

“ By resuscitating an argument that was exploded in the Hylton case 
and has lain pen dormant for a hundred years, it is made to do 
duty in nullifying not this law alone, but every simiar law that is not 
based upon an im ible four of awe. Even the specter 
of socialism is conjured up to frighten Congress from ing taxes upon 
the people in proportion to their ability to pay them. It is certainly 2 
strange commentary upon the Constitution of the United States and 
upon the democratic government that Congress has no power to lay 8 
tax which is one of the main sources of revenue of nearly every civi!- 
ized state. It is a confession of feebleness in which I find myself 
wholly unable to join. 

” ile I have no doubt that Co’ will find some means of sur- 
mounting the present crisis, my fear is that in some moment of national 
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| this decision will rise up to frustrate its will and paralyze its arm. 
tee it may not prove the first step toward the submergence of the 
liberties of people in a solid despotism of wealth. 

“As I can not escape the conviction that the decision of the court 
in this great case is ught with immeasurable danger to the future 
of the country, and that it approaches the proportion of a national 
calamity, I feel it my duty to enter my protest against it.” (158 U. 8., 
. 695. 

° Se Justice White, dissenting said: 

“The injustice of the conclusion points to the error of adopting it. 
It takes invested wealth and reads it into the Constitution as a favored 
and protected class of property, which can not be taxed without ap- 
portionment, whilst it leaves the occupation of the minister, the doctor, 
the professor, the lawyer, the inventor, the author, the merchant, the 
mechanic, and all other forms of industry upon which the prosperity of 
a people must depend, subject to taxation without that condition. A 
rule which works out this result, which, it seems to me, stultifies the 
Constitution by making it an instrument of the most grievous wrong, 
should not be adopted, especially when in order to do so the decisions 
of this court, the opinion of the law writers and publicists, tradition, 
practice, and the settled policy of the Government must be overthrown.” 
(158 U. 8., p. 712.) 

I feel about the decision of the majority of that court as does 
our leader, the Hon. CHamp CLARK, who has spoken of that in- 
famous decision as the darkest spot in the history of American 
jurisprudence. When, in May, 1895, the Supreme Court, by one 
vote, declared the Democratic income-tax measure unconstitu- 
tional, the people of the United States felt that a grave wrong 
had been done, not only to their property, but still more to their 
sense of justice. Because by overturning the established 
standards of century-old law in favor of property a “ decree 
had been wrested” and judicial injustice became law. To 
right this grave wrong I have always felt was a high pre- 
rogative which we should restore to that court by letting it 
overturn its erroneous opinion and by passing the income-tax 
measure giving the new members of the court a chance to help 
those of the minority to correct its errors and thus read out of 
“the Constitution a protected class of property which can not 
be taxed without apportionment.” 

THE SUPREME COURT AND THE PEOPLE. 


In the dissenting opinions of the four judges of the Supreme 
Court you will find as harsh criticism as could be uttered by 
any qualified person. The federal judges usually place property 
interests before flesh and blood, before the life and liberty of 
the citizen, in a manner undreamt of by the average man. No 
decision establishing the dictates of modern human duty and 
making for human betterment but is met by the dissent of some 
reactionary judges, supposedly in the interests of property. 
Words and decisions of dead judges are of more importance 
than suffering widows and bleeding wrecks of workmen cast in 
the scrap heap of the industrially discarded. When, however, 
property is asked to pay its proper share of the vast burdens 
falsely charged to conserve it, these judges overthrow the stand- 
ards of century-old law and charge about for reasons to over- 
turn the principles that are claimed to be sacred as rules of 
property. Yet I have enough faith in my fellow-men to believe 
that it would have been better to have submitted to another de- 
cision of the Supreme Court, which has had new blood injected 
into it since the former decisions were handed down. 

But what I really desire to say is that you Republicans be- 
lieve that you will succeed in misleading the people in the matter 
of this income-tax resolution. In this I believe you will be mis- 
taken. I am satisfied that when the Senate unanimously passed 
the joint resolution submitting the question of an income tax 
to the various state legislatures, it was thought that it had 
disposed of this, to you, troublesome question for years to come. 
And it is very probable that you will speedily discover your 
error. In submitting this question to the States you have invol- 
untarily set in motion the right of the people again to direct. 
This appeal to the reason of the people, the source of all power, 
is even more important than the amendment of the Constitution. 

The income-tax amendment now to be submitted to the States 
vitalizes an issue which for many years has been involved in 
the clouds of expediency, politics, and constitutional uncer- 
tainty. It takes up the whole question of justice in taxa- 
tion. It is no abstraction. It goes straight at the heart of 
plutoeracy and privilege. It will be desperately opposed by 
all those who hold that industry and poverty should bear the 
chief burdens of government. It will be supported by those 
who maintain that wealth, frequently eager in quest of monop- 
oly and privilege, hereafter must bear its full proportion of 
publie burdens. 

The struggle will center at first at forty-six state capitals. It 
will find an echo in every hamlet. It will be transferred at 

length to the House of Representatives, and whatever the actual 
outcome may be, things never will be quite the same again for 
the classes who benefit from taxation and those who are taxed. 
Although pledged in a way to the amendment, Republicans in 
the States may defeat it; but, even so, it will reappear, and 
you will meet it again at the polls, Although the amendment 
is merely permissory, it can not, if adopted, become a dead 


letter. The forces aroused to secure its acceptance will be 
powerful enough to compel the use of the authority which it 
confers. The question thus sent to the States will probably be 
back again clamorously before the expiration of this Congress. 

Income taxes and tariff taxes laid for the benefit of favored 
interests are forever at war. They do not thrive on the same 
soil. The more we tax earnings the less we shall tax con- 
sumption. The more we tax wealth the less we shall tax poy- 
erty. The more we see of justice the less alluring must in- 
justice appear. Whether you appreciate the fact or not, we 
have given the country an issue which in- due time will search 
out and uproot economic wrongs on which you as a party 
long prospered. 

You have at last been forced to appeal to the people, to 
American sovereignty, and, I say to you to-day, the action of 
the masses not only will be certain, but that it will be the be- 
ginning of the redistribution of the incidents of taxation and 
of social betterment. The masses are beginning to feel their 
class-conscious unity and will foree the States to accept this 
amendment. I do not question but that the necessary nember 
of States will eventually indorse this proposed amendment to 
the Constitution. Those legislatures that are swayed by- the 
bondholders and their bosses may prove recreant. The refusal 
of only twelve States to accept this amendment will mean ts de- 
feat. We can, therefore, understand what tremendous pressure 
will be brought to bear to cause its rejection, since the same 
interests that are so greatly interested in maintaining high 
tariff rates will use their sinister or honeyed arguments in a 
frantic effort to prevent the acceptance of the income-tax amend- 
ment in at least twelve of the States. Fora time they may suc- 
ceed, because the methods of organized plunder have been ef- 
fective, and the political, judicial, and social rewards they offer 
tempt some men. In due time, however, the will of the masses 
will prevail, during which time the American people will be 
obliged to continue, as in the past, to bear the wasteful ex- 
penditures under your Republican misrule. 

Being heart and soul in favor of an income tax, and being 
prevented by the rules of this House, and by the Republican 
majority responsible for those rules, from voting for a real, 
immediate, and effective income tax, I shall do all in my power 
to have the amendment to. the Constitution adopted in my 
State as soon as possible. It is my earnest hope that the Amer- 
ican people may see through the confidence game played by the 
Republican party, and will at last throw off the shackles which 
bind them, and thus overcome the greed of the special interests 
sufficiently to compel, in due time, at least thirty-six States to 
adopt the proposed amendment to the Constitution. 

England and other monarchical countries have an income tax, 
which helps to defray one-half of the government expenditures. 

In my speech of April 3 I called the country’s attention to a 
method by which we could easily secure enough revenue to run 
the Government without levying such heavy taxes upon the 
dinner tables and upon the backs of the masses. At that time 
I suggested a graduated income tax, an inheritance tax, a tax 
on bonds and stock certificates, and a tax on corporation divi- 
dends; I am pleased that President Taft a few days later 
not only indorsed and advocated one of my propositions, but 
forced on the Senate a corporation-dividend tax, one of my 
proposals. But he has neglected to say a kind word as to the 
income or inheritance tax. ‘The least important he put first at 
the expense of the vital principle. It is charged that the cor- 
poration-dividend tax was inserted for the purpose of killing the 
income and inheritance tax and to save the Republican ma- 
chine in the Senate. The habit of stealing id2as from our party 
and mangling them before enactment continues. 

It was in the same way that President Roosevelt, subsequent 
to the introduction in this House of my employees’ compens:tion 
bill, openly advocated the passage of that measure, appreciating, 
as he told me, the justice of a bill that provided for the imme- 
diate relief of those who were injured in the handling of inter- 
state commerce. 

Instead of adopting some such bill as was indorsed and advo- 
cated by President Roosevelt—my compensation bill, No. 25408, 
Sixtieth Congress, second session; now revised as H.R. 1 of this 
present session—whereby the employees of railroads obtain 
immediate compensation when killed or injured, you passed a 
new employers’ liability bill, which, as I then stated it would be, 
has been declared unconstitutional, and which in no way re 
lieved workmen in dangerous occupations from the horror and 
uncivilized requirement of suing the employers when maimed or 
killed in the service of the community. Just as you deliber- 
ately mocked the misfortune of railroad employees, of whom 
one is killed or injured every time six minutes tick away in 
every day and night, so now you are passing a badly drawn 
corporation-income tax, bound to be unenforceable for many 
years, if not declared unconstitutional in the last instance. 
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That is what the majority is playing for, and this will continue 
until the masses instead of classes control the Government. 

But while President Taft has advocated my proposal taxing 
the corporation dividends, the Senate managed to somewhere 
or other drop the inheritance-tax clause which the House bill 
contained, really the only redeeming feature of ovr bill. If 
these gentlemen at the other end of the Capitol really believe 
that the people will forget about the inheritance tax they are 
doomed to disappointment. I can assure them that the masses 
are only beginning to become class conscious. They are at last 
following the footsteps of the class-conscious rich, who hereto- 
fore have ruled the Nation and exploited the masses. That tax 
clause was omitted so that the rich people in the few New Eng- 
land Republican States will not be obliged to pay their fair 
proportion of their taxes, something which they are not doing 
at present, notwithstanding that they are the greatest bene- 
ficiaries under the present protective system. 


I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that the income as well as the inher- 
itance tax is a just tax. It is a tax upon property and wealth, 
and not upon the man Why should we tax, as we are now 
doing, every man, woman, and child equally, irrespective of 
the protection they require; whether their earnings are a dollar 
a day or a dollar a minute; whether they earn $900 a year or 
manage to squeeze from the proceeds of special legislation hun- 
dreds of thousands, yea, millions, of dollars a year? ‘The cotton 
mills of the East require battle ships of the Dreadnought Gass 
to keep open the door of cotton consuming China. The bankers 
of Wall street are ready to force a fight in the far East to 
secure a share in the swag of Chinese railroad exploitation, 
while the masses are required to pay the bills of these vast 
armaments from their petty needs, ground from them by indirect 
taxation, and yet the accumulated wealth for whom all this 
military and naval expenditure is made refuse to pay their 
share of the country’s expenses. Why should the masses be 
taxed by indirection more in proportion to their income under 
the present system of exploitation, which barely lets them eke 
out their existence, and go on enriching by their labor, than 
those who have more than they can ever use or want? I say 
to you, Mr. Speaker, that we should tax the property and the 
accumulated wealth of the country, and not throw its burdens 
on those yet unborn. 

Right here, permit me to read what former President Roose- 
velt said on the inheritance tax. I quote from a recent article 
of his entitled “Give me neither poverty nor riches.” Listen! 

This indicates that the ex-President and the present Presi- 
dent agree with a proposition advocated by my party and cham- 
pioned by myself for a great many years: 

The movement which has become so strong during the past few years 
to secure on behalf of the Nation both an adequate supervision of cua 
an effective taxation of vast fortunes, so far as their business use “s 
concerned, is a healthy movement. It ‘aims to replace sullen discontent, 


restless pessimism, and evil ee oye for revolution by an yt 
— determination to get to the bottom of our troubles an 


t 

The multimillionaire is not per se a healthy development in this coun- 
try. If his fortune rests on a basis of iaedie-aanas an he is a far more 
dangerous criminal than any of the ordinary of criminals ean pos: 
sibly be. If his fortune is the result of me services — 
and good; he ast yss respect and reward for such service, a ough 
we must remember to pey. our homage to the service itself, ae not 
the fortune, which is the mere reward of the service; but when his for- 
tune is passed on to some one else, who has not rendered the service, 
then the Nation should impose a heavily graded progressive inheritance 
tax, a snpeleriy wise and unobjectionable kind of tax. It would be a 
particular good thing if the tax bore heaviest on absentees. 


And now I shall insert parts of what Hon. W. J. Bryan 
said on the floor of this very House, when speaking to the in- 
come-tax amendment of the Wilson bill, fifteen years ago: 


Extracts from a — delivered by Hon. William J. Bryan on the in- 
—_ os the House of Representatives, January 30, 1894. Mr. 
an sa 
r. CHAIRMAN: What is this bill which pane am forth the Pe. 
ent attack to which we have just listened? bill —— A. A. 
Committee on Ways and Means, as the pA i of the tar bill. 
It, together with the tariff measure already considered, provides the 
on revenue for the support of the Government. * 
not give all the reasons which led the commana to recom- 
mend this tax, but will st two of the most important. The stock- 
holder in a corporation limits his liability. When the statute creating 
the Corganeaes is fully complied with the individual stockholder is se- 
eure, except to the extent fixed by the statute, whereas the entire prop- 
ral is ordinarily liable for his debts. Another reason 
is that corporations enjoy certain privileges and franchises. Some are 
t of eminent domain, while others, such as street car com- 
h — of the city—a franchise 


passing y Corporations 
the time and edie of - federal courts “and enjoy the protection 
of the Federal Government, and as they do not ordinarily pay taxes the 


t But, Mr. Chairman, we are not hostile to rations 
corporations. a ‘ 
we simply believe that these creatures of the law, these fictitious per- 
eS ee ae upon His footstool.” *, + - Im 
blood whom God created a upen His took. * In 
England the rate rate for 1892 " == eee Se ont. ae. amount 
exempt $750, with an additional of on f 

The tax has been in force there in wartous forme £ 
than fifty years. 


nn 


In Prussia the income tax has been in operaiton for about twenty 
lose th incomes under 900 marks are exempt, and the tax ranges from 
s than 1 per cent to about 4 per cent, according to the size of the 


yo has tried the income tax for thirty years, the exemption being 
_ $113, and the rate ranging from 8 per cent = te 20 per cent. 

A large sum is collected from an ++ tax in Italy; only incomes 
under $77.20 are exempt, and the rate runs up as high as 13 per cent 
on some incomes. 

In the Netherlands the income tax has been in operation since 182: 
At present incomes under $260 are exempt, and the rate from 2 
per on to 3% per cent, the latter rate being paid upon incomes in 


In Zurich, Switzerland, the income tax has been in me for 
more than half a century. Incomes under $100 are exempt, and the 
rate ranges from about 1 per cent to almost 8 per cent, according to the 
size of the income. 

It will be thus seen that the income tax is no new device, and it 
will also be noticed that the committee has pro a tax lighter in 
rate and more liberal in exemption than that posed in any of the 
countries named. 

If I were ss my own preference, I would rather have a 
graduated tax, and I believe that such a tax could be Seated not 
only upon aa but upon grounds of public policy as well; but | 
gladly accept this bill as offering a more equitable plan for making up 
the =a in our omen than any other which has been proposed. 


* * = - a 


But gentlemen have Geitideil the income tax as class legislation, 
because fit will affect more people in one section of the an than in 
another. Because the wealth of the country is to a large ent cen- 
tered in certain cities and States does not make a bill sectional which 
imposes a tax in properties to wealth. If New York and Massachu- 
setts pay more tax under this law than other States, it will be because 
they have more taxable incomes within their borders. And why should 
not ae qeeeneD pay most which entey most? 


* + e & 


It ‘es hardly iim to read authorities to the House. There is no 
more just tax upon the statute books than the income tax, nor can any 
tax be proposed which is more equitable ; and the principle is sustained 
by ~~ most distinguished writers on political economy. Adam Smith 


say 

® "The subjects of every state ou sant to contribute to the support of 
the government as nearly as possible in proportion to their respective 
abilities; that is, in proportion to the revenue which they respectively 
enjo under the protection of = state. In the observation or neglect 
of this maxim consists what is called the equality or inequality of 
taxation.”’ 

The income tax is the only one which really fulfills this requirement. 
But it is said that we single out some person with a large income and 
make him pay more than his share. And let me call attention here to 

a fatal mistake made by the distinguished gentleman from New York, 
Mr. Cockran. You who listened to his enecch ars ae thought 
that the income tax was the only federal tax me ey! au would have 
supposed that it was the object of this bill to collect the eutire revense 
from an income tax. The gentleman forgets that the pending tariff 
bill will collect upon imports more than $120,000,000—nearly ten times 
as“ much as we propose on collect — the i 1 imcome tax. 
Everybody knows that a vr ption is an un tax, and 
that the r man, by means of it, pays —s out of proportion to the in- 
eome which he enjoys. 

ft»... the other “Gay in the New York Worid—and I matte join in 
bing » praise to that great daily for its a Seemann m this 

oT nm behalf of the common o the ome of 
oe richest woman in the United Sta’ ‘She owns ns property estimated 
t $60,000,000 and enjoys an income which can ed be less than 
$3, ,000,000, yet she ieee @ at a eheap boarding house only spends a 
ew hundred dollars-a year. That woman, under your Teaurect system of 
taxation, does not as much toward the su of the Federal Gov- 
ernment as a la man whose income of is spent upon his family. 
, Sir, the fut ae. from New } ody Mr. Cockran, said that the 

— are op) ax because y do not want to be deprived 
° articiation » it, and that taxation instead of Eo servi- 
tude is f freedom. If taxation is a badge o let me 
Ly oer D people of this country are covered all 


over with the ine an by eee ip 3 the peop! 
stan e Ao, Pp ople 
whose age od ae han $4,000 9 Feil stil om far more than 
their just s ment. The gentleman 

says that oon 5 this tax in the ahenaae of the p Oh, sirs, is it 
on goose to the cause of the r—must it be Gone with a kiss? 

Would irer for the man to his burnished lance 


the toiler, and not plead for the great fortunes of 
under cover of the poor man’s name? The gentleman 

= _— us ; that the “rien, will welcome this tax as a means securing 
© power. Let me our attention to the resolution passed by 

the. New York Chamber of Commerce. I wonder how many poor men 
have membership in that body. Here are the resolutions passeil at © 
special meeting Realled for the sos “echoring account says: 
“Resolutions were ad ‘ the 


e tax is unwise, . unjust for ollowing reasons : 
“ First. EB during our — war that an income 
as wee torial and odious to our le, only tolerated as 
ee and was abrogated by u versal consent as soon as the 


condition of the qos. 
“ Second. rience has also shown that it is expensive to put in 
oo: ; that it can not be fairly collected, and is an ier distribu- 
a ef taxation promotes evasions of the law. 

= The proposal to exempt incemes under $4,000 is purely 
class legislation, ich is socialistic and vicious in its SaREeY and 

car to the traditions and principles of governme 
Still another resolution was adopted “that in nadition to 
an internal-revenue tax the necessary expenses of the Government 
should be co that the Senators 
and oa in he State of New York be re- 
quested to stre — all cama to reimpose an income tax 


the 
oP They e peent ch the ineome “2% was “only tolerated as a war measure, 
and was | ubrogated versal the condition of 
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the country pe i ted by universal ste — re 
freshing nee from such an souree. their wl- 
edge a recited those 


A. RR. ys 
tax. It was only re- 
der eonsideration was 


1909. . 


————— 


posed such distinguished Republicans as Senator Sherman, of 
Gio: Lounter Morton, et Indiana; and Senator Howe, of Wisconsin. 

It was also in the House by Mr. Voorhees, and by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Holman] 

Mr. Parrerson. And by Roger Mi Mills. 

Mr. Bryan. Yes; by Roger Q. Mills, I am informed, and a host of 
others. Not only did the Senators mentioned oppose repeal, but they 
spoke with emphasis in favor of the justice of an income tax. 

Ss os 





The chamber of commerce, in its anxiety to defeat this tax, has dis- 
torted the facts of history, and yet the gentleman from New York says 
that the rich favor the law. f, sirs, they favor the law, why is it 
that the opposition to the law comes —_ from the districts in which 
the wealthy live? Are the Representatives from those districts un- 
willing to do what their peopie want done, and is it necessary for the 
great agricultural districts to come here and force upon the rich dis- 
tricts of the United States a tax which the rich love so much? 

The gentleman from New York says that this tax is inquisitorial, 
that it pries into a man’s private business. I sent to New York and 
obtained from the city chamberlain copies of assessment blanks used. 
The chamberlain writes : 

“The matter of assessing personal taxes is arrived at by interroga- 
tion of the persons assessed by either of the commissioners, which is a 
very rigorous cross-examination in reference to the amount of personal 
property they have, and reductions are only made by an affidavit ask- 
ing for the same and sworn to before a tax commissioner of this 
county.” 

The citizen, after giving in detail his stock in various banks, makes 
oath that— 

“The full value of all personal property, exclusive of said bank 
shares owned by deponent (and not exempt by law from taxation) on 
the second Monday in January, 189—, did not exceed $——>; that the 
just debts owing by deponent on said date amounted to $ . and that 
no portion of such debts has been deducted from the assessment of any 
personal property of deponent. other than said bank shares, or has 
been used as an Offset in the adjustment of any assessment for personal 
property, whether in this or in any other county or State, for the year 
189—, or incurred in the purchase of nontaxable property or securities, 
or fer the purpose of evading taxation.” 

Is the preposed tax any more inquisitorial than that? 

In Connecticut the citizen is required to give the number and value 
of various domestic animals, the number of watches, the value of 
jewelry, household furniture, library, etc.; also bonds, stocks, money at 
interest, and money on deposit. Is the proposed tax any more inquisi- 
torial than that? 

In Nebraska the citizen is compelled to give the number and value of 
all domestic animals, watches, diamonds, jewelry, money, credits, ete., 
and what is true in Nebraska is true generally of all the States. Is an 
income tax more inquisitorial than those taxes upon personal property ? 
I insist, sirs, that the income tax provided for in this bill is less in- 
quisitorial in its nature than the taxes which are found in every State 
in the Union, 

But they say that the income tax invites perjury ; that the man who 
has a large income will swear falsely and thus avoid the payment of 
the tax; and, indeed, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Walker] 
admitted that his district was full of such ple, and he said that our 
districts were, too, I suppose these constituents whom he accuses of 
perjury are expected to pat him on the back when he goes home and 
brag about the compliment he paid them. 

If there is a man in my district whose veracity is not worth two 
cents on the dollar, who will perjure himself to avoid the payment of a 
just tax imposed by law, I am going to wait until he pleads guilty 
before I make that charge against him. 

They say that we must be careful and not invite perjury. Why, sirs, 
this Government has too much important business on hand to spend 
its time trying to bolster up the morality of men who can not be 
trusted to swear to their incomes. And let me suggest that gentlemen 
who come to this House and tell us that their districts are full of such 
persons are treading upon dangerous und. If a man will hold up his 
and to Heaven and perjure his soul to avoid a 2 per cent tax due to 
his Government, how can you trust such a man when he goes into court 
and testifies in a case in which he has a personal interest? 

If your districts are full of perjurers, if your districts are full of men 
who violate with impunity not only the laws, but their oaths, do you 
not raise a question as to the honesty of the methods by which they 
have accumulated their fortunes? Instead of abandoning just measures 
for fear somebody will rjure himself, let them be enacted into law, 
and then if anyone perjures himself we can treat him like any other 
felon and punish him for his oe 

But gentlemen say that some people will avoid the tax, and therefore 
it is unfair to the people who pay. What law is fully obeyed? Why 
are criminal courts established except to punish people who violate the 
laws which ee made? The man who pays his tax need not 
concern himself about the man who avoids it, unless, perhaps, he is 
willing to help prosecute the delinquent. The man who makes an honest 
return and complies with the law pays no more than the rate prescribed, 
and if the possessors of large fortunes escape by fraud the payment of 
one-half their income tax, they still contribute far more than they do 
now to support the Federal Government, and to that extent relieve 
from burdens those who now pay more than their share. 

The gentleman from New York is especially indignant because incomes 
under $4,000 are exempt. Why, sir, this is not a new principle in legis- 
lation. The exemption of very small incomes might be justified on the 
ground that the cost of collection would exceed the amount collected, 
but it is not necessary to urge this defense. The propriety of making 
certain exemptions is everywhere recognized. So far as I have been able 
to investigate, every country which now imposes or has anne an 
income tax has exempted small incomes from taxation. Nearly if not 
all of our States exempt certain kinds of property, or property to a 
certain amount. If an exemption tends toward socialism, as urged by 
the gentleman from New Yor Le. Cockran] and the chamber of com- 
merce, is it possible that socialism has taken possession of the States 
of New York and Connecticut ? 





* ot & 


The gentlemen who are so fearful of socialism when the poor are 
exempted from an income tax view with indifference those methods of 
taxation which give the rich a substantial exemption. They weep more 
because fifteen millions are to be collected from the incomes of the 
rich than they do at the collection of three hundred millions upon the 
goods which the r consume. And when an attempt is made to 
equalize these bu not fully, but partially only, the people of the 
oT dete ae ootion pe it yr the le of the South and 

ny accusation, sirs. among people e South an 
West, on the prairies and in the mountains, that you find the staunchest 
supporters of government and the best friends of law and order, 
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You may not find among these people the great fortunes which are 
accumulated in cities, nor will you find the dark shadows which these 
fortunes throw over the community, but you will find those willing to 
protect the rights of property, even while they demand that property 
shall bear its share of taxation. You may not find among them so much 
of wealth, but you will find men who are not only willing to pay their 
taxes. to support the Government, but are willing whenever necessary 
to offer up their lives in its defense. 

‘These people, sirs, whom you call * anarchists ” because they ask that 
the burdens of government shall be equally borne, these people have 
ever borne the cross on Calvary and saved their country with their blood. 

7” a ao e * ” + 

Is it unfair or unjust that the burden of taxation shall be equalized 
between these two classes? Who is it most needs a navy? Is it the 
farmer who plods along behind the plow upon his farm, or is it the 
man whose property is situated in some great seaport where it could 
be reached by an enemy's gun? Who demands a standing army? Is 
it the poor man as he goes about his work, or is it the capitalist, who 
wants that army to supplement the local government in protecting his 
property when he enters into contest with his employees? For whom 
are the great expenses of the Federal Government incurred? Why, sir, 
when we ask that this small pittance shall be contributed to the ex 
penses of the Federal Government, we are asking less than is just rather 
than more. 





* * € * * & * 
If any Democrat who has advocated tariff reform and denounced 
the present law is willing to go back to his people and say: “ Yes; 


the McKinley tariff is a crime; its loads are heavy and its oppression 
great, but I chose to make you bear the injustice still rather than bring 
you a relief accompanied by a light tax upon incomes,” he can _ settle 
the matter with those whom he represents. If there be those who are 
willing to see their fellows oppressed - with burdens grievous to be 
borne,” and yet “touch not the burdens ” lest wealth may be displeased, 
the rest of us can still carry on the work of tariff reform, even if in so 
doing we must impose a tax which embodies the just principle observed 
by Him who “tempers the wind to the shorn lamb. 

" And, Mr. Chairman, I desire to here enter my protest against the 
false political economy taught by our opponents in this debate, and 
against the perversion of language which we have witnessed. They tell 
us that it is better to consider expediency than equity in the adjust- 
ment of taxation. They tell us that it is right to tax consumption, and 
thus make the needy pay out of all proportion to their means, but that 
it is wrong to make a slight compensation for this system by exempt 
ing small incomes from an income tax. They tell us that it is wise 
to limit the use of the necessaries of life by heavy indirect taxation, 
but that it is vicious to lessen the enjoyment of the luxuries of life by 
a light tax upon large incomes. They tell us that those who make 
the load heaviest upon persons least able to bear it are distributing the 
burdens of government with an impartial hand, but that those who 
insist that each citizen should contribute to government in proportion 
as God has prospered him are blinded by prejudice against the rich. 
They call that man a statesman whose ear is tuned to catch the slight- 
est ‘pulsations of a pocketbook, and denounce as a demagogue anyone 
who dares to listen to the heart beat of humanity. 


The following from the Wall Street Journal of June 23, 1909, 
shows that even Wall street is beginning to see what influences 
the reformers must deal with in combating the reactionaries 
on the Supreme Court Bench. 

The Wall Street Journal of Friday, July 25, 1909, printed 
the following on its front page: 

JUSTICE BREWER ON INCOME TAX. 


It would perhaps add to the sanctity of the law if our judges made 
it a rule to confine the expressions of their opinions strictly to the 
bench. It is apt to lower the average man’s respect for judicial opinion 
when he finds that the judge off the bench is only an ordinary man, 
with an average set of ideas, and even a human liability to say things 
offhand not always distinguished for sound sense. Supreme Court 
Justice Brewer's decisions from the bench are always weighty as coming 
from a sound constituional lawyer. It does not follow, however, that 
his private opinion on the income tax carries any more weight than 
that of another man. 

it is true that Chief Justice Marshall said that the power to tax 
was the power to destroy. Are we, therefore, to collect no taxes at 
all, or are we to be confined, as the Supreme Court confines the Federal 
Government now, to only two ways of raising them? There are many 
intelligent Americans who would be willing to collect less revenue 
through the custom-house, and there are some who do not approve of 
the only alternative offered us. Because of what Chief Justice Marshall 
said, are we to be limited forever to tariff and excise? 

So stringently has the Federal Government been restricted by the 
Supreme Court that the States have gradually appropriated a large 
number of methods of taxation entirely suitable for federal use. The 
only method remaining unappropriated by the sovereign States is the 
income tax. Justice ‘heower's anxiety for the interest of the States 
seems a little bit forced. The authorities he quotes could have had no 
real idea of modern conditions and necessities. Justice Brewer himself 
talks of “ ironclads,” under the impression that such vessels still exist, 
and some of his other opinions might be brought down to date with ad- 
vantage. 

The crux of the matter is that nobody likes to pay taxes. Most of 
us are willing to encourage public expenditure, and even public extrava- 
gance, but we greet with indignant horror any attempt to collect the 
cost from ourselves. If there is one tax in the world which has proved 
itself to be fair, flexible, cheap to collect, and easy to adjust, it is the 
income tax. It is, moreover, sound in principle, because public ex- 
penses are paid for out of income and not out of private capital, as they 
would be and are with inheritance taxes. 

Justice Brewer does not want to pay income tax. and that is the 
meaning of his obiter dicta. A great number of people will sympathize 
with him, but they must realize that a condition of excise and tariff 
exclusively, at the fiat of the Supreme Court of the United States, de- 
prives the Federal. Government of taxing facilities it should enjoy. 


In nearly every foreign country the principle of the income 
taxation is well established. In England it is, and for over one 
hundred and twenty-five years has been, used to defray the ex- 
penses of imperialism, which here is thrust on those least able 
to afford it. In Prussia and some continental states those earn- 
ing small amounts are taxed. We need not copy this part of the 
European system, but the principle of progressive income taxa- 








; 
& 
; 
ae 
2% 
é 
4 
a3 
i 
3 
3 
: 


nanan is - 
bate sp 6 


i alae 


— 
OME no 


- 


i ac 


BS GA AO UBM So AON iy ONE TVA io a A eR OEE TET 
3 a a IO a <i. 


bs cs 


en ae 


ROSS 5, Miche cca Sib, 
m 


ST gg ete Enagee 


Es Pk os 


fi : wan . 


Ste ie nae 


Sane ee 


Bs 
i 
i 





4668 


_tion is bound to come, and I believe that we should begin with 
those earning $5,000 or more. The scales of taxation in use in 
Prussia are reduced to dollars from marks, and this accounts 
for the odd amounts in the Prussian income-tax figures. Every- 
one earning any amount is taxed, and the progressively higher 
charges are imposed on those best able to afford the charge. 
That is what the state imposes by dealing fairly and justly to- 
ward the community, and not by grinding the faces of the poor 
and lowly by increased indirect taxes. 


From the Prussian income-tagz law of June 19, 1906, in force at present. 
{Chapter I1, Taxes. Amounts based: Section 17.] 


The income tax, unless applied to section 
18, amounts annually with an income 
of— 


More 
than— 


\Including _ of 


$214.70 
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The rate increases with higher 
incomes— 


For 


every— Tax rate. 


More | 3 
than— |mcluding 


* Income, 


Incomes of more than $23,800, including $24,990, are based on $952 
and are increased for every $1,190 by tax of $47.60. 


Section 18: The income tax for corpora- | 
tions with limited liability pays from a ee |Including~|Amount of 
net income of— ° 


e 


$249.90 
285.60 
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The tax increases with higher 
incomes of— 


And for every $952 an increased income tax of $42.84. 


To show, by a concrete example, what a fairly graduated 
income tax can accomplish, I have in the above shown the 
taxes on incomes assessed on nearly fifty millions of people in 
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Prussia. The first table is for individuals; the second table is 
for companies with limited liability, and you will note that in 
Prussia, judges do not claim exemption from the income tax, 
and do not overthrow the legislation enacted by the people to 
save their pocketbooks. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that our conferees, 
in justice to this House, to the country, and themselves, should 
not only demand, but should insist on the restoration of the 
inheritance-tax provision. If, however, they should fail so to 
do, I am satisfied that it will result in a positive and deserved 
defeat for the Republican party. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend some remarks in the Recorp on the subject of tariff 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to extend remarks in the Recorp. Is there ol- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, we are informed this morning 
that the Republican conferees on the part of the House and the 
Senate, having the tariff bill under consideration, spurred to 
some final action by the force of public opinion, and the insist- 
ence to some immediate conclusion by the whip of the White 
House, have at last reached an agreement among themselves, the 
Democratic conferees from the beginning having been completely 
ignored in the matter. Hence the tariff-tax bill as it is finally 
agreed to, and doubtless as it will be written in the statute 
books, will be a Republican tax measure in whole and in part, 
and the Republican party can not in the future escape responsi- 
bility for its enactment and its many iniquities, manifold incon- 
sistencies, and unjust discriminations. - 

There is not a line in this outrageous Payne-Aldrich tariff- 
tax bill as embodied in the conference report that will give 
the promised relief to the overburdened taxpayers of the 
land. There is not a paragraph in this iniquitous tariff-tax 
measure that meets the long delayed expectations of the op- 
pressed consumers of the country. They demanded bread. The 
Republican leaders in Congress now give them a stone. It is 
the old, old story. Will the plain people of the Republic never 
listen? Will the consumers never learn? Sir, I warn the 
makers of the Payne-Aldrich tariff-tax bill against the dangers 
of further unduly imposing on the patience and the credulity 
and the confidence of the American people. It is a fact which 
can not be successfully denied that the plain people of the 
country are greatly dissatisfied with present conditions and 
with existing tariff-tax laws. They have been hopelessly de- 
manding relief for years. They are anxiously seeking to es- 
cape the tyranny of the selfish beneficiaries of Republican pro- 
tection. Staggering as they are under the burdens of class 
taxation, they are greatly disappointed with the provisions of 
the Payne-Aldrich tax bill. The Members of the House are 
now hearing from their constituents in no uncertain tones. The 
Payne-Aldrich bill is the merest pretense. The protests against 
it are coming in fast and furious from the corn lands of the 
West, from the cotton fields of the South, from the miners of 
the Intermountain States, from the people on the Pacific slope, 
and from the taxpayers and the consumers generally from one 
end of the country to the other, all crying out against the 
iniquities of the Payne-Aldrich tariff-tax compromise bill, in 
which nearly every schedule is written for the few selfish bene- 
ficiaries and against the general welfare of all the people. 

For years the consumers of the country have been clamoring 
for a reduction of unjust taxation on the necessaries of life. 
The Republican party promised relief. It was an issue in the 
last campaign. The Republicans promised to revise the Dinz- 
ley tariff schedules in the interest of the consumers and the 
taxpayers. It was to be a revision “downward” in order to 
lighten the burdens of the poor, and with the view to bringing 
the necessaries of life within the realm of just and reasonable 
prices. How have the promises been kept? How have the 
people’s expectations been met? Instead of legislating for the 
consumers the Republicans have again legislated for the special 
interests, and have to a greater extent than ever before cn- 
throned special privilege. Instead of reducing taxation and 
cheapening the necessaries of life, they have increased the taxes 
and added greater burdens to the backs of the helpless and the 
struggling consumers. It has been a tariff-tax revision “ up- 
ward” instead of “ downward ”—a betrayal of the people. 

Let the facts speak for themselves. The Payne bill as it 
passed the House was a higher tariff-tax measure than the 
present Dingley law. Instead of lightening the burdens of the 
consumers on the necessaries of life it materially increased 
them. Nothing to help the consumers in the Payne bill. When 
the Payne tax measure went to the Senate, the Senate substi- 
tuted for it the Aldrich tax bill, the highest and the most in- 
iquitous tax measure in the history of this or any other country, 
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so far as the consumers and the plain people of the land are 
concerned. The two bills were then sent to conference, and 
the result of the conference is a contemptible compromise tax 
bill brought about through the instrumentality of the White 
House, which gives us a tariff-tax bill a little better than the 
Aldrich bill and a great deal worse than the Payne bill. If this 
conferees’ tax bill is now enacted into law it will increase the 
tax burdens of the consumers beyond the calculations-of the 
finite mind and enrich the few at the expense of the many to a 
much greater extent than the present and existing Dingley law. 

Mr. Speaker, I cry out against this barefaced betrayal of the 
people. I denounce this gross injustice to every consumer in the 
Republic. I plead for a square deal for the plain people, and 
hope that enough Republicans will join the Democrats in this 
House to defeat this iniquitous conference report. It would be 
much better for the people we represent for us to stay here until 
next December than to allow this outrageous betrayal of the 
rights of the people—this odious compromise conference tax 
scheme—to be enacted into law. It would be much better in 
the long run for the people to go on paying taxes under the 
Dingley schedules than to enact into law this conference report. 
It will be wiser, in my opinion, for us to now adjourn and go 
home and take the whole tariff-tax matter up again next De- 
cember than to permit the consummation of the Payne-Aldrich 
abomination. 


Sir, if the Payne-Aldrich bill becomes a law in its present 
shape it will burden beyond the calculation of the human intel- 
lect for years to come the struggling people of our country. 
During the past ten years the cost of living has increased nearly 
50 per cent. The Payne-Aldrich bill will increase the cost of 
living about 25 per cent more. It taxes every necessary of life 
from the cradle to the grave. It is a bill to foster monopoly; to 
make a few rich men a little more prosperous. It will create 
more trusts, It will take from those least able to pay and give 
it to those most able to pay. It robs the many for the benefit 
of the few, and does it all under the cloak of law. It is replete 
with legal trickery,full of concealed jokers, ambiguous in phrase- 
ology, and nearly every schedule contains a subtle discrimina- 
tion against the people incomprehensible to the ordinary mind. 

Mr. Speaker, I say again that one of the most important ques- 
tions before the American people is honest tariff reform along 
the lines of a material reduction of the taxes on the necessaries 
of life, in order to cheapen the cost of living, and to make wealth 
as well as toil pay its just share of the burdens of government. 
I am in favor of a fair, a just, and an equitable revenue system 
that will support the Government, wisely and economically ad- 
ministered, with equal justice to all and favoritism to none, 
having a jealous care for our farmers and our toilers. I believe 
in taxing the luxuries of life and exempting the necessaries of 
life in so far as possible; and to this end, as I have said, I favor 
a graduated income tax along lines that will obviate any consti- 
tutional objection. 

Sir, I am in favor of genuine tariff reform in the interests of 
the consumers of the country and for the benefit of the wage- 
earners of the land. -I am in favor of reducing the tariff taxes 
on the necessaries of life, and wherever they foster trusts or 
shelter monopolies. I would tax wealth more and toil less; the 
people less and plutocracy more. I would reduce the tariff 
taxes on all goods, wares, and merchandise manufactured in 
this country and sold cheaper abroad than at home. I would 
revise the Dingley tariff schedules in a business way in the inter- 
ests of all the people. The Payne-Aldrich bill violates every 
principle of democracy. It is the highest protection measure ever 
attempted to be written on our statute books. It is a bill for 
protection for the sake of protection, and not for the sake of reve- 
nue. The Payne-Aldrich tax bill violates the cardinal principle of 
Jefferson, “ Equal rights to all and special privileges to none.” 

Mr. Speaker, for more than ten years the increasing cost of 
living, mounting higher and higher each succeeding year, has 
been the most immediate, the most pressing, and the most uni- 
versally observed fact about economic conditions in this country. 
During all this period, while the cost of the necessaries of life 
has been growing more and more oppressive, the promise has 
been held out by the Republicans that when the country got 
around to tariff revision something would be done to remedy 
these conditions. And what is the result? The mockery of the 
Payne-Aldrich tax bill—to make matters worse instead of better. 
The people are tired of being humbugged. They are done with 
Republican promises. They have lost confidence in the willing- 
hess of invested capital to divide up on an equitable basis with 
productive labor. Sad experience has taught them better. The 
tremendous development of the great trusts; the annual multi- 
Plication of multimillionaires; the heaping up of what Mr. 
Roosevelt so aptly called “swollen fortunes;” the systematic 
overcapitalization of all kinds of enterprises; the consolidation 





of management and the centralization of ownership; the advanc- 
ing of prices, in too many cases out of all reason, of the neces- 
saries of life—all these things have caused a widespread distrust 
of the long-heralded philanthropic spirit of the greedy bene- 
ficiaries of protection. 

Now, sir, I reiterate that I am opposed to these unjust dis- 
criminations. They must cease. Wealth as well as brawn must 
be taxed and pay its just share of the burdens of the Govern- 
ment. I am in favor of trpe reform in tariff taxation—a reyi- 
sion that will do substantTal justice to all interests concerned 
and not rob the many for the benefit of the few and saddle all 
the burdens of government on the poor man’s back. The selfish- 
ness of the beneficiaries of the protected industries of the coun- 
try who have waxed fat during the past quarter of a century 
through the unjust discriminations of Republican tariff policies 
was never better illustrated than in the Payne-Aldrich tax bill. 
Reading the bill in the light of these unjust exactions one is 
forcibly reminded of Goldsmith’s line: 

Laws grind the poor, and rich men rule the law. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend remarks in the Recorp on the subject of tariff. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Gotprocre]? 

There was no objection. 


[Mr. GOLDFOGLE addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
remarks in the Rrecorp, and to incorporate the statement of 
changes made in the tariff law by conference reports on H. R. 
1438. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


STATEMENT OF CHANGES MADE IN THE TARIFF LAW BY THE CONFERENCE 
REPORT ON H. RB. 1438. 


Mr. Payne stated that he has had an investigation made based on 
the last census returns of 1905, showing the amount of domestic con- 
sumption of articles upon which duties have been raised and also the 
articles upon which duties have been lowered by the bill as finally re- 
ported from the conference committee. This has been done because 
comparisons have been made based upon the amount of importations. 

Duties have been lowered where they were too high under the present 
law, sometimes prohibitive in character, and for that reason the impor- 
tations were comparatively small. On the other hand, they have been 
raised in some instances where the tariff was insufficient for protection 
and the importations were very great. 

The following table shows the consumption value of articles on which 
rates of duty have been increased and decreased in all cases where 
amount of production can be ascertained: 





| 


4 Duty de- | Duty in- 
Sehedule— | creased. creased. 
| | 
ccalielblcigeaii cided pee tn nal 
A. Chemicals. oils, paints...................-....-..-.- | $433,090,846 | $11,105,820 
B. Earths and earthenware.....................-..... Re > ~ | Reais 
CG. Metals, and manufactures of...................... | 1,248,200,160 | 11,482,255 
DD, TANG aoc cecccc ccc cncccencececenccasseccccocesccees 566, 870,950 31,280,372 
TR Ronco ecw eee cceenccccasneceesceescecnses ID Be etc ee 
F. Tobacco. No change. 
Be RIE POU ooo cn ccccnccenscececceses= | 483,430,637 4,380,043 
eS ee ID Gr Es w cctinenetncccctecccesecacassocass i nihlitaathesatamenss 462,001 ,856 
Fe CRI air enc s enc nnepsecccscoewececcccccescnccece<e- Tosi detausictistoin iesliaiees 41,622,024 
es ES DG dendiginn nancedcsanccacesancecance: 22,127,145 | 804, 445 
K. Wool No statistics; no change. | 
DR eiethes peo clinnawngtese~cawereceesacc~ncenese- 7,947,568 | 106,742,616 
Cp NE 67 628,055 | 81,486,466 
tds aninbentetn adhinewemsedaquessabhenssacance 1,719, 428,069 | 101,656,598 
a li 4,978,122,124 | 852,512,525 


Of the above increases the following are luxuries, being articles 
strictly of voluntary use: 


Schedule A, chemicals, including perfumeries, pomades, 


I seein eciilillidiieed $11, 105, 820 
Schedule H, wines and liquors..................._____ 462, 001, 856 
I a i a ah leat 106, 742, 646 

EE ee 


This leaves a balance of increases which are not on articles of luxury 
of $272,662,203. 


In preparing this table the experts used all of the available informa- 
tion from the Census Office and other sources, but all of these are not 
sufficient to present the total consumption of either class of articles. 
If the total amount of consumption were available, the contrast between 


the amount of goods on which duties were lowered and those 
would be still more striking. 

The following statement is based on a comparison of the rates in 
the conference report with the Dingley law: 


INCREASES. 


increased 


SCHEDULE A.—CHEMICALS. 
The principal increases over the present rates are as follows: 
Oxalic acid from the free list to 2 cents per pound. 


~ 


Liquid anhydrous ammonia from 25 per cent ad valorem to 5 cents 
per pound, 
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Manufactures of collodion increased 5 per cent. 
Coca leaves increased 5 cents per pound. 

Alkaloids of opium and cocaine increased 50 cents per ounce. 

: ancy soaps increased from 15 cents per pound to 50 per cent ad 
valorem. 

SCHEDULE B.—EARTHENWARE AND GLASSWARE. 

A slight increase was made on the smaller sizes of plate glass. 

SCHEDULE C.—METALS. 


Structural steel, when fabricated and fitted for use, was placed in 
the basket clause with a duty of 45 per cent ad valorem, an increase 
above the present law. 

There was an increase on razors, and®also upon nippers and pliers, 
there being a specific rate with an added ad valorem in each case. 

Lithographic plates were increased from 25 per cent to 50 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Chrome metal, ferrosilicon, tungsten, and other new metals used in 
the manufacture of steels were put on ihe dutiable list at a duty not 
exceeding 15 per cent ad valorem. Tungsten ore was made dutiable 
at 10 per cent. 

The duty on watches was readjusted, remaining at about the same 
rates as the Dingley law. 

A duty of 1 cent per pound was put upon the zinc in the ore where 
it contains more than 20 per cent of zinc. On zinc with less than 20 
per cent there is a lower rate of duty. Zine now has a duty of 20 per 
cent ad valorem. 

There was an added duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound upon plain 
bottle caps, and on decorated bottle caps the duty was increased from 
45 to 55 per cent. 























SCHEDULE D.—LU MBER. 


The duty on shingles was increased from 30 cents per thousand to 
50 cents per thousand. 

A duty of 15 per cent was placed on brier wood and laurel wood for 
pipe maker’s use, now free. 

SCHEDULE G.—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 
: Broom corn was taken from the free list and made dutiable at $3 per 
on. 

Sweetened biscuit, valued at over 15 cents per pound, was made 
dutiable at 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Hops were increased from 12 cents per pound to 16 cents per pound. 

Figs were increased from 2 cents per pound to 24 cents per pound. 

Almonds were increased from 1 cent to 14 cents per pound. 

Pineapples were increased from $7 to $8 per thousand. 

Chicory root, unground, was increased from 1 cent to 14 cents per 
pound. Chicory root, roasted or otherwise prepared, was increased 
from 23 cents to 3 cents per pound. 

Lemons from 1 cent per pound to 13. 


SCHEDULE H.—LIQUORS. 


Wines and liquors were increased by an additional duty equal to a 
15 per cent advance upon the present duty. 


SCHEDULE I.—COTTON. 


This schedule was reconstructed and readjusted to bring the duties 
up to those collected during the first four years of the operation of the 
Dingley law and to the rates then collected under said law. Since 
that time the rates have been lowered, in some cases, from 60 to 6 per 
cent by court decisions. These new rates are equivalent to an addition, 
on the whole, of 3 per cent ad valorem increase over that collected 
under the present law for the year 1908. 

Cotton hosiery, fashioned, valued at not more than $1 per dozen, 
from 50 to 75 cents per dozen pairs. More than $1 and less than 
$1.50 per dozen pairs, from 60 cents to 85 cents per dozen pairs. More 
— $1.50 and not more than $2, from 70 cents to 90 cents per dozen 

airs. 

: The remaining rates on stockings are the same as under the present 
aw. 
SCHEDULE J.—HEMP, FLAX, AND JUTE. 

Hemp increased from $20 per ton to $22.50 per ton. 

Hemp, hackled, from $40 per ton to $45 per ton. 

Certain nigh geteed laces made on the Lever or Gothrough machine 
increased from 60 per cent to 70 per cent. 

The cheaper laces remain at the same rate as in the present law. 


SCHEDULE M.—PAPER AND PULP. 


Surface-coated papers, wholly or partially covered with metal, from 
8 cents per pound and 20 per cent to 5 cents per pound and 20 per 
cent ad valorem; other surface-coated paper, from 24 cents per pound 
and 15 per cent ad valorem to 5 cents per pound. 

Lithographic prints, including post cards, cigar labels, decalco- 
manias, and other like articles, have been readjusted as to classifica- 
tion and rates. On many of these there has been an increase, while on 
some of them the rates remain practically the same. It is not possible 
at this time to state exactly the changes made. 

SCHEDULE N.—SUNDRIES. 

Fireworks other than firecrackers increased from 20 per cent ad 
valorem to 12 cents per pound. 

Wearing apparel made of fur increased from 35 per cent to 50 
per cent. 

. The jewelry paragraph has been recast, with new and specific defi- 
nitions, and this being an article of luxury, the duties on fhe higher 
riced articles have been increased and on the lower priced reduced. 

Inder the present law the duty is 60 per cent ad valorem. Under 
the proposed bill the duties run from 45 per cent to 85 per cent, 

Pencil leads have been changed from ad valorem to specific rates, 
with slight increase in duty. 

Moving-picture films and kindred articles are provided specificall 
for the first time in this law. The negatives are given a rate of 2 

r cent ad valorem and the positives a rate of 14 cents per linear 
foot. Under the present law they were 20 per cent and upward. 

DECREASES. 
The principal reductions from the present law are as follows: 
SCHEDULE A.—CHEMICALS. 


Boracic acid from 5 cents to 3 cents per pound. 

Chromic acid and lactic acid from 3 cents to 2 cents per pound. 

Salicylic acid from 10 cents to 5 cents per pound. 

Tannic acid or tannin from 50 cents to 35 cents per pound. 

Gallic acid from 10 cents to 8 cents per pound. 

Tartaric acid from 7 cents to 5 cents per pound. 

Alum from one-half of 1 cent to three-eighths of a cent per pound. 

Sulphate of ammonia, now dutiable at three-tenths cent per pound, 
is transferred to the free list. 
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Arevis and wine lees from 5 cents per pound to 5 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Cream of tartar from 6 cents to 5 cents on pound. 

Borax from 5 cents to 2 cents per pound. 

mesene of lime and other borate material from 4 cents to 2 cents per 
pound. 

hloroform from 20 cents to 10 cents per pound. 
ollodion and all compounds of pyroxylin from 50 cents to 40 cents 
per pound. If in sheets, etc., from 60 cents to 45 cents per pound. 

Copperas now dutiable at one-fourth of 1 cent per pound reduced to 
fifteen-hundredths of 1 cent per pound. 

Sulphuric ethers reduced from 40 to 8 cents per pound. 

Spirits of nitrous ether from 25 to 20 cents ¥ pound. 

Fruit ethers, oils, or essences from $2 to $1 per pound. All other 
ethers from $1 to 50 cents per pound. : 

Gelatin, glue, isinglass, valued at not above 10 cents per pound, is 
reduced from 24 cents per pound to 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Iodoform from $1 to 75 cents per pound. 

Licorice, all forms of, from 4§ cents per pound to 24 cents per pound. 

Cotton-seed oil and croton oil are transferred from the dutiabie list 
to the free list. 

Flaxseed, linseed, and poppy-seed oil are reduced from 20 cents to 15 
cents per gallon. 

Peppermint oil reduced from 50 cents to 25 cents per gallon. 

Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, and umber and 
umber earths, if ground in oil or water, reduced from 14 cents per 
pound to 1 cent per pound. 

Orange mineral from 3% cents to 33 cents per pound. 

Red lead, from 27 to 2§ cents per pound. 

Varnishes reduced from 35 per cent to 25 per cent ad valorem. 
Methylated and spirit varnishes reduced from $1.32 per gallon and 35 
per cent ad valorem to 35 es gallon and 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Vermilion red, containing lead, from 5 cents per pound to 4] cents 

r und. 

"i ite lead, white paint, and pigment containing lead, from 23 cents 
per pound to 23 cents pe pound. 

iting and“ Paris white, ground in oil or putty, from 1 cent to one- 
half of 1 cent per pound. 

Lead: Acetate of, white, from 334 cents per pound to 8 cents per 

und. Brown, gray, or yellow, from 24 cents to 2 cents per pound. 
Nitrate of, from 24 cents to 2} cents per pound; litharge, from 23 
eents to 24 cents per pound. 

aerate and chromate of potash, from 3 cents to 23 cents per 
ound. 

Chlorate of potash, from 24 cents to 2 cents per pound. 

Plasters, healing, etc., from 35 per cent to 25 per cent ad yalorem. 

Santonin, from $1 to 50 cents per pound. 

Crystal carbonate of soda, from three-tenths of 1 cent to one-fourth 
of 1 cent per pound; chlorate of soda, from 2 cents to 14 cents per 


und. 

Hydrate of or caustic soda, from three-fourths of 1 cent to one-half 
of 1 cent per pound; nitrate of soda, from 24 to 2 cents per pound. 

Sal soda or soda crystals, not concentrated, from two-tenths of 1 cent 
to one-sixth of 1 cent per comes. 

Soda ash, from three-eighths of 1 cent to one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound ; arseniate of soda, from 13 cents to 1 cent per pound. 

Silicate of soda, or other alkaline silicate, from one-half of 1 cent to 
three-eighths of 1 cent per pound. 

Sulphate of soda, or salt cake, or niter cake, from $1.25 per ton to $1 

r ton. 
PL ponaes and manufactures of, from 40 per cent to 30 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Strychnia or strychnine, from 30 cents to 15 cents per ounce. 

Sulphur, refined or sublimed, or flowers of, from $8 per ton to $6 

r ton. 
Pevanillin, from 80 cents per ounce to 20 cents per ounce. 


SCHEDULE B.—EARTHENWARE AND GLASSWARE, 


Fire brick, glazed, enameled, etc., reduced from 45 per cent to 35 per 
cent ad valorem; brick, other than fire brick, if glazed, enameled, etc., 
reduced from 45 per cent to 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Plaster rock or gypsum, crude, from 50 cents to 30 cents per ton; if 
ground or calcined, from $2.25 to $1.25 per ton. 

Filter tubes, from 45 per cent to 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Unpolished, cylinder, crown, and common window glass, smaller glass, 
and cheaper values, reduced one-eighth of a cent per pound. 

Onyx in block, from $1.50 per cubic foot to 65 cents per cubic foot. 

Marble, sawed or dressed, over 2 inches in thickness, from $1.10 to 
$1 per cubic foot. Slabs or paving tiles of the same containing not 
less than 4 superficial inches, and not more than 1 inch in thickness, 
from 12 to 10 cents per superficial foot; if more than 1 inch and not 
more than 14 inches in thickness, from 15 to 10 cents per superficial 
foot; if more than 14 inches and not more than 2 inches in thickness, 
from 18 cents to 124 cents per superficial foot ; if rubbed in whole or in 
part, from 3 cents per superficial foot, in additon, to 2 cents. 

Mosaic cubes, not over 2 inches in size, from one-half to one-fourth 
cent; if attached to paper or other material, from 10 cents to 5 cents 
per superficial foot. 

Granite, freestone, etc., not dressed or polished, from 12 cents to 10 
per cubic foot. 

Mica, cut or trimmed, from 12 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad 
valorem; unmanufactured, from 6 cents per pound to 20 per cent ad 
valorem; and mica cut or trimmed, from 12 cents per pound to 20 per 
cent ad valorem; all the foregoing to 30 per cent ad valorem; mica 
plates or built-up mica, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


SCHEDULE C.——-METALS, 


Iron ore from 40 cents per ton to 15 cents per ton. ‘ 

Pig iron, iron kentledge, and spiegeleisen, from $4 per ton to $2.50 
per ton. 

Scrap iron and steel from $4 per ton to $1 per ton. 

aos iron from six-tenths of 1 cent to three-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound. 

Round iron, less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch In diameter, from 
eight-tenths of 1 cent to six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms less finished than bars, from five- 
tenths of 1 cent to four-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Charcoal iron, from $12 to $6 per ton. 

Beams, — joists, angles, etc., not fabricated, from five-tenths of 
1 cent to three-tenths and four-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Anchors, from 13 cents to 1 cent per pound. 

Iron and steel forgings, from 35 per cent to 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel, not thinner than No. 10 wire 
gauge, from five-tenths of 1 cent to three-tenths of 1 cent per pound; 
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thinner than No. 10 and not thinner than No. 20, from six-tenths of 1 
cent to four-tenths of 1 cent per pound; thinner than No. 20, from 


eight-tenths of 1 cent to six-tenths of 1 cent pound. Steel bands or 
strips, untempered, for making band saws, from 3 cents per pound to 
85 per cent ad valorem; if tempered, from 6 cents per pound to 20 per 
cent ad valorem and 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Cottor ties, from five-tenths of 1 cent per pound to three-tenths of 1 
cent per pound. 

Rallway bars and steel rails, from seven-twentieths of 1 cent per 
pound to seven-fortieths; railway fish plates, from four-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound to three-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Iron or steel sheets, valued at 3 cents per pound or less, thinner than 
No. 10 and not thinner than No. 20 wire gauge, from seven-tenths to 
five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; thinner than No. 20 and not thinner 
than No. 25, from eight-tenths to six-tenths of 1 cent per pound; 
thinner than No. 25 and not thinner than No. 32, from 1.1 cents to 
eight-tenths cent per pound; thinner than No. 32, from 1.2 cents to 
nine-tenths cent per pound; corrugated or crimped, from 1.1 cents to 


eight-tenths Sched“: pound. 

Sheets, pol planished, or glanced, from 2 cents per pound to 14% 
cents Ree pound; if pickled or cleaned, two-tenths of 1 cent per pound 
in addition. 

Rolled sheets, of iron, steel, copper, nickel, etc., from 45 per cent ad 
valorem to 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Tin a from 13 cents to 1.2 cents per pound. 

Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, and slabs, etc., valued at three- 
fourths of 1 cent per pound or less, from three-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound to seven-fortieths; valued above three-fourths of 1 cent Pe 
pound and not above 1.3 cents, from four-tenths to three-tenths of 1 
cent per pound; valued above 1.3 cents and not above 1.8 cents, from 
six-tenths to five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued above 1.8 cents 
and not above 2.2 cents, from seven-tenths to six-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound; valued above 2.2 cents and not above 3 cents, from nine-tenths 
to eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued above 3 cents and not above 
4 cents, from 1.2 cents to 1.1 cents per pound; valued above 4 cents and 
not above 7 cents, from 1.3 cents to 1.2 cents per pound; valued above 
7 cents and not ve 10 cents per pound, from 2 cents to 1.9 cents per 
pound; valued above 10 cents and not above 13 cents per pound, from 
2.4 cents to 2.3 cents per pound; valued above 13 cents and not above 
16 cents per pound, from 2.8 cents to 2.7 cents per pound; valued above 
16 cents a not above 24 cents per pound, from 4.7 cents to 4.6 cents 
per pound. 

Round iron or steel wire, not smaller than No. 13 wire gauge, from 
13 cents per pound to 1 cent per pound; smaller than No. 13, and not 
smaller than No. 16, from 14 cents to 13 cents per pound; smaller than 
No. 16, from 2 cents to 13 cents per pound. 

Steel bars or rods, cold rolled, cold drawn, or cold hammered, or 
polished, from one-fourth cent per pound in addition to the above rates 
to one-eighth of 1 cent pe poe: on strips a awe or sheets of iron 
or steel, other than po , where cold rolled, ete., from 1 cent per 
pouns in addition to the rates on plates to five-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound. 

Anvils, from seven-eighths to five-eighths of 1 cent per pound. 

Axles, etc., from 1 cent to three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

Blacksmith’s hammers and sledges, track tools, w , and crow- 
bars, whether of iron or steel, from one-half to three-eighths of 1 cent 


per pound. 

Bolts, ym or without threads or nuts, from 14 cents to 1§ cents 
per pound, 

— pipe, from four-tenths of 1 cent to one-fourth of 1 cent 
per pound. 

Cast os ware, coated, glazed, or tinned, from 2 cents to 14 cents 
per pound. 

Chains not less than three-fourths of an inch in diameter, from 13 
cents to seven-eighths of a cent per pound; less than three-fourths of 
an inch and not less than three-eighths of an inch in diameter, from 
1g cents to 14 cents per pound; less than three-eighths and not less 
than five-sixteenths, from 17 to 13 cents per pound; less than five- 
sixteenths remain at 3 cents per pound. at no chains will pay less 
than 45 per cent ad valorem. 

Lap welded, butt welded, seamed, or jointed fron or steel boiler 
tubes, ete., if not less than three-eighths of an inch in diameter, 
from 2 cents to 1 cent per pound; if less than Cae and not 
less than one-fourth, from 2 cents to oe cents ae pound; if less than 
one-fourth, 2 cents per pound; weld cylindrical furnaces, from 23 
cents per pound to 2 cents per pound ; all other iron or steel tubes, from 
35 per cent to 30 per cent ad valorem. 

able, butchering, carving, etc., knives, with rl, shell, or ivory 
handles, from 16 cents each to 14 cents each; handles of deer horn, 
from 12 cents each to 10 cents each; with handles of hard rubber, 
bone, celluloid, ete., from 5 cents each to 4 cents each; with other 
handles, from 14 cents each to 1 cent each, with the same ad valorem 
addition of 15 per cent: Provided, That none of the above shall pay 
= a less rate than 40 per cent ad valorem, instead of 45 in the present 
aw. 

Files, etc., 24 inches in length and under, from 30 cents = dozen 
to 25 cents per dozen ; over 24 inches in length and not over 4% inches 
from 50 cents to 474 cents per dozen; over 44 inches in length and 
under 7 inches, from 75 cents to 624 cents per dozen; 7 inches in 
length and over, from $1 per dozen to 774 cents per dozen. 

Cut oo spikes, from six-tenths of 1 cent to four-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound. 

Horseshoe nails and hob nails, from 2} cents to 14 cents per pound. 

Wire nails, not lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, from one-half of 1 
cent to four-tenths of 1 cent per pound; lighter than No. 16, from 1 
cent to three-fourths of 1 eent per pound. 

Spikes, nuts, washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoes, from 1 cent to 
three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

Cut tacks, not exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand, from 1} cents 
to five-eighths of 1 cent per thousand; exceeding 16 ounces, from 14 
cents to three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

- = plates engraved, etc., from 25 per cent to 20 per cent ad valo- 

Rivets, from 2 cents to 13 cents per pa. 

Crosscut saws, from 6 cents to 5 cents per foot; mill saws, from 10 
cents per linear foot to 8 cents per linear foot; pit and drag saws, 
from 8 cents per linear foot to 6 cents per linear foot; circular saws, 
from 25 per cent ad valorem to 20 per cent ad valorem; steel band 
Saws, from 10 cents per pound to 5 care, Bee owns, and 20 per cent 
ad valorem remaining; all other saws, u from 30 per cent to 
a eee ee ee cent ; 

Screws, more than c n length, from 4 cents to 3 cents per 
pound ; over 1 inch and not more than 2 inches, from 6 cents to 5 conte 
ber pound; over one-half inch and not over 1 inch, from 8% cents to 8 


pe pound; one-half inch and less, from 12 cents to 10 cents per 
ound, 

Wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof, from 14 to 1} cents 
per pound; ingots, blooms, or blanks for the same, from 1} cents to 1 
cent per pound. 

Aluminum, in crude form, frem 8 cents to 7 cents per pound; in 
plates, and so forth, from 13 cents to 11 cents per pound. 

Bronze powder, from 12 cents to 10 cents per pound. 

Hooks and eyes, from 54 cents to 4) cents per pound, retaining the 
additional 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Monazite sand and thorite, from 6 cents to 4 cents per pound. 

Cash registers, jute-manufacturing machinery, linotypes and all type- 
setting machines, machine tools, printing presses, sewing machines, type- 
writers, and all steam engines, from 45 per cent to 30 per cenit ad 
valorem. Embroidery and certain lace-making machines and machines 
used for the manufacture of linen cloth, and tar and oil spreading 
machines used in the construction of roads, are admitted free of duty 
until January 1, 1912. 


SCHEDULE D.—LUMBER. 


Timber from 1 cent per cubic foot to one-half cent per cubic foot. 

Sawed boards, planks, etc., of whitewood, sycamore, and basswood, 
from $1 per thousand to 50 cents per thousand. 

All other sawed lumber from $2 per thousand to $1.25 per thousand. 


DRESSED LUMBER. 


If planed or finished on one side, from $2.50 per thousand to $1.75 
per thousand ; if planed or finished on one side and tongued and grooved 
or planed or finished on_ two sides, from $3 per thousand to $2 oe 
thousand; if planed or finished on three sides, from $3.50 to $2.374 
per thousand; if planed or finished on four sides, from $4 to $2.75 per 
thousand. 

Paving posts, railroad ties, telephone poles, etc., from 20 per cent 
to 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Clapboards, from $1.50 a thousand to $1.25 per thousand. 

Kindling wood transferred to the free list. 

Laths, from 25 cents per 1,000 pieces to 20 cents per 1,000 pieces. 

Fence posts, from 10 per cent ad valorem to the free list. 


SCHEDULE FE.—SUGAR. 
Sugar, refined, from 1.95 cents to 1.90 cents per pound. 
SCHEDULE G.—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 


Cabbages, from 3 to 2 cents each. 

Bacon and hams, from 5 cents per pound to 4 cents. 

Fresh meat, from 2 cents to 14 cents per pound. 

Lard, from 2 cents to 14 cents. 

Tallow, from three-fourths of 1 cent per pound to one-half of 1 
cent per pound. 

Wool grease, from one-half of 1 cent to one-fourth of 1 cent. 

Dextrin, burnt starch, etc., from 2 cents to 14 cents per pound. 

Peas, green, from 40 cents per bushel to 30 cents per bushel. 

All starch, except potato starch, from 14 cents to 1 cent per pound. 

Sugar beets, from 25 per cent ad valorem to 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Salt in bags, sacks, etc., from 12 cents per hundred pounds to 11 
cents per hundred unds; in bulk, from 8 cents per hundred pounds 
to 7 cents per hundred pounds. 


SCHEDULE J.—FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE. 
Single yarns, not finer than 8 lea, reduced from 7 cents to 6 cents 


r pound. 

Flax gill nettings, from 25 to 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Carpets, mats, etc., from 5 cents per square yard and 35 per cent 
ad valorem to 4 cents per square yard and 30 per cent ad valorem, when 
valued not above 15 cents per square yard; if valued above 15 cents, 
from 10 cents per square yard and 35 per cent ad valorem to 8 cents 
per square yard and 30 pee cent ad valorem. 

Hydraulic hose, from 20 cents per pound to 15 cents per pound. 

Olleloth, including linoleum under 9 feet in width, from 20 cents 
per square yard and 20 per cent ad valorem to one bracket of 6 cents 
per square yard and the other bracket of 8 cents per square’ yard and 
15 per cent ad valorem, and over 9 feet in width reduced from 20 
cents per square yard and 20 per cent ad valorem to one bracket of 10 
cents per square yard and 15 per cent ad valorem and the other bracket 
of 12 cents per square yard and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

SCHEDULE K.—WwoOOL. 


On tops there was a reduction to readjust the proper relations be- 
tween tops and yarns and other manufactured articles. There was also 
a small reduction on yarns and on cloths with a cotton warp. 

SCHEDULE M.—PAPER AND PULP. 


Mechanically ground wood pulp, from one-twelfth of 1 cent per pound 
to exemption from duty on pulp from any country not imposing export 
duty, etc., on certain forest products. 

Printing paper, valued at not above 23 cents per pound, from $6 per 
ton to $3.75 per ton; valued above 24 cents a pound and not above 23 
cents a pound, from $8 per ton to $3.75 per ton. 

Paper envelopes, from 35 per cent to 20 per cent. 

SCHEDULE N.—SUNDRIES, 

Bituminous coal, from 67 cents per ton to 45 cents per ton. 

Gunpowder, valued at 20 cents and less per pound, from 4 cents per 
pound to 2 cents; valued over 20 cents per pound, from 6 cents per 
pound to 4 cents. 

Matches in boxes containing not over 100 matches per box, from 8 
cents to 6 cents per gross; imported otherwise than in small boxes, from 
1 cent to three-fourths of 1 cent per thousand. 

Cartridges, from 35 to 30 per cent ad valorem; blasting caps, from 
$2.36 to $2.25 per thousand. 

Hides of cattle, from 15 per cent ad valorem to free list. Band and 
sole leather, from 20 per cent ad valorem to 5 per cent ad valorem. 
Dressed leather made from hides of cattle, from 20 per cent to 10 per 
cent ad valorem. Calfskins, chamois skins, goatskins, and other leather 
not provided for, from 20 per cent to 15 per cent ad valorem. Patent 


leather, weighing not over 10 pounds per dozen skins, from 380 cents 
per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem to 27 cents per pound and 15 
per cent ad valorem; weighing over 20 pounds and not over 25 pounds, 
from 30 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem to 27 cents per 
pound and 8 per cent ad valorem; pianoforte leather, from 35 per cent 
ad valorem to 25 per cent ad valorem; boots and shoes made from 
leather from hides of cattle in whole or chief value, from 25 per cent 
ad valorem to 10 per cent ad yalorem; made from other leather, from 
25 per cent ad valorem to 15 per cent ad valorem; shoe laces, from 


50 cents per gross and 29 per cent ad valorem to 15 per cent ad valorem. 
Agricultural implements, plows, etc., from 20 per cent ad valorem 
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‘to 15 per cent ad valorem, and further provision to free list from 


any country admitting American agricultural machinery free. 

Works of art, including paintings and statuary, more than 20 years 
old, from 20 per cent to the free list 

The articles mentioned in the ee paragraphs are rated, sub- 
stantially, at the same duty as under the present law. 


ADJOURN MENT. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 53 minutes p. 
adjourned, under its previous order, until 
o'clock a. m. 


m.) the House 
to-morrow at 10 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 11956) for a pub- 
lic building for the city of Eureka Springs, Ark.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11957) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at the city of 
Bentonville, 
Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: 
in the competitive classified service all persons employed con- 
secutively and satisfactorily for ten years or more in any branch 
of the civil service of the United States—to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11959) appropriating 
money for the erection of buildings at Central Branch National 
Military Home, Dayton, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11960) to provide for the erection of a | 


public building at Middletown, Ohio—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: 
half pay to any employee of the Government under certain cir- 
cumstances—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: Resolution (H. Res. 101) calling on 
the Secretary of the Interior for information, etc.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 


By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 11962) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Holtham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11963) granting a pension to Winfield 8. 
Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11964) granting a pension to Henry Reilly— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11965) granting a pension to Martin Gard- 
ner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11966) granting a pension to Charles J. 
Owens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11967) granting a pension to Michael 
Dolan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 11968) granting a pension 
to Caroline King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 11969) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Greenwald—te the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 11970) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Pearce—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 11971) granting an increase 
of pension to F. Kennerly—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11972) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Webb—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 11973) for the relief of the 
legal representative of James Taylor, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWLAND: A Dill (H. R. 11974) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George E. Richards—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 11975) granting an increase of 
pension to James C. Welsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11976) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Merritt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and | 


A bill (H. R. 11958) to place | 
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private bills and resolutions | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11977) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Blacksen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11978) granting an increase of pensien to 
Tobias Dietrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11979) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Bruner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11980) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Hilliard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11981) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. 
Newingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 11982) granting an increase of 
pension to Seneca Corbin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11983) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to John Scanlon—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. . 

By Mr. MALBY: A bill (H. R. 11984) granting an increase 
of pension to John Larock—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MILLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 11985) granting a pen 
sion to Flora H. Tallman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 11986) granting an-increase of 
pension to Alanson A. Aldrich—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 11987) repealing part of 


| act of February 18, 1909, relating to an increase of pension 


to Robert McGuire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11988) for the 
relief of the estate of Mrs. O. F. Moore, Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 


| on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 11961) to grant 


By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the legislature of New 
Mexico, praying for the enactment of laws to annul certain 
territorial acts of the legislature affecting the county of Sierra, 


| in New Mexico—to the Committee on the Territories. 


Also, petition of J. T. Shairrick and 250 other citizens of the 
counties of Quay, Roosevelt, and Guadalupe, in New Mexico, 
praying* that Congress may take measures to assist in their 
support—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Tenants’ Union of New York, praying for 


| legislation to remove the tariff upon wheat—to the Committee 





on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONRY: Petition of the Associated Fur Trades of 
the United States, favoring Senate schedule on furs—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Albany News Company, of Albany, N. Y., f: 
voring the Beveridge coupon amendment to tariff bill—to the 


| Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Iowa State Retail Merchants’ 
Association, favoring amendment to the bankruptcy law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of the Associated Fur Trades of 
the United States, favoring the Senate schedule on furs—to the 


' Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia: Petition of Farmers’ Educa- 


| tional and Cooperative Union of the State of Georgia, favoring 


greater restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of New York State Bankers 
Association, against the inclusion of banks within provision of 
corporation-tax amendment to H. R. 1488—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Retail Cigar and Tobacco Dealers’ As 
sociation of Philadelphia, favoring prohibition of the use of 
coupons and similar devices in the ee trade—to the Con- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of the Kansttines Fur Trades of 
the ‘United States, favoring Senate schedule on furs—to the 
Committee on Ways and. Means. 

Also, petitions of Henry C. Weiler, the American News Com- 
pany, and the Albany News Company, favoring the Beveridge 
coupon amendment to the tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of L. J. Callanan, of New York, 
favoring a duty of 10 cents per pound on tea and 5 cents per 
pound on coffee—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Associated Fur Trades of the United 
States, favoring Senate schedule on furs—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 
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Also, petition of the Retail Cigar and Tobacco Dealers’ As- 
sociation of Philadelphia, favoring support of sections 14 and 
15 of H. R. 1438—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American News Company, of New York, 
favoring the Beveridge coupon amendment to H. R. 1488—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUFF: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Daniel 
Hilliard, Adam Bruner, Tobias Dietrich, Elizabeth J. Newing- 
ham, James C. Welsh, Jonathan Merritt, and Jacob Blacksen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of citizens of Woods- 
town, N. J., favoring abrogation of extradition treaty with 
Russia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of H. C. Weller, for the Beveridge 
coupon amendment to H. R. 1438—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of New York State Bankers’ Association, against 
inclusion of banks in corporation-tax amendment to H. R. 1438S— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Howard Newman—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Zachariah 
Thomas, J. D. Campfield, and Josiah Morris—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Fred Bailor—to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Joseph Dobson, 
T. J. Caskey, and John H. Winkfield—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 


SENATE. 
Saturpay, July 31, 1909. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Hate, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


FLOUR AND WHEAT TRADE IN EUROPE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report by Special Agent Mack H. Davis on 
the flour and wheat trade in European countries and the Levant 
(S. Doe. No. 149), which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be 
printed, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President, I present a memorial ad- 
dressed to the President of the United States and the two 
Houses of Congress, adopted by the Church of the Brethren, at 
their regular annual conference at Harrisonburg, Va., in June 
of this year. This brotherhood has always consistently stood 
for peaceful and amicable methods of adjusting differences 
whether between individuals, communities, or nations. I ask 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the memorial of this 
brotherhood be set out in full in the Recorp and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

To His Eacellency, the President of the United States, the Senate of 
the United States, and the Congress of the United States, greeting: 
Inasmuch as the Church of the Brethren has always favored arbitra- 

tion as a means of settlement of all differences, whether of a local or 

general character, basing our claims upon (1) Bible authority and 

(2) the promise of adjustment without a resort to arms, arising out 

of peace congresses and national peace conferences; and, feeling that, 

where ag Be intelligent interference has been brought to bear upon 


belligerent forces, peace has been restored without bloodshed, and our 
Nation honored ; 

We, the Church of the Brethren, therefore in our national confer- 
ence assembled at Harrisonburg, Va., June 1 to 3, 1909, do hereby 
unanimously petition our Chief Executive and your honorable bodies 
carefully to consider the inadvisability of increasing the navy, feel- 
ing that whatever our beloved Nation does along the line of increased 
armament will greatly influence other nations and may precipitate 
war and bloodshed again upon us. We appeal to = therefore most 
earnestly in behalf of peace and righteousness. est assured that, 
in the responsible duties devolving upon you, you always have the 
prayers and assistance of our great brotherhood in your behalf. 

Dd. GARVER, Moderator. 
G. W. Lentz, Reading Clerk. 
A. G. CROSSWHITE, Writing Clerk. 


Mr. SHIVELY presented the petition of W. T. Ferguson and 
sandry other citizens of the First Congressional District of 
Indiana, praying for the repeal of the present duty on hides, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Joint Select Committee on the 
Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, 
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to whom was referred a letter from the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, transmitting a schedule of useless papers in that 
department which are not needed in the transaction of current 
business, and which have no permanent value or historical in- 
terest, submitted a report (No. 20) thereon, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CRANE introduced a bill (S. 3093) granting an increase 
of pension to Amos S. Bean, which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


FOREIGN TRADE AND TRADE RELATIONS. 


Mr. HALE. I present a letter from the Secretary of State 
relative to an appropriation of $100,000 to enable the State 
Department to further develop its foreign trade and trade re- 
lations. I move that it be printed as a document (8S. Doc. No. 
150). 

The motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL-SERVICE EMPLOYEES FROM SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. GAMBLE. I submit a resolution, which I ask may be 
read and lie on the table. 
The resolution (S. Res. 71) was read and ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows: 
Senate resolution 71. 


Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to 
communicate to the Senate, at the earliest practicable day, a list of 
the names of those now in the service charged to the State of South 
Dakota, including the city or town and the county which clerk or 
employee claims as his or her residence, and the date of his or her 
appointment; also a statement as to the number to which said State 
is entitled under the provisons of the civil-service law. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HALE. I ask the Senate to take up the urgent deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11570) making 
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations 
for the fiscal year 1909, and for other purposes, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Appropriations with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the committee amendments be first con- 
sidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks that 
the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with and that the 
amendments of the committee be considered as they are reached 
in the reading of the bill. The Chair hears no objection. The 
Secretary will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the head of “ Executive,” on page 2, after line 13, to 
insert : 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


Foreign trade and treaty relation: For defraying the necessary ex- 
penses incurred in connection with foreign trade relations which come 
within the jurisdiction of the Department of State, under tariff legisia- 
tion and otherwise, and in the negotiation and preparation of treaties, 
arrangements, and agreements for the advancement of commercial and 
other interests of the United States, and for the maintenance of a divi- 
sion of far eastern affairs in the Department of State, including the pay- 
ment of necessary employees, at the seat of government or elsewhere, to 
be selected, and their compensation fixed, by the Secretary of State and 
to be expended under his direction, fiscal year 1910, $100,000. A de- 
tailed statement showing expenditures under this appropriation shall be 
reported to Congress by the Secretary of State. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 4, to insert: 


For defraying the expenses of the next meeting of the International 
Union for the Protection of Industrial Property, to be held at Wash- 
ington, D. C., In May, 1910, $15,000. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator in 
charge of the bill to give us some explanation of this proposed 
expenditure of $15,000, because what information I have leads 
me to believe that this is an amendment which ought not to be 
adopted. I understand that it is a proposition to carry oug an 
invitation which was issued twelve or fifteen years ago, and 
which has probably expired by limitation. The whole thing 
seems to be in a somewhat nebulous condition. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Maine 
will permit me, the Senator from Texas raised this question in 
committee, and as I had offered the amendment, [ was not 
prepared to give a definite reply. The Senator will remember 
that I said, in my opinion, it related to patents and trade- 
marks. The amendment was recommended by the State De- 
partment. I asked the Commissioner of Patents, who was 
greatly interested in this matter, to write me a letter on the 
subject, to which I trust the Senator from Texas will listen 
attentively. I ask that it be read from the desk. 





q 
a 
a 
; 
bs 


AER AARON ERE URINE! A 
cog aah 2 " 


aE OS 


+ om wan. 


219% 
2 


SP Rp tg 










































A674 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JULY 31, 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the letter. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED States PaTENT OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July $1, 1909. 
Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Senator: A request has been made through the State De- 
partment for the appropriation of $15,000 to defray the expenses of the 
Congress for the International Protection of Industrial Property to be 
held at Washington, D. C., in May, 1910. 

In order to elucidate the nature of this congress, I will briefly state 
the history of this international union. In March, 1883, an Interna- 
tional Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property was con- 
cluded at Paris between the Governments of Belgium, Brazil, Spain, 
France, og the Netherlands, Portugal, Salvador, Servia, and Switzer- 
land. The United States was represented at this congress, but did not 
adhere to the convention at that time. The subject of this convention 
was the reciprocal protection of patents and trade-marks, and the main 
provisions of the convention were to permit citizens of any of the con- 
tracting states to obtain patents and register trade-marks in any of the 
other states, so that in consequence thereof they should have the same 
protection as citizens of the states in which the patents were obtained 
or the trade-marks registered. It was further provided that if an appli- 
cation for patent er for the registration of a trade-mark was filed in one 
of the contracting states it would have the same force and effect in the 
other states in a contest upon the question of priority of invention or of 
priority of adoption of a trade-mark as If it had been filed in such other 
states, providing only that the application in the latter for patents must 
be filed within seven months and for the registration of trade-marks 
within four months after the filing of the original application. 

This convention was adhered to by the United States on May 30, 
1887. It has also been adhered to by ail the other principal commer- 
Soe including Great Britain, Germany, Austria-Hungary, and 

weden. 

In 1886 the sessions of the international congress were held at 
Rome, in 1890 at Madrid, and in 1897 at Brussels; at the latter con- 
gress substantial amendments were made to the terms of the original 
articles, further extending the reciprocal protection of industrial 6 
erty. The United States was represented at that congress by Hon. 
Bellamy Storer and Hon. Francis Forbes. The President, through 
the Secretary of State, instructed the delegates to invite the congress 
to hold its next session in the United States, at Washington, D.C. The 
invitation to meet in the United States was accepted, but the date of 
the meeting was not fixed, and the congress adjourned to meet again 
at Brussels in December, 1900. 

At the 1900 session of the congress certain amendments were made 
to the articles of the convention, the most important of which con- 
sisted in changing the period of priority in patent cases, above referred 
to, from seven to twelve months, and in extending the reciprocal pro- 
tection accorded to trade-marks and commercial names. The delegates 
representi the United States at this congress were Hon. Lawrence 
Townsend, Hon. Francis Forbes, and Hon. Walter HM. Chamberlin, then 
Assistant Commissioner of Patents. At this congress also attention 
was directed to the invitation above referred to, and Mr. Francis Forbes 
requested that the date of the conference which was to be held in the 
United States be definitely fixed, and pursuant to this suggestion the 
congress adjourned “‘to meet in Washington on a date to arranged 
by the Government of the United States.” 

Another session of the international congress was, however, held at 
Berne, Switzerland, in 1904, at which Hon. Frederick I. Allen, then 
Commissioner of Patents, represented the United States. The attention 
of the congress was again called to this invitation, and it was resolved 
that the next official session of the congress should be held in Wash- 
ington, D. C., in May, 1910. 

o sessions of the international congress have been held since 1904. 

It may be stated in this connection that the delegates to these inter- 
national congresses are provided by the respective governments with 
credentials empowering them to formulate and sign emma relating 
to patents and trade-marks, which, when ratified by the respective goy- 
ernments, are effective as treaties. 

Although no official congress has been held since 1904, there have 
been semiofficial meetings of the association, the proceedings of which 
have been certified to the official congress as recommendations for the 
enactment of further agreements relating to tents and trade-marks. 
In 1907 one of the semiofficial meetings was held at Berne, Switzerland, 
at which Hon. Frederick I. Allen, Commissioner of Patents, was dele- 
gate. In 1908 a similar meeting was held at Stockholm, Sweden, at 
which Hon, Edward B. Moore, present Commissioner of Patents, repre- 
sented the United States. 

The congress which will be held in Washington in 1910 will be a 
most important meeting, for the reason that it will be the official con- 
gress and will take under consideration such recommendations as have 
been agreed upon at the meetings of the semiofficial congresses. One 
of the principal matters to be discussed will be the question of the 
working of patented inventions within a specified period, and efforts 
will be made to reach international reciprocal agreements between the 
nations, whereby the hardship now imposed upon inventors by the laws 
of various countries, which require the working of an invention in such 
countries within a specified time after the granting of the patent will 
be modified or possibly abrogated. I will state in this connection that 
a resolution was passed at the Stockholm cbngress in 1908 condemning 
in no uncertain terms the working clauses contained in the laws of the 
various countries. 

Another important matter which will be discussed at this congress 
relates to the international registration of trade-marks, which, if ef- 
fected, will po that a trade-mark registered in an imternational 
bureau will effective throughout the territories of all the ad 
nations. The importance of such an agreement can not be overesti- 
mated, especially in view of the fact that the present laws of certain 
countries enable the citizens of such countries to readily pirate marks 
of citizens of the United States which have pegenee great value 
reason of extensive advertising and exploitation of the merchandise so 
under such marks in foreign countries. 

It is also believed that efforts will be made to reach an international 
agreement which will unify the patent laws of the various nations go 
that patent tection as well as trade-mark tection be ef- 
fected th out the territories of all the adhering states by regis- 
tration of patents in the international bureau. 

There will proba be about 150 delegates to this congress, and in 
view of the fact that it will be necessary to arrange not only for the 
entertainment of those delegates, but to prepare programmes for the pro- 


ceedings and to take such steps as will be necessary to fi 
meeting, it is earnestly urged that this sporeetinten be Ineluded tn 4 
present deficiency bill in order that the funds may be available in 
amps time to properly arrange for that international congress. 
inclose herewith of the text of the convention effected in 
1883, and which was re United States June 11, 1887, 
and also the additional act concl at Brussels December 14, 1900, 
which I have referred to above. 
Trusting that this explanation in the matter will be sufficient, 1 


remain, 
Very truly, yours, Epwarp B. Moonn, 
Commissioner of Patents. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I endeavored to pay strict 
attention to the reading of the letter. I was interrupted once 
or twice by conversation, and I may not have caught it all. My 
recollection of the reading is to the effect that in 1897, twelve 
years ago, the President of the United States extended an invi- 
tation to the delegates to hold the next convention of this char- 
acter in the United States, at Washington probably. That, 
however, was not done. The next convention was held else- 
where; and in the meanwhile a number of conventions, prob- 
ably half a dozen altogether, have been held in foreign coun- 
tries. 

I should like to know from the Senator from New Hampshire 
upon what authority the invitation was extended. to the con- 
vention in 1910 which impliedly binds the Government of the 
United States to pay for the expenses of the convention. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There was some irregularity about this 
matter. In 1902 Secretary Hay asked Congress for an appro- 
priation for the convention, and it was not granted, notwith- 
standing the invitation had been extended from the President 
of the United States and accepted. There have been, I think, 
two conventions since that, However, the matter has been kept 
alive. It was spoken of in all the conventions abroad that they 
were to meet in the United States. The Secretary of State 
has requested Congress to make this small appropriation for 
the purpose. It seems to me that we are under an obligation 
to do this thing. We invited this convention at our own in- 
stance, the invitation was accepted; and while it has been <e- 
layed somewhat, it does seem to me it does not relieve us from 
the obligation to provide means for entertaining the delegates, 
just as other countries have done. 

It is a very important matter, and I trust the Senator from 
Texas will not object to the amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Under the circumstances, I agree with 
the Congress in 1902 when it refused to make this appropria- 
tion. I do not think that this is such an amendment as ought 
to pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Treasury De- 
partment,” on page 4, after line 16, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the Minneapolis and 
Sault Ste. Marie Railroad Company —_- ee withheld for 
carrying the mail during the fiscal years 1906 and 1907, as certiticd 
by the Auditor for the Post-Office Department, $1,659.23. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 5, to insert: 


The time within which claims may be presented for refunding the 
sums id for documentary stamps used on ——- of exchange 
drawn between July 1, 1 and June 30, 1901, aga the value of prod- 
ucts or merchandise actually ee to countries, specified in the 
act entitled “An act to provide for refunding stamp taxes paid under 
the act of June 13, 1898, — foreign bills of exchange drawn between 
July 1, 1898, and June 30, 1901, against the value of ucts or 
merchandise actually exported to gn countries and aut zing re- 
bate of duties on anthracite coal imported into the United States from 
October 6, 1902, to January 15, 1903, and for other purposes,” approved 
February 1, 1909, be and is hereby extended to December 1, i909. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of “ Under the 
Smithsonian Institution,” on page 8, after line 7, to insert: 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 


To Charles Starek for services rendered the Interstate Commerce 
Commission from January 16 to June 26, 1907, inclusive, and expenses, 
$333.89. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “District of 
Columbia,” on page 9, line 6, after the words “ United States,’ 
to insert: 

And in case sotatptery gee can not be agreed upon for the purchase 
of either or both of said tracts, or in case the title to either or both 
of said tracts can not be made satisfactory to the Attorney-General of 
the United States, then the latter is directed to procure said tract or 
tracts of land by condemnation, and the wee of precu evidence 
of title, or of condemnation, or both, shall be paid out of the appro- 
priations made for the purchase of the tracts. 


So as to make the clause read: 


The titles to the tracts of land to be purchased for a workhouse and 
a reformat provided for in the act approved March 3, 1909, being 
“An act ma eoprepria tiene to previde for the expenses of the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 50, 
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1910, and for other purposes,” shall be taken directly to and in the 
name of the United States; and in case satisfactory price can not be 
agreed upon for the purchase, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 20, to insert: 


Any unexpended balances in the “Act making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending Jane 30, 1909, and for other purposes,” to rent, 
equip, and care for temporary rooms for classes above the second grade, 
now on half time, and to provide for the estimated increased enrollment 
that may be caused by the operation of the compulsory education law, 
is hereby reapprepriated and made available for the purchase, erection, 
and maintenance of portable schoolhouses for temporary use. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 6, to insert: 


Washington Asylum, District of Columbia: For additional amount re- 
quired for erection of administration building at the workhouse for 
males to pay F. L. Averill balance due for preparation of plans and 
specifications for said building, $640.54. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Military estab- 
lishment,” on page 11, after line 3, to insert: 


To provide for payment of extra compensation for the officers com- 
posing the board appointed to pass upon the eligibility of colored troops 
discharged by executive orders on ac@ount of the Brownsville riot for 
reenlistment in the army, $1,500 cach, $7,500, the same to be in full for 
extra compensation for their entire services connected therewith. 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, Brownsville has cost us a good 
deal of money. I believe the committee appointed by Congress | 
to make the investigation spent about $30,000. It is now pro- 
posed to pay army officers $7,500, and that is much less than | 
was asked, for a continuation of this hearing. My judgment is | 
the hearing will never amount to anything. It has not done 
any real substantial good yet. 

I have an idea that when retired army officers are called 
upon by the War Department for the purpose of discharging a 
duty like this, the War Department has a right to call on them 
without giving them extra pay. An army officer is retired on 
three-fourths pay. 

After reflection I am convinced, Mr. President, that the War 
Department has a right to call on the retired army officers to 
discharge such duties without extra pay. It is true that they 
asked for $18,000. The chairman of the committee struck that 
out and inserted $7,500 for all their services. I do not believe | 
that a retired army officer, unless he is called into active serv- 
ice, ought to be paid for any work like this. We are very 
liberal, I think, and we ought to be, when we retire army 
officers on three-fourths pay; and if the War Department de- 
sires a retired army officer to perform such a sevice, I believe | 
he ought to do it without any extra pay. 

For my part, I am going to vote against the amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia is 
partly right and partly wrong. 

In this case these officers have to come to Washington, open | 
an office, and acquire residences, and they will have to pay for 
extra expenses, which wil! probably amount to more than this 
small sum we are allowing them. Instead of being nearly 
$19,000 a year, the difference between active and retired pay 
and allowances of officers of the grade of these officers, this is 
but $7,500 for the five general officers. The amendment ought 
to be sustained. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 





The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tke next amendment was, on page 11, after line 10, to insert: 


} 
The accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and 
directed to credit in the accounts of the disbursing officers of the sev- 
eral States, Territories, and the District of Columbia such amounts as 
have been, or age be, disallowed in‘their accounts for Pt ments here- 
tofore made by them on account of the participation of the organized 
militia in the encampments, maneuvers, and field instruction of the 
Regular Army, under the provisions of section 9 of the act of Congress 
sporetes May 27, 1908, entitled “An act to further amend the act en- | 
titled ‘An act to promote the efficiency of the militia, and for other pur- 
poses,’ approved January 21, 1903.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 23, to insert: 


The appropriation “for six months’ additional pay to persons desig- 
nated to receive the same by officers and enlisted men on active service 
who have died from wounds or disease contracted in line of duty,’ con- 
tained in the act of March 3, 1909, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of the army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1910,” is hereby made available for payment to beneficiaries of officers 
and enlisted men on the active list who die from wounds or disease not 
the result of their own misconduct. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was under the head of “ Department of 
the Interior,” on page 12, after line 23, to insert: 


ga'500 special repairs to the Pension Office building, fiscal year 1910, 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, at the top of page 13, to insert: 


Capitol: For work at Capitol and for general repairs thereof, includ- 
ing flags for the east and west fronts of the center of the Capitol; flag 
staffs, halyards, and tackle; wages of mechanics and laborers ; purchase, 
maintenance, and driving of office vehicle, and not exceeding $100 for 
the purchase of technical and necessary reference books, being a defi- 
ciency for the fiscal years 1909 and 1910, $3,500. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to inquire of the Senator in 
charge of the bill whether there is included in the bill a provi- 
sion for the construction of an elevator connecting with the 
underground passageway from the Capitol? 

Mr. HALE. The committee allowed that, and it will be of- 
fered in order. 

Mr. WARREN. I have it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It seemed to me that some provision should 
be made, and I did not find any in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 9, to insert: 

Senate Office Building: For maintenance, including heating, lighting, 
and ventilation, miscellaneous items, and for all necessary services for 
the Senate Office Building for the fiscal year 1910, $36,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 14, to insert: 

That the sum of $25,000, authorized to be expended out of the appro- 
priation of $1,000,000 made by the act of March 4, 1909, under the 
heading “* Depredations on public timber, etc.,”’ Public No. 328, shall be 
available for any and all expenses heretofore incurred, or to be incurred, 
in indictments and punishment for and recovery of damages for the 
violations of law in said item set forth. 

Mr. BORAH. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill what is 
the object of this amendment? We appropriated $1,000,000 in 
the last Congress, I believe, for the same purpose. 

Mr. CURTIS. ‘The amount appropriated last year was not 
used. The special attorney and the prosecuting attorney pre- 
sented the case to the grand jury and the men were indicted, 
but in rendering the account of expenses the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury held that there were four or five hundred 
dollars of the amount which did not properly come within the 
provisions of the former item. The attorney has paid out the 
money in actual expenses, and this amendment is to permit them 
to pay that amount. It makes no additional appropriation 
whatever. 

Mr. BORAH. The sum is $25,000? 

Mr. CURTIS. It means that out of the sum of $25,000 which 
is already appropriated this small sum for expenses may be 
paid. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 2, on page 15. 

Mr. BURKETT. I move to strike out the paragraph begin- 
ning at line 22, on page 14, and ending at line 2, page 15. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 21, page 14, it is proposed to strike 
out the following: 

To pay Orville H. Southmayd, United States deputy mineral surveyor, 
the amount found due him by the accounting officers of the Treasurv 
as per certificate No. 8526, $2,234.82. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr: BURKETT. Mr. President, I want to say that I move 


| the amendment because, so far as I can find, there is nothing 


official in support of this claim; that is, in the regular way. 
This ‘is supposed to be an audited claim. It was put in on the 
floor of the House upon a letter written by an official of the 
Government importing that prebably it would be certified as an 
audited claim in due course of events. But it has not been cer- 
tified down that way. 

I think that in this bill especially we ought to confine the 
items to present emergencies. This is an emergency bill. There 
are a good many claims just like this. This may come out all 
right; it may be certified down as an audited claim in the 
course of time. It ought to be down here by the next session 
of Congress in December. I am not willing to see the item go in 
without very much in support of it at this time. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator is right. I have no objec- 
tion to the paragraph being stricken out, and the conference can 
look into it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska to strike out the para- 
graph. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
was, on page 15, after line 7, to insert: 

INDIAN AFFAIRS 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to complete the classification 
and appraisement of the lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation, in 


The next amendment 
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Washington, in accordance with the provisions of the act of December 
21, 1904, entitled “An act to authorize the sale and disposition of sur- 
plus or unaiiotted lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation, in the State 
of Washington,” $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: 
Provided, That this som shall be reimbursed to the United States from 
the proceeds of the sale of the surplus lands of said reservation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 19, to insert: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to expend $5,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, from the moneys placed in the 
Treasury to the credit of the Winnebago Indians by the act approved 
March 3, 1909 (35 Stat. L., p. 798), to carry out the provisions of the 
said act and cause the enrollment of the Winnebago Indians to be made 
as provided therein. F 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of 
Justice,” on page 17, line 2, after the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “in all, $12,733.33,” so as to make the clause read: 

For the fiscal year 1907, $1,350. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 4, to insert: 

For the fiscal year 1908, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 6, to insert: 

For the fiscal year 1909, $5,383.33; in all, $12,733.33. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 4, to insert: 

For the following for the Department of Justice from August 1, 1909, 
to June 30, 1910, inclusive, namely: ; 

Salaries: For 1 Assistant Attorney-General, at the rate of $10,000 
per annum; 1 Deputy Assistant Attorney-General, at the rate of $7,500 
per annum; 4 attorneys, at the rate of $5,000 each per annum ; for sal- 
aries of necessary employees, including employees at Washington, D. C., 
$13,750; im all, $48,125. 

Contingent expenses: For furniture, supplies, traveling and other 
miscellaneous and incidental expenses, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Attorney-General, $6,875. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to inquire if this is a provi- 
sion for the extra attorneys who are contemplated under the 
provisions creating a customs court? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then it does not provide pay for any exist- 
ing officer? 

Mr. HALE. [For officers created by the tariff act. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is, officers contemplated to be created 
by the tariff act? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. If we do not appropriate for their pay, 
they will not get any money. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I suspected that was the purpose of this 
amendment. Of course I am not in sympathy with the creation 
of that court, and I consequently am not in sympathy with any 
appropriation for the pay of the officers contemplated in the 
provisions of the bill creating the court. 

I shall content myself with these suggestions, and with an 
indication of my dissent by vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, 

Mr. BORAH. I thought my colleague raised the point of 
order upon the amendment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I did not specifically raise the point of 
order, but I sincerely hope some Senator will do so. 

Mr. BORAH. I will proceed to de so now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the Senator’s point of 
order? 

Mr, BORAH. I desire first to offer an amendment, and if the 
amendment is accepted then I may not raise the point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the Senator does not now 
raise the point of order? 

Mr. BORAH. No; I desire to offer an amendment. I move 
to strike out the word “ten,” in line 9, and insert the word 
“six;” and between the word “ thousand” and the word “dol- 
lars” to insert the words “five hundred;” so as to read “ six 
thousand five hundred dollars.” 

Mr. President, this is the amount which was fixed in the tariff 
bill, although I understand that the conference report provides 
for a different amount. The amount which was fixed for the 
judges was $7,500. I see that the conference report changes 
that to $10,000. 

Mr, SHIVELY. The salary was fixed at $7,000, if the Sen- 
ator please; the same as that of judges of the United States 
circuit courts. 

Mr. BORAH. At $7,000. I propose, Mr. President, to offer 
an amendment to each one of these salaries, and to call for the 
yeas and nays upon those amendments. On the first amendment 
which I have offered, I now ask for the yeas and nays. 


“ir. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator from Idaho does that, 


may I ask him a question? 
Mr. BORAH. Yes. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am more or less in sympathy with the 
Senator’s view. If he were to make his amendment conform 
with the salaries now paid by law to the United States distric; 
and circuit judges, does it not occur to the Senator that he 
would get more votes for that propos'tion? It would seem that 
they should not be paid higher salaries than the judges of the 
United States circuit and district courts; but why should they 
- paid a lower salary? I merely make the suggestion to the 
enator. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the junior Senator from Idaho 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. BORAH. I do. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think perhaps the shortest way is to raise 
the point of order that this is new legislation. 

Mr. BORAH. No. 

Mr. HEYBURN. What is the use of tinkering it up, and then 
raising the point of order after the changes in salary have been 
made? Why not raise the point of order now? 

Mr. BORAH. We are going to have a customs court, it ap- 
pears, and I am willing that some reasonable salary shall be 
paid to its officers. If that ean be agreed upon, I do not desire 
to raise the point of order; but I will withdraw my amendment 
if my colleague desires to raise the point of order. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to raise the point of order. It was 
my intention to raise a point of order against this and the 
succeeding amendments. The point of order is that they pro- 
pose new legislation in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, all of these provisions relating 
to the new court, the officers, assistant atterneys-general, the 
counsel in attendance upon it, are reported in this bill in 
conformity with the provisions of the tariff act, which has 
already been reported to the House of Representatives, and I 
am informed that an agreement has been reached that a final 
vote shall be taken upon it there at 8 o’clock this evening. Of 
course the provisions embodied in that bill do not become the 
law as the basis for the appropriation until the bill passes, 
I realize that, and the Committee on Appropriations realized 
that when this bill was reported. It is based on the assumption 
that the tariff act will pass both Houses and go into effect, 
and that then, whatever Congress does in the way of salaries, 
the salaries fixed by that act entitle the officers under it, 
whether Congress appropriates or not, to the amount fixed in 
the act as their salaries. 

The only effect of raising the point of order now is that 
the pending bill will have to go over. - Instead of our passing 
it to-day, with the many good things that are in it, we shall 
have to wait until after the tariff bill is signed by the President. 
Senators will be kept here for a quorum, Members of the other 
House will be kept there for a quorum, and we shall have to 
take the bill up later. That is a matter which the Senator 
who makes the point of order must realize as strongly as I (lo. 
I would appeal to him not to put the Senate and the other 
House and their Members to the inconvenience to which they 
will surely be subject if the point of order is now made. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator will permit me, Mr. Presi- 
dent--—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly; I shall be glad to hear from the 
Senator in regard to the matter. » 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it occurred to me, if this ex- 
traordinary legislation should become effective, that these offi- 
cers should not be appointed before the meeting of the Senate 
which will have to confirm them. It seems to me that we are 
going a long way to legislate them into existence, and that 
there is no especial hurry about their being inducted inte office. 
I think every Member of the Senate would like to look over, in 
executive session, the names of the appointees under this law, 
should it become effective. It did not occur to me that there 
was any good reason why we should make it possible to appoint 
these very important officers prior to the regular meeting of 
Congress in December next; otherwise we shall be brought face 
to face with the proposition that these officers have been ap- 
pointed without the advice and consent of the Senate; and 
that, they being In position and having already assumed the 
duties of their office, that would be an element of pressure, if [ 
may use the term, in favor of the confirmation of their appoint- 
ments. It seemed to me that conservative action on the part 
of Congress would not require that we should enact this pro- 
vision, or a similar one, until the meeting of the session of Con- 
gress at which the appointments would be presented. 

Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President, I am entirely willing [to 
take the ruling of the Chair. I suppose the same point of order 
will he made with reference to the judges. They are on all 
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fours and depend on the passage of the tariff act. The result 
will be that we will go on with the rest of the bill, and either 
they will all go over, or another bill covering this subject will 
haye to be reported later. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I think the Senator from 
Maine will agree with me that the point of order under our 
rule is well taken. This is clearly new legislation proposed in 
an appropriation bill. ‘ 

Mr. HALE. Oh, undoubtedly, Mr. President—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not take that 
view of it. The Chair may be permitted to say that it seems to 
the Chair that this does not create new offices, but that it ap- 
propriates for offices which, as the Chair understands from the 
debate, are not yet created. This amendment does not of itself 
create offices. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, that is not the point of order I 
raise. My point of order is that the amendment is new legis- 
lation proposed in an appropriation bill. It makes no differ- 
ence upon what subject, under our rules you can not propose 
new legislation on an appropriation bill—general Iegislatien, I 
should say. I used the term “new legislation” inadvertently. 
You can net fix the salary for an office that does not exist. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, whatever may be 
or may not be the reason for the point of order made by the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Hreygpurn], I hope he will not insist 
on it at this immediate moment. I myself have been opposed 
from the beginning to the creation of this customs court. How- 
ever, the Senate of the United States have decided that that is 
a proper part of the judicial machinery of the Government. 
When they decided that, my opposition to the court ceased; 
but I then had, and still have, a well-defined opposition to creat- 
ing a special court that shall outrank the circuit and district 
courts of the United States. One way of showing that it out- 
ranks them is by fixing larger salaries for its judges than are 
fixed for the circuit and district court judges of the United 
States. 

I would be content, notwithstanding my doubt as to the wis- 
dom of the creation of this court, if the Congress of the United 
States in creating it should fix its salaries at a par with those 
of the highest judicial officers in the United States, save only 
the Supreme Court of the United States. I hope, therefore, that 
the point of order will be withdrawn and that the Senate may 
have an opportunity to vete upon the question suggested by the 
amendment of the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] 
fixing these salaries at a par with the salaries of the circnit 
and district judges of the United States. Further than that, I 
think we ought not to go. . 

With reference to the conference report, I am in doubt as to 
the power of the conferees to fix the salary of $10,000 in the 
tariff bill, About that, however, I express no opinion; but I 
submit the inquiry, the Senate of the United States alone of the 
two bodies having acted upon this customs court, having fixed 
the salaries, whether a conference committee can increase those 
salaries? Certainly, if they have the power—which in a par- 
liamentary way they may have—I can see no objection, if the 
salaries are fixed in that bill at $10,000, to our limiting the 
appropriation to $7,000. We do that continually as to other de- 
partments of the Government where the amount appropriated 
for the salary is not the same as the amount provided for in 
the statute creating the office. 

I hope, under these conditions, that the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Heysurn] will at least withhold his point of order for 
the time being until we can have a vote upon the amendment 
propesed by his colleague [Mr. Boran]. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I would not for a moment 
suggest any action here that would inconvenience the Senate in 
a matter of importance, or otherwise. I had not considered the 
probability of being called upon to discuss or consider this ques- 
tion again at this session of Congress. If it is to be considered 
at this session of Congress, it is as well to consider it now as at 
any other time. I would not for a moment propose to postpone 
it at the inconvenience of the Senate or of Senators; and I am 
not disposed to interpose a point of order, that is undoubtedly 
sound under the rule, if Senaters prefer at this time to consider 
the question of these salaries; and so I will withhold the point 
of order. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I renew my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Idaho will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed, on page 1S, line 9, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out “ten” and insert “six;” and 
after the word “ thousand,” to insert “ five hundred.” 

Mr. BORAH. I also offer other amendments, so that we may 
vote on all of them at the same time. In line 10, I move to 
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strike out the word “seven” and to insert the word “five;” 
in the same line, to strike out the words “five hundred;” in 
line 11, after the word “attorneys,” I move to insert “one: ” 
and then after the words “per annum,” in line 12, to insert the 
words. “and 3 at the rate of $4,000 each per annum,” so as to 
read: 

i ; ate $5 or ¢ ar : + 
ater eee the rate of $5,000 per annum and 8 at the rate 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator should also include 
in his motion to strike out the word “ each,” in line 12. 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; that is included. I desire to move those 
amendments to be considered as one amendment, and I ask for 
the yeas and nays on their adoption. 

Mr. GALLINGER., I ask the Senator from Idaho if those are 
the amounts fixed in the tariff bill as it passed the Senate? 

Mr. BORAH. I have undertaken to follow those amounts. I 
have them here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Idaho will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 18, line 9, after the words “ rate 
of,” it is proposed te strike out “ten” and to insert “six; ” 
after the word “thousand,” in the same line, to msert “ five 
hundred; ” in line 10, after the words “rate of,” to strike out 
“seven” and insert “five;” in the same line, after the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “five hundred;” in line 11, after the 
word “attorneys,” to insert the word “one;” in line 12, after 
the word “ dollars,” to strike out the word “each;” and in the 
same line, after the words “ per annum,” to insert “and three 
at the rate of $4,000 each per annum.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the amendment just stated 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, what is the pending amend- 
ment? I did not catch the question as stated by the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran], which has 
just been stated. 

Mr. HALE. It propeses to reduce the salaries of the officers 
of the court. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Dees the Senator from Texas de- 
sire the amendment to be stated again? 

Mr. BAILEY. No. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I shall net take up the time of the 
Senate. I simply desire to say that the rates fixed here were 
fixed after very careful examination under a realization of the 
great importance of this court, the magnitude of the business 
that it will have to transact, and the desirability of the court ia 
its jrdges and in its officers being recognized by liberal sal- 
aries. The committee of conference took these matters into con- 
sideration in arriving at its result, and the Appropriations 
Committee has reported in accordance with that. However, it is 
all for the Senate to settle. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator let me ask him a question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. As I understand, the conference committee has 
fixed the salary at $10,000 per year. Is that correct? 

Mr. HALE. For the judges. 

Mr. CLAY. And $7,500 for the Assistant Attorney-General? 

Mr. HALE. Ten thousand dollars, alse, for the Assistant 
Attorney-General. 

Mr. CLAY. Did the Senate fix these salaries at $10,000 before 
the bill went to conference? 

Mr. SHIVELY. No. 

Mr. CLAY. What was the amount fixed by the Senate? 

Mr. SHIVELY. Seven thousand dollars. 

Mr. CLAY. Was that item in conference at all? 

Mr. HALE. The whole matter was in conference. It was 
not like a disagreement between the two Houses as to the rates: 
the whole subject was in conference under a new provision. 

Mr. CLAY. It strikes me that, if we fix by law the salary at 
$10,000 per year, it would be the duty of Congress to appro- 
priate for that salary until it was changed. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CLAY. But here is a question that worries me: The 
amendment reported by the Finance Committee of the Senate 
fixed these salaries at $10,000, but on the floor of the Senate 
they were reduced to $7,000; and then the bill went to the 
House and to the conference. If that be true, I can not see 
how the conferees could fix the salary at $10,000, because if it 
were a Senate amendment fixing the salary at $7,000, the House 
had either to agree or to disagree. Under those circumstances, 
the House could not, it strikes me, make it any higher. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator will see that it is a 
very different question from what it would have been had the 
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Senate fixed $7,500 and the House fixed $6,500. Then, in con- 
ference, the range would have been limited. 

Mr. CLAY. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. But the House did not do that. The House did 
not express itself; it did not act upon it at all; and so the whole 
matter under the clause went to conference. They could fix 
any salary. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator if the theory of the 
conference is not that the House disagreed to that amendment? 

Mr. HALE. The House did disagree, but it did not fix any 
rate. There was a nonconcurrence. The House might have or- 
dered $25,000 as a reason for disagreeing; it might have ordered 
$15,000; it might have ordered $6,000; it might have ordered 
$5,000; but it was all left open by the open disagreement; so 
that the whole matter was before the conferees to fix any rate. 
I think there is no question about that. But this is a matter, 
Mr. President, the Senate must fix. _ 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of the 
honorable Senator if it is not a fact that it frequently occurs 
that where one sum has been fixed as the compensation for an 
officer or for an employee, Congress appropriates a different 
sulin? 

Mr. HALE. No; not very often. There have been cases re- 
sulting from such action as the Senator indicates, the appro- 
priation not being up to the legal salary, where the incumbent 
of the office has brought suit for the balance in the Court of 
Claims, obtained judgment, and collected the money; because 
an appropriation, unless it in terms states that the amount 
thereby appropriated shall be in full of all salary, does not cut 
off-the incumbent of the office from the legal salary fixed by 
law. 

Mr. BACON. There is no doubt about that fact; but it is 
also equally true that in a great many cases—I can not now 
put my hand upon them, but I recall them with certainty— 
where the compensation has been fixed at a certain amount by 
law, Congress has seen fit to vary that law by making the 
appropriation for a different amount and making it in such a 
way that the party could not collect a judgment. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think, Mr. President, that there are 
many such cases. Of course, the notable case is the one that 
took place in 1875, when the salary bill was reported from the 
House. It cut down sweepingly hundreds of salaries and 
appropriated smaller sums. But there are not many cases 
where, deliberately, Congress has in an appropriation bill 
failed to appropriate the amount of salary fixed by existing 
law. Any such cases are exceptional. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. ° 

Mr. DIXON. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hate] and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon] to a concrete example. The salary of the solicitor of 
the Internal-Revenue Bureau in the Treasury Department was 
fixed by law at $5,000 per annum. For the past twenty years 
the appropriation has been $4,500, until the passage of the 
appropriation bill for the current year. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, that matter can all be very 
easily remedied by a subsequent amendment providing that the 
amounts fixed shall be in full for all salaries. I do not desire 
to go back over the question of whether or not a customs court 
should be created; but the salaries now proposed are in excess 
of the salaries which are being paid to the federal prosecuting 
officers throughout the United States, who have to do with all 
matter of important questions, not only touching the collection 
of the revenue, but everything that pertains to the rights of the 
citizen in the courts. I do not see how it is to be argued with 
any reasonableness that we should provide for the officers of the 
proposed new court, who have to do with 150 cases, perhaps, a 
year, salaries in excess of those paid other judicial officers of 
the United States. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, 
there will be a great many more than 150 cases. There is an- 
other reason why the scale should be kept up. I have alluded to 
it before. The Board of Appraisers, from whom appeals will be 
taken to this higher and greater court, are receiving salaries of 
$9,000, and it would be, it seems to me, absurd that an appellate 
court, that is to overhaul the action of the appraisers and pass 
finally upon it, should have less pay than the Board of Ap- 
praisers, who sit as a business board to fix valuations, from 
which appeals are taken. 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, in the first place, in my opinion, 
the Board of Appraisers are vastly more important than this 
court will ever be. I think the proposition is without any due 
foundation in reason, and it is in the rature of an impeachment 
both in the intelligence and capacity of the federal courts to 
outrank them by a special court, created for a specific purpose, 
to do a specific thing, regardless of what the law may be under 
which they act. Whether they shall do so or not I do not know, 
but if they do not they will be a disappointment to the men who 
have created the court. 

Mr. President, as I said once before on the floor of this 
Senate, they have a system of raising salaries by which they 
seek to raise the salary of a man whose position is lower, and 
then they insist that all others above shall be raised, because it 
is improper to have a man in a lower station working for more 
than one above. That is the very position which we assumed 
last spring when we raised certain salaries, and they have in- 
voked it again. 

The only thing we can do in fixing salaries is to fix something 
like what is reasonable compensation, and if others have been 
raised too high, we can lower them; but certainly it will not be 
contended that the prosecuting attorney in this court is entitled 
to a greater salary than men who have to do with the most 
important subjects concerning the welfare, the liberty, and the 
interests of the citizen. I do not see why a distinction should 
be made as against those officers. If the salaries of the ap- 
praisers are too high, we might possibly, in view of the an- 
nouncement of the policy of retrenchment, lower them, although 
we seem to have abandoned that policy about sixty days after 
it was initiated. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I want to reenforce what has 
been said with reference to our authority in appropriating for 
salaries. It has been hinted two or three times here that we 
ean not appropriate less than the amount provided by law. In 
addition to the illustration the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
Drxon] has given, I want to say that there are a great many sal- 
aried officers who are drawing less under the appropriation acts 
than the law provides. I could, in the District of Columbia 
alone, I think, cite 15 different officers who are drawing less 
salary than the law provides they shall draw. Those matters 
have been tested, and, so far as the investigations go which I 
gave the matter some eight or ten years ago when I first began 
to look into these questions, I found that it was decided that 
when they accepted the salary which Congress had appropriated 
they could not get the additional payment. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. BURKETT. I do. 

Mr. JONES. I simply desire to suggest to the Senator that 
there are several surveyors-general in the West for whom 
every year for a great many years we have been appropriating 
less than the amount fixed by law for their salary. 

Mr. BURKETT. Yes. I recall that now, knowing it from 
having made a personal investigation of that also. If we were 
to take a little time, we would find that there are, I suspect, 
hundreds of officers who are not drawing the salary provided 
by law. For example, let me call the attention of the Senate 
to one thing. Several years ago Congress passed a new code 
for the District of Columbia. For some reason or other some 
of the salaries provided in that code always seemed a little 
extravagant to Congress, and every year Congress has refused 
to appropriate for some of the salaries that are provided for 
in that code the full amount authorized by law. They were 
put high, perhaps, looking to the future, when salaries ought 
to be higher, with the knowledge that Congress year by year 
could regulate the amount in its appropriation acts or some- 
thing of that sort. The law provides for the police judges 
salaries higher than they draw, and it provides for the man 
in charge of the insurance department of the District of Co- 
lumbia a higher salary than he draws. We have never appro- 
priated the salary authorized by law for that officer, and so on 
through the list. 

If Congress deems it unwise to appropriate as much for the 
salaries of the judges and officers of the customs court as the 
law shall provide, it has the right to do so; and, if it does do 
so, those men, whoever they may be, in accepting their posi- 
tions and taking the salary appropriated, will foreclose their 
right of recovering anything thereafter from the Government. 
But if there were any question about it, let me say there migh' 
be incorporated in the first paragraph of this bill a provision 
similar, as I recall, to the provision that we have added to the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, to the effect that the 
several amounts appropriated for salaries shall be accepted ii 
full payment by the persons holding such positions. There 
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could not be any question but that would foreclose their being 
able to recover anything from the Government. 

Now, upon the question of salaries, I only rose to make that 
clear. I voted in the Senate for the salaries as they went 
through, not for these high salaries. I indorse, however, the 
position of the Senator from Wyoming, who has spoken, that 
there is no reason why the judges of this particular court should 
have salaries paid to them higher than those of all the federal 
courts except the Supreme Court; and if this matter comes to 
a vote, I for one am going to support the proposition of the 
Senator from Idaho to reduce these salaries in accordance with 
what the Senate voted when we voted upon this proposition. 

Mr. HALE. Without taking any more time, for I am very 
desirous of having the bill disposed of, I will ask a vote of the 

- Senate upon this proposition. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the 
Senate, but it is well enough that the Recorp should show that 
the question was fairly before us and that we had the facts. 
It is a mistake to call the Board of Appraisers a court. They 
are not a court. 

Mr. HALE. No; I said they were not. 

Mr. HEYBURN. And it is not at all wnusual for a court 
which reviews the action of officers of the Government to re- 
ceive less salary than the officers whose action is reviewed. 
The mind of any Senator will immediately attach itself to a 
number of such instances. Take the courts which review the 
action of the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Each of those officers receives very much larger 
salary than does the judge who is called upon to review their 
action, 

It is not at all probable that the number of appeals to this 
tribunal will exceed a hundred a year. I merely base my esti- 
mate upon the number of appeals to-day to the courts from the 
Board of Appraisers. We are merely substituting this tribunal 
for the United States circuit court, to which court an appeal 
now lies; and it seems to me that the judges of a court confined 
to a single subject—customs duties—should not receive a higher 
salary than the judges of a court of general jurisdiction. 

Mr. President, if I am correct in my estimate of the number 
of cases that would go to this court—say not to exceed a hun- 
dred a year—then it certainly will not be overworked or over- 
burdened. The appraisers handle thousands of cases, some of 
which are not subject to appeal under the provisions of the 
act. They are executive officers, administrative officers; and no 
just comparison can be drawn between the salaries meet for 
judicial officers and for officials who, by the very terms of the 
law, are required to be present every day. Three of the ap- 
praisers must be present every day in the year. The court will 
sit according to its own appointment, with perhaps not to ex- 
ceed seven or eight cases in a morith during the entire year. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the principal reason for the 
establishment of this court is the impossibility in the customs 
eases of having the Government’s case properly presented in 
the great rush of business in the district attorney’s offices. The 
eases are extremely difficult, requiring on the part of those 
who present them special training and special preparation, and 
it is very important in the interest of the Government to pay 
a salary sufficient to get a suitable man. And what is true of 
the attorney in charge of the cases is equally true of the court. 
I think there is nothing in the world so dear as a cheap court, 
and I believe, whatever may be done with other salaries, the 
salaries of these judges should be sufficient to permit men of 
the proper class, who, in most cases, would surrender a larger 
income in private life to take the places. 

I think this compensation is essential to make this court 
what it is proposed in the other bill and in the appropriation 
bill it shall be. I think it is absolutely necessary in order that 
we may have the kind of court we ought to have and get the 
proper men for that court. I think it is the poorest economy in 
the world to cut down the salaries of judges. I entirely agree 
with the point made by the Senator from Wyoming, but I 
think it ought to be met by giving suitable salaries to the 
judges of the circuit and district courts, and not by exercising 
economy on the others. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, Congress within a 
twelvemonth has deliberately determined that it will not raise 
the salaries of the judges of the courts of appeals to $9,000. 
In my judgment there can be no justice in establishing a court 

of this kind and say by our action that it is superior to our 
circuit courts of appeals, which now rank and ought to rank 
next to the Supreme Court of the United States. I am in 
hearty accord with the Senator from Massachusetts as to the 
Salaries to be paid to our judges. I believe the judges of the 
circuit courts should receive a higher salary than they now 
receive, but unfortunately I am in the minority in that opinion. 


It seems to me the Senate would stultify itself, when the sala- 
ries of the circuit judges of appeals are but $7,000, to create 
another court with less jurisdiction, with less dignity, with less 
important matters coming before it, and make the salaries a 
third larger. For that reason I hope the amendment of the 
Senator from Idaho will carry, and if the time comes when we 
can raise the salaries of the circuit and district judges to a sum 
proportionate to their merit and to what they ought to have, 
then I shall not have any such deep-seated objection to increas- 
ing the salaries of the members of this court. I do not believe 
any judge in the federal service receives what he ought to ré- 
ceive, if he measures up to his office. I do not believe there is a 
judge upon the federal bench, who worthily fills the office, who 
could not make two or three or four times as much in the prac- 
tice of the law. But there is a dignity attached to the bench 
which appeals to the bar. I hope the amendment will carry— 
both the amendment now before the Senate as to the salary of 
the Assistant Attorney-General, and so forth, and the coming 
amendment as to the salaries of the judges of this court. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, let us have a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Idaho; and on that the Secre- 
tary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BOURNE (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen]. 
He being absent, I withhold my vote. Were he present I should 
vote “ nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis]. I 
transfer the pair to my colleague [Mr. Lorimer] and will vote, 
I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. TmLMANn], 
who is absent. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Taytog]. For that rea- 
son I withhold my vote. 

Mr. JONES (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Smirn]j. I 
transfer it to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Pont], and 
will vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. MARTI (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nrxon]. In his 
absence, I withhold my vote. I would vote “yea,” if he were 
present. ’ 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
OVERMAN]. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland (when Mr. RAYNER’s name was 
called). My colleague, the senior Senator from Maryland, is 
unavoidably absent, and is paired with the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Roor]. 

Mr. ROOT (when his name was called). I am paired for the 
day with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner}. 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I desire to 
inquire whether the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crapr] 
has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota has 
not voted. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I withhold my vote. If he were present, I 
should vote “ yea.” 

While I am on my feet I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. 
OvEeRMAN] is detained from the Senate to-day on account of 
iliness. If he were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a stand- 
ing pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. I 
therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to ask whether the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. ELxrns] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
has not voted. 

Mr. SCOTT. My colleague is unavoidably away from the city 
this morning. He will not be back until Monday. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have a genera! pair with the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. Exxrys]. If he were here, I should yote 
for this amendment. 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 14, as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Bacon Brown Crawford Dixon 
Beveridge Burkett Culberson Dolliver 
Borah Chamberlain Cullom Fletcher 
Bradley Clark, Wyo. Daniel Gamble | 
Bristow Clay Dick Guggenheim 
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Heyburn McCumber Scott Sutherland 
Hughes Oliver Shively Taliaferro 
Johnson, N. Dak. Page Smith, Md. 
Jones Paynter Smith, Mich, 
La Follette Piles Stone 

NAYS—14. 
Brandegee Crane Hale Stephenson 
Burnham Curtis Kean Wetmore 
Burrows Flint Lodge 
Burton Frye Smoot 

NOT VOTING—41, 

Aldrich Depew McLaurin Richardson 
Bailey Dillingham Martin Root 
Bankhead du Pont Money Simmons 
Bourne Elkins Nelson Smith, 8. C. 
Briggs Foster Newlands Taylor 
Bulkeley Frazier Nixon Tillman 
Carter Gallinger Overman Warner 
Clapp Gore Owen Warren 
Clarke, Ark. Johnston, Ala. Penrose 
Cummins Lorimer Perkins 
Davis McEnery Rayner 


So Mr. Boraun’s amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Sec- 
retary will change the total to conform to the amendment just 
agreed to. 

The Secretary. In line 15, strike out “ forty-eight thousand 
one hundred and twenty-five” and insert “forty-two thousand 
two hundred and fifty.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. After the next item has been disposed of, I take 
it the Senator from Idaho proposes to move to reduce the sal- 
aries of the judges. 

Mr. BORAH. I propose to offer an amendment 

Mr. HALE. An amendment. In view of the last vote of the 
Senate, I shall not on that question demand the yeas and nays, 
but will ask for a vote of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. “Contingent expenses” was in- 
cluded in the last amendment. It was all voted on as one. 

Mr. HALE, It was all voted on as one. Then let the Senator 
offer his amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will first report the 
next committee amendment. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 18, after line 20, to insert: 

UNITED STATES COURT OF CUSTOMS APPEALS. 


For the following for the United States court of customs appeals from 
August 1, 1909, to June 30, 1910, inclusive, namely : 


Salarjes: For salary of presiding judge and 4 associate judges, at the 
rate of $10,000 each per annum; 1 marshal of the court of customs ap- 
peals, at the rate of $3,000 per annum; 1 clerk of said court, at the rate 
of $4,000 per annum; 1 assistant clerk of said court, at the rate of 
$2,500 per annum ; 5 stenographic clerks, at the rate of $2,400 each per 
annum; 1 stenographic reporter, at the rate of $2,500 per annum; and 
1 messenger, at the rate of $900 per annum; in all $68,659. 

Contingent expenses: For rent of necessary quarters in Washington, 
D. C., and elsewhere, and furnishing same for the United States court 
of customs appeals; for necessary traveling expenses of the court, its 
officials and employees; for books, periodicals, and stationery; for pay 
of bailiffs and all other necessary employees not otherwise specifically 
provided for; and for such other miscellaneous expenses as may be ap- 
proved by the presiding judge, $36,667. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho de- 
sire to offer an amendment? 

Mr. BORAH. I move to strike out the word “ten,” in line 2, 
on page 19, and to insert “ seven,” so that it will read: 

At the rate of $7,000 per annum. 

The Secretary. On page 19, line 2, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” strike out “ten” and insert “ seven.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the total in 
lines 11 and 12 will be changed to correspond. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think it is the intention to change the 
others in proportion. I ask my colleague, the Senator from 
Idaho, if that was the only amendment he desires to make. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from Nebraska has an amendment 
which will cover the matter. 

Mr. BURKETT. The senior Senator from Idaho refers, I 
think, to the other salaries. I have an amendment that the 
salaries shall be accepted in full payment. 

Mr. LODGE. But the marshals in the ordinary districts get 
five or six thousand dollars, This is about half the salary. 

Mr. HEYBURN. While I have the floor, I should like to eall 
attention to one fact. 

The preceding paragraph, providing for assistant attorneys- 
general, would be effective without regard to the passage of 
the tariff bill. That paragraph precedes the title “ United 
States court of customs appeals,” and we might find ourselves 
in the position of having largely increased the force of the 
Attorney-General’s office, regardless of whether or not the tariff 
bill became a law. I call attention to that fact, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BURKETT. I want to offer to this paragraph an amend- 
ment providing that the several amounts herein appropriated 
for salaries shall be accepted in full payment by the persons 
holding such positions. I suggest that it go in at the end of 
the first paragraph of the bill, in line 7, as a proviso, 

Mr. HEYBURN. Page 18? 

Mr. BURKETT. On the first page of the bill, at the end of 
the first paragraph, after line 7. I offer it, Mr. President, and 
if there is no objection to it—— 

Mr. HALE. Where would it come in? 

Mr. BURKETT. Right on the first page of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the - 
Senate will return to the consideration of the first paragraph 
of the bill, and the Secretary will report the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Nebraska to that provision, 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the para- 
graph the following: 

Provided, That the several amounts herein appropriated for salaries 
shall be accepted in full payment by the persons holding such positions. 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order on that: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to returning to 
the paragraph? 

Mr. HALE. I do not think we had better return to it. If 
it is to be inserted, it ought to go on, I think—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to returning to 
the paragraph, 

Mr. HALE, It ought to go on in connection with the salaries 
we have been debating. 

Mr. BURKETT. That is very true. If it were put on here, 
it might cover other matters. I offer it to come in on page 18. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. Now, let it be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On page 19? 

Mr. BURKETT. On page 18, line 7, after the word “ namely.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert the proviso on page 
18, after the word “namely,” in line 7. 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That it is legislation? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tains the point of order. 
committee amendment. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was under the head of 
“Department of Commerce and Labor,” on page 19, after line 
22, to strike out: 

Until otherwise process by law, no bond shall be accepted from 
any surety or bonding company for any officer or employee of thc 
United States which shall cost in excess of the rate of premium 
charged for a like bond during the calendar year 1908, except that in 
any particular case or class of cases if the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall determine that the maximum rate of premium charged during the 
calendar year 1908 was less than a reasonable rate, he may, in his 
discretion, direct the acceptance of such bend or class of bonds, at 

remium rates exceeding not more than 50 per cent those charged 
faring said calendar year: Provided, That hereafter the United States 
shall not pay any part of the premium or other cost of furnishing 
a bond required by law or otherwise of any officer or employee of the 
United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Legislative,’ 
on page 21, after line 18, to insert: 

SENATE. 


For compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others in 
the service of the Senate for fiscal year 1910, namely: 

Sixteen pages for the Senate Chamber, at the rate of $2.50 per day 
each during the first session of the Sixty-first Congress, $1,860. . 

For purchase of horses and carriage, or an automobile, including 
driving, maintenance, and care of the same, for use of the Vice-Presi- 
dent, $6,000. 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $25,000. ‘ 

The unexpended balance of the appropriation of $2,000 for repairs 
to Maltby —e. for the fiscal year 1! is reappropriated and made 
available for the fiscal year 1910. E 

To reimburse the official reporters of the proceedings and debates of 
the Senate for expenses incurred during the first session of the Sixty- 
first Congress, for clerk hire and other clerical services, $3,240. 

For the following, on account of additional services to the Committee 
on Finance, namely: To pay Arthur B. Shelton, $2,500; C. Bb. Alden, 
Bi Herbert M. Lord, sroNt “oan Dierken, $600; R. H. Hillis, 


It is clearly so. The Chair sus- 
The Secretary will state the next 


500; J. A. Klingaman, $ rall, $400; H. L. Stevenson, 
300: Leo Rullman, $200; H. W. Kitzmiller, $200, and Edwin F. Lud- 
wig, $200; in all, $7,400. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 2, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives to pay to the officers and employees of the Senate an 
the House borne on the annual and session rolls on the Ist day 0! 
July, 1909, including the Capitol police, the official reporters of the 
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Senate and House, and W. A. Smith, ConcressionaL Recorp clerk, 
for extra services during the first session of the Sixty-first Congress 


a sum equal to one month’s pay at the compensation 
by law, the same to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 12, to insert: 


Statement of appropriations: The statement of ee made 
during each session of Congress, including new ces created, offices 
omitted, ete., required by law to be prepares under the direction of 
the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, for the first session of the Sixty-first Congress, shall be 
consolidated with the statement to be prepared of the appropriation 
— for the second session of-said Congress and included in the same 
volume. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “House of 
Representatives,” at the top of page 24, to insert: 

For purchase, driving, maintenance, and care of carriage, or other 
vehicle, and of horses, for use of the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, $6,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 3, to insert: 

To pay Herbert D. Brown for services rendered in connection with 
inquiry respecting rates of premium for surety bonds of officers and 
employees of the United States, $400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 17, after the word 
“employees,” to strike out “for the month of July, ninetcen 
hundred and nine,” so as to make the clause read : 

For the following employees: Forty-six pages, including 2 
pages, 4 telephone pages, press-gallery page, and 10 pages for duty at 
the entrances to the Hall of the House, at $2.50 per day each; 14 mes- 


sengers in the post-office, at $100 per month each; and for 3 telephone 
operators, at $75 per month each; in all, $5,190. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 3, after the word 
debates,” to insert “and the official stenographers to com- 
mittees,” so as to make the clause read: 


To reimburse the official reporters of debates and the official stenog- 
raphers to committees for moneys actually expended for clerical assist- 
ance, and for extra clerical services on account of the first session of 
- cae Congress, $500 each, and to John J. Cameron $240; in 
ail, 4 le 


The amendment was agreed to. 


en paid them 


riding 


The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 21, to insert: 


JUDGMENTS, COURT OF CLAIMS. 
For the payment of the judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, 


reported to Congress at its present session in Senate Documents Nos. 137 | 


and 143, namely: 


For Ses of the judgment entered up by the Court of Claims | 


June 10, 1909, on mandate of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in cause No. 23689, in favor of J. M. Ceballos & Co., $250,614.37, being 
allowance under contract for transporting prisoners of war from the 
Philippine Islands to Spain under treaty of Paris; 

To pay the judgment of the Court of Claims in the case of the at- 


lantic Coast Line Railroad Company against the United States, No. | 


24914 in said court, $20,807.84. 

To pay the judgment of the Court of Claims in the case of the At- 
lantic Coast Line Railroad Company v. the United States, No. 29908, 
in exid court, $292.45; in all, $226,714.66: Provided, That none of 
the udgments herein provided for shall be paid until the right of 
appeal shall have expired. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 27, to insert: 
AWARDS, SPANISH TREATY CLAIMS COMMISSION. 





To pay certain awards made by the Spanish Treaty Claims Commis- | 


sion under the provisions of the act of March 2, 1901, certified to Con- 
gress In Senate Document No. 144 at the present session in favor of 
the following, namely: Jose Antonio Mesa, $2,500; Enriqueta S. de 
Barros, guardian of Louis Santa Maria, Alice Santa Maria, and Henry 
Santa Maria, surviving children of William Santa Maria, $6,977; Adolfo 
Santa Maria, $10,691; in all, $20,168. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of “ Government | 


Printing Office,” on page 27, ‘line 23, after the word “each,” 
to strike out “in all, eight hundred dollars,” and insert “and 
Joseph De Fontes, two hundred dollars; in all, one thousand 
dollars,” so as to make the clause read: 


To pay Samuel Robinson and William Madden, as messengers on night 
duty during the first session of the present Congress for extra services, 
$400 each, and Joseph De Fontes, $200; in all, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 7, to insert: 
ALASKA-YUKON-PACIFIC EXPOSITION. 


For additional wiring. repairs to wiring, electric current, lamps and 
renewals of lamps, fiscal year 1910, $24, . 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 11, to insert: 
THD ISTHMIAN CANAL. 


The President is hereby authorized to cause to be entered into such 
contract or contracts, not to exceed the amount of the bond issue 
rovide revenue, equalize 


authorized in the act entitled “An act to 





as may be deemed necessary for the proper excavation, construction, 
and completion of such canal and harbors, to be paid for as appro- 
priations may from time to time be made by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I have two or three committee amendments to 


offer. The first I send to the desk is on page 2, after line 13. 
The Secretary. On page 2, after line 13, it is proposed to 
insert : 


To enable the President to secure information and to assist the officers 
of the Government in the administration of the customs laws, as 
provided in section 2 of the tariff bill relating to the maximum and 
minimum rates, $100,000, and a detailed statement of all expendi 
—- under this provision shall be made to Congress at its next regular 
session. 


Mr. WARREN. I wish to ask the chairman if he thinks 


that that appropriation of $100,000 is necessary in this bill to 
inaugurate the system? 


Mr. HALE. I have no doubt whatever that it will be neces- 
sary. 
Mr. WARREN. The whole amount will be necessary? 


Mr. HALE. 
Mr. CURTIS. 


Absolutely necessary. 
I understand that it is a very urgent appro- 


priation. 
Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, with reference to the 


amendment just proposed by the Senator from Maine, and re 
curring to the amendment adopted on pages 2 and 3 under the 
head of “ Department of State,” I ask the Senator if he will not 
state the necessity, if there be one, of making these two large 
appropriations in bulk, $100,000 each, one to enable the Secre- 
tary of State to administer the maximum and minimum rates, 
I understand, and the other to enable the President to organize 
this advisory board, or tariff commission, or whatever it may 
properly be styled. 

I will ask the Senator, I repeat, if he will not explain what 
necessity there is for appropriating this money in bulk without 
particularizing the items for which the amounts are to be used? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the two items, the one for the 
Secretary of State, which has already been adopted by the 
Senate, and this item for the President, do not cover the same 
subject-matter. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understood that, of course. My under- 
standing is, as I stated, that one of them is for the Department 
of State and the other for the President. But the amounts 
are $100.%) each. The Senator from Maine will recail, if I 
mv allude to the subject here, that this was called to his at- 
tention in committee, and he expressed a disinclination to appro- 
priate money in such large sums in bulk, but he made some ex- 
pianation about it which was satisfactory to the committee; and 
that is what I want to have stated on the floor of the Senate for 
the benefit of those who object to this character of legislation. 

Mr. HALE. I was proposing to go on to explain it, as well as 
may be. I agree fully with the Senator. It has been my experi- 
ence on appropriations that it is better to particularize and 
itemize wherever it can be done. But we are, under the present 
policies and duties of the State Department and under the 


| legislation contemplated by the tariff bill, confronted with the 


necessity for these large appropriations. 

The reason why it is impossible to itemize in these matters is 
that it is inaugurating a new kind of work, and it is impossible 
for the President or the Secretary of State, in launching the 


| enterprise and in starting the force required, to particularize 


duties, and we the industries of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” approv 





- —, 1909, and acts ‘supplementary thereto, 


now. So far as possible, 1 have endeavored to meet that by the 
added provision upon each of these clauses, that an itemized re- 
port shall be made to the Congress at the next session of every 
| dollar of money expended under these appropriations. After 
that we shall know; and if there are further appropriations and 
expenditures of this kind required they will be submitted as 
regular estimates in itemized accounts. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understood the Senator from Maine 
to say that the amendment which he offers is to appropriate 
$100,000 for the State Department in administration—— 

Mr. HALE. No; it is to enable the President to secure in- 
formation. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. How is the appropriation to be applied ? 

Mr. HALE. I may say that the action was invoked only this 
morning, because there has been nothing known until late about 
the tariff bill. I conferred with the President, in order to learn 
for what purposes this sum of $100,000 would be required. It 
will be required for the very important, sometimes critical, nego- 
tiations that will have to be entered into during the next year 
touching the maximum and minimum tariff provisions, 
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It is desirable not only in the view of the President, but I 
think all of us will agree to that, that the machinery of this new 
proposition should be put in force with as little friction as pos- 
sible. The President will be obliged to send abroad the most 
careful and trained executive and diplomatic talent that he can 
invoke, not simply men in the department, but the best of men 
outside. 

In passing I wish to say that the President does not propose 
under this provision to create a board that shall be permanent 
and stationary; but he is to use it under the provisions as 
finally incorporated in the tariff act in making a way, and mak- 
ing an easy way, for the installation, I may say, and operation 
of the maximum and minimum law. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It was upon that point that I wanted 
to be informed. 

Mr. HALE. I am glad that the Senator asked the question. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Is the expenditure to be limited, as the 
Senator from Maine understands, entirely to the administration 
of these maximum and minimum features of the tariff act? 

Mr. HALE. It is so in terms provided by the amendment. If 
the Senator has looked at the clause in the tariff bill, he will 
see that in that it is limited to that particular part. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The amount which the amendment pro- 
poses is $100,000 for all purposes, I understand. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; for all purposes. It is the best we could 
do. It will not do to leave the President without being properly 
armed. I went over the whole ground as to the amount, and 
I am satisfied that the next year he will need it all. As we get 
the minimum estgblished and working right, it will be a great 
service and will help, and the amount of the appropriation is 
small compared with the benefits we hope to be derived from it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Maine one question. Is it not true that under the opera- 
tions of the tariff act the minimum and maximum feature which 
carries the general tariff must be dealt with before the 31st of 
March next? 

Mr. HALE. The provision of the bill is that the operation of 
the maximum and minimum is deferred until that time, and I 
will not say all negotiations, but negotiations in the main, have 
got to be between now and that date. 

Mr. LODGE. The President ought to have the information 
he requires as to other tariffs at once. 

Mr. HALE. The sooner the better. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is not intended, then, if I may in- 
quire further, that any part of this money shall be expended 
by the President in securing information relative to the differ- 
ence in the cost of production between this and competing 
countries, with a view of transmitting that information to Con- 
gress for its consideration. Is that true? 

Mr. HALE. That part of the appropriation was stricken out 
in conference. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I should like to ask 
the Senator from Maine a question. I notice that on pages 2 
and 3 there is an appropriation of $100,000 that is placed in 
the hands of the Secretary of State, to be used in investiga- 
tions in our foreign commerce and otherwise as he may see fit, 
and that the amendment proposed now is along the same line, 
intended to give the President very large discretion in making 
such inquiries which he may deem necessary under the opera- 
tions of the new tariff law. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment that I offer is limited to-infor- 
mation and negotiations upon maximum and minimum rates. 
The State Department appropriation is not in any way limited 
in that way and deals with the whole general subject of our 
foreign relations. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I simply want to ask the Senator 
from Maine whether such service as is contemplated by these 
two amendments would necessarily come under the civil-service 
law? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly not. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am very thankful for that. 
Neither the Secretary of State nor the President should be cir- 
cumscribed in the choice of assistants for this work. The work 
will involve expert knowledge, and men of professional and busi- 
ness experience should be chosen. In my opinion this could not 
be accomplished through the Civil Service Commission. Few 
appointees would take such places for the remuneration alone, 
while the honor of such a designation at the hands of the Presi- 
dent or Secretary of State might be very tempting. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Maine on behalf of the 
committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the following amendment. 
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The Secretary. On page 5, after line 23, insert: 


Expenses of collecting the corporation tax: The Secreta of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized to use during the fiscal year 1910, from 
the appropriation of $200,000 for the “ Withdrawal of denatured alco- 
hol,”’ made by the legislative act for the fiscal yor 1910, and from the 
appropriation of $150,000 for ‘“‘ Punishment of violations of interna}. 
revenue laws,” made by the sundry civil act for 1910, the sum of 
$100,000 to provide for the expenses of the Internal-Revenue Bureau, 
to be incurred in collecting the corporation tax authorized by the act 
“to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of 
the United States, and for other purposes,” approved August —, 1909. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. - 

Mr. SHIVELY. What is the amount? 

Mr. HALE. It is not an appropriation of money. It only 
authorizes funds from appropriations already made to carry 
out the corporation tax, 

Mr. SHIVELY. It authorizes the divergence of a part of an 
existing fund? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; of an existing fund; no additions. 

Mr. BURKETT. I should like to ask as to the nature of that 
fund. I did not understand it. 

Mr. KEAN. It is the denatured-alcohol fund. 

Mr. BURKETT. What is that fund? 

Mr. HALE. It is a fund that was given when the denatured- 
alcohol bill was passed to the internal revenue to carry out the 
provisions of the act. 

Mr. BURKETT. Very well. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am very glad the Senator from Maine has 
found a place to use that money. I think if there ever was a 
fund that was wasted, that fund was simply wasted and thrown 
away. 

Mr. HALE. They did not waste all of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the following amendment. 

The Srorerary. On page 13, after line 9, it is proposed to 
insert : 

For repairs and improvements to the Senate kitchens and restau- 
rants, and for special personal services connected therewith, under the 
supervision of the Committee on Rules, United States Senate, to be ex- 
pended by the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds, 
fiscal year 1910, $9,540. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. HALE. I offer the following amendment, simply to 
restore a government bridge. 

The Secretary. On page 16, after line 2, it is proposed to 
insert: 

The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to cause the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Duchesne River at or near Myton, Utah, 
and the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated to pay the cost of construction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the following amendment. 

The Secretary. On page 20, after line 12, it is proposed to 


insert : 
CENSUS OFFICE. 


The Director of the Census may fix the compensation of not to 
exceed 20 of the special agents provided for in section 18 of an act 
to provide for the Thirteenth and subsequent decennial censuses, ap- 
proved July 2, 1909, at an amount not to exceed $10 per day: Pro- 
vided, That such special agents shall be persons of known and tried 
experience in statistical work. 

Mr. SHIVELY. I should like to have that amendment ex- 
plained. I am inclined to raise the point of order that it is 
new legislation. 

Mr. KEAN. The same provision has been made with refer- 
ence to nearly every census. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE rose. 

Mr. HALE. The chairman of the Committee on the Census 
will explain it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the Director of the 
Census has asked to have this amendment incorporated in the 
pill. The value of the census depends very largely upon the 
thoroughness with which the plans are made and an interpre- 
tation of the data to be collected by the organized force. 

The census with respect to manufactures alone especially 
requires a large amount of expert statistical direction. There 
are a chief of division and two or three assistants in that divi- 
sion; but it is impossible for them, with the administrative work 
which they have in hand, to make the plans for the detailed 
statistical and economic work that will be carried on in order 
that the census with respect to manufactures shall have any 
real value at all. 

In the present condition of things it is almost impossible to 
secure the kind of talent necessary at the amount fixed by law, 
$6 per day, which was the same amount fixed ten years ago. It 
is the purpose of the director to draw largely, for brief service, 
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from the universities and from leading business institutions, 
and the sum of $10 a day seems to be very moderate compensa- 
tion upon which to secure that sort of help. 

I hope, Mr. President, that no point of order will be made, 
and that the amendment may be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the following amendment, to come in on 

age 23. 
The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee on page 23 by inserting after the words “ Recorp 
clerk,” in line 9, the words “and John W. Evans, employed in 
connection with the Senate Office Building.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. For the purpose of considering the 
amendment to the amendment, the amendment will be treated 
as open. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the following amendment. 

The Secretary, On page 16, after line 2, it is proposed to 
insert: 

To enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, to relieve existing suffering, destitution, 
and want among the Indians of La Pointe Indian Agency, Wis., by rea- 
son of the destruction of their homes and farms by floods, there is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, to be immediately available: Provided, That a detailed report of 
all expenditures hereunder shall be made to the next session of Congress 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask leave to have printed in the 
RecorD, in connection with the amendment with respect to the 
Indian agency in northern Wisconsin, communications from the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Af- 

airs showing the necessity of the appropriation. 

Mr. HALB. I am glad the Senator has made that request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


LETTER FROM THE ACTING SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, TRANSMITTING 
A COMMUNICATION FROM THE ACTING SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
AND A MEMORANDUM FROM THE COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
SUBMITTING AN ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATION TO RELIEVE SUFFERING, 
DESTITUTION, AND WANT AMONG INDIANS. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, July 29, 1909. 

Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration 
of Congress, —e of a communication from the Acting Secretary of 
the Interior, of this date, ores an estimate of segcapesptiee 
for incorporation in the urgent deficiency bill, for the relief of the 
suffering, destitution, and want among Indians, by reason of floods, 
epidemics of disease, or other emergencies, $50,000. 

Respectfully, 


CHARLES D. Norton, 
Acting Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
: Washington, July 29, 1909. 

Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith, with my approval, a 
draft of an item for incorporation in the urgent deficiency bill for the 
relief of suffering, destitution, and want among Indians. In submit- 
ting this recommendation for a deficiency appropriation, I inclose 
herewith a memorandum 9 by the Commissioner of Indian 
— at the request of Senator LA FOLLETTE, stating the necessity 

erefor. 

Respectfully, FRANK PIERCE, 

Acting Secretary. 

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


ITEM. 


To enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the direction 
of the ee of the Interior, to relieve suffering, destitution, and 
want among Indians, a | reason of floods, epidemics of disease, or other 
emergencies, there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50,000, to be imme- 
diately available and to remain available until expended: Provided, 
That a detailed report of all current expenditures hereunder shall be 


— to each session of Congress by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. 





MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED AT REQUEST OF SENATOR LA FOLLETTE, JUSTI- 
FYING ITEM OF APPROPRIATION TO RELIEVE DESTITUTION AND WANT 
AMONG INDIANS. 


In the care of Indians unforeseen emergencies, such as floods, pesti- 
lence, and disaster, are peene to arise. Last January, for instance, a 
band of Indians near Helena, Mont., under the leadership of Chief 
Rocky Boy, would have frozen and starved to death except for the 
exertions of good citizens of Helena and timely aid rendered by the 
War Department in the shape of food and clothing for the Indians 
and forage for the animals. The department was powerless to afford 
more than temporary relief through lack of ay appropriation available 
for the purpose. Again, Indians are especial y liable to epidemics of 
contagious and infectious diseases, such as trachoma, smallpox, con- 
sumption, etc., and the present force and appropriation are entirely 


inadequate to handle such outbreaks, 
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There should be established a medical corps similar to the corps for 
the suppression of liquor traffic, with a chief medical officer located at 
Salt ke City, Utah, and district physicians located at strategic 
points in the field. The chief of this corps should be an expert in 
sanitation and treatment of epidemics generally, and his force, co- 
operating with the existing but scattered and undirected reservation 
physicians, should be able to establish and enforce the most modern 
and effective rules and regulations for the prevention and treatment 
of such diseases, to the lasting benefit of the Indians and their white 
nalyoters, 

n instance of such an emergency epidemic is that which occurred in 
the Indian Territory in 1901, which made it necessary for Congress to 
appropriate $10,000 in the Indian act approved June 21, 1906 (54 Stat. 
L., 339), to pay the indebtedness incurred and for reimbursement of 
money expended in suppressing the spread of smallpox in the Indian 
Territory. Another such epidemic broke out at the Blue Canyon school, 
on the border of the Hopi Reservation, Ariz., where the equipment for 
isolation and treatment of the disease was found inadequate to keep 
down a general epidemic. 

Within the week Bad River, near Ashland, Wis., has flooded the sur- 
rounding country and destroyed the homes and farms of the Indians at 
Odanah, on the Bad River Reservation. Many Indian families have lost 
all their possessions and have been temporarily deprived of all means of 
earning a livelihood. The Indians from Odanah have been brought into 
Ashland during the last four or five days and have nothing to eat and 
no place to sleep. They have been importuning the agent for relief, and 
he has been obliged, in the interests of humanity, to issue orders on 
local stores and boarding houses for food and shelter immediately re- 
quired. A number of the Indians have no moneys to their credit and 
there are not sufficient funds available to relieve the suffering and des- 
titution. It may be necessary for the Government to rebuild several of 
the houses, and a considerable bill will be incurred for clothing and sub- 
sistence supplies. 

At Myton, Utah, on account of floods, etc., a number of the Indians 
were cut off from the source of supplies, and flour, meats, and other 
staple supplies became very scarce. emporary relief was afforded. 

To meet such cases as these—of sickness, suffering, and destitution in 
times of emergency—there should be an appropriation of $50,000 made 
immediately available, 

Respectfully, 


JuLyY 29, 1909. 


Mr. HALE. Now, if the clerks will turn to page 22, I think 
that will complete my requests. This is only formal. After the 
word “labor,” in line 6, I move to insert, what was omitted by 
accident, the words “ fiscal year 1909.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 22, line 6, in the committee amend- 
ment, after the words “exclusive of labor,’ insert the words 
“fiscal year 1909,” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee 
will be considered open, and the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer the following amendment, to 
which I think there will be no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 23, in the committee amendment, 
line 11, after the word “law,” it is proposed to insert: 


And to J. H. Jones, for caring for and regulating the Senate 
chronometer, and to A. C. Stewart, for caring for and regulating the 
House chronometer, $100 each. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee 
will be considered open. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I offer the following amendment, to come in on 
page 23 as a new paragraph, after line 2. 

The Secretary. On page 23, after line 2, it is proposed to 
insert : 

To pay E. L. Cornelius, on account of extra services rendered to the 
joint committee on inauguration, $250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I offer the following amendment, to come in 
after line 9, page 13. 

The SecreTagy. On page 13, after line 9, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For additional elevator service, Senate wing of the Capitol, including 
service of operators from December J, 1909, to June 30, 1910, fiscal 
year 1910, $26,000. 

Mr. CLAY. I should be glad to hear the amendment read 
again. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator from Wyoming would explain 
whether this force is only in connection with new elevators that 
are contemplated. 

Mr. WARREN. That is all; and it would only be from the 
1st of December until June 30, 1910, or such time as we shall 
otherwise provide. The appropriation is for the construction 
and installation of one, and if it is possible, two passenger 
elevators for use of the public in the northeast part of the 
Senate wing, so that we can relieve the congestion that has 


R. G. VALENTINE, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
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existed and will follow to a very much greater extent next 
season. This work ought by all means to be done during the 
recess, 

Mr. CLAY. Was the amendment before the committee? 

Mr. WARREN. It was unanimously recommended by the 
Committee on Rules; and through inadvertence the item was 
not, I think, laid before the committee. 

Mr. CLAY. I thought the subcommittee had this amendment 
before it. 

Mr. HALE. No; the Senator refers to another amendment, 
about larger expenditures in the new building, I think. 

Mr. CLAY. My recollection is that that was adopted. 

‘Mr. HALE. No; it was not adopted. 

Mr. CLAY. This is for a different purpose entirely? 

Mr. HALE. It is for one and possibly for two new elevators 
here in the Senate wing, to relieve the congestion. 

Mr. CLAY. I think an amendment of this magnitude, carry- 
ing $26,000, ought to be introduced in the Senate at a proper 
time and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and data 
and information furnished the committee that would enable the 
committee to arrive at an accurate conclusion. In other words, 
we ought to know from information furnished the committee, 
and the committee ought te furnish it to the Senate, what these 
items are and that they are needed. I hope hereafter we shall 
pursue that policy. 

Mr. WARREN. I will say that this was handled by another 
committee. The Senator is right; it should have been before 
the committee earlier; but it is a very plain case; the Commit- 
tee on Rules had before it all the facts and figures, and there 
can be no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to propose an amendment to come in 
after line 8, on page 3. 

The Srecrerary. On page 3, after line 8, it is proposed to 
insert: 

To pay the claim of Marcus Ramadanovitch, alias Radich, a Monte- 
negrin subject, for property said to have been appropriated by the 
United States military authorities in Texas during the month of Oc- 
tober, 1865, $6,396. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. This claim was recommended in 1872 by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. KEAN. I will only say to the Senator from Virginia 
that the amendment is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. DANIEL. It is not subject to a point of order. It is 
under a recommendation of July 1, 1909, from the Secretary of 
State, who concludes with a recommendation that an appro- 
priation be made of the amount named to pay the claim. It is 
also under the recommendation of a-special message of the 
President of the United States, dated July 5, 1909. It, there- 
fore, has the departments behind it and the special message of 
the President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment proposed by 
DANIEL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, CULBERSON. Mr. President, I move to amend the bill 
by striking out what appears on page 1, in lines 9, 10, and 11, 
and on page 2, lines 1 and 2, being the appropriation of $25,000 
for the traveling expenses of the President. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator withhold that motion until one 
or two formal matters are presented? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I shall be through in a few moments. 

Mr. President, I am constrained to make this motion because, 
in my judgment, this provision, if enacted into law, would be a 
yiolation of the Constitution. The Constitution provides that— 

The President shall, at stated times, receive for his services a compen- 
sation, which shall neither be increased nor diminished during the period 
for which he shall have been elected; and he shall not receive within 


that period any other emolument from the United States, or any of 
them. 


It is apparent from the language, Mr. President, that the 
term “ compensation” as used in the Constitution means re- 
muneration for official services which are rendered by the Presi- 
dent, and that the term “emolument” as used in the Consti- 
tution is broader than “compensation,” and is intended to pro- 
hibit the President from receiving from the United States or 
any of the States anything in addition to the fixed compensa- 
tion which may be understood as a part of the emoluments 
of the office. 

Webster defines “emolument” as “the profit arising from 
office, employment, or labor; gain; compensation; advantage; 
perquisites, fees, or salary.” 


The question is on agreeing to the 


The question is on agreeing to the 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
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The Supreme Court of the United States has in effect declared 
that what I have said is the construction of this constitutional 
provision; that is, that “emolument” is a much broader term 
than “compensation,” and includes such gain or profit or per- 
quisites resulting from the filling of office as may be a gain or 
advantage to the President under the circumstanées. 

In the case of Hoyt v. The United States, in Tenth Howard, 
Mr. Justice Nelson uses this language on the general subject of 
emolument; not, of course, on the question of the President's 
salary, for that has never been presented to any court: 

These terms denote a compensation for a particular kind of service to 
be performed by the officer, and are distinguishable from each other, and 


are so used and understood by Congress in the several compensation 
acts. They are also distinguishable from the term “ emoluments "— 


Which is italicized in the opinion— 


that being more comprehensive, and embracing every species of compen- 
sation or pecuniary profit derived from a discharge of the duties of the 
office ; and such is the obvious import of it in these acts. 


A case, Mr. President, strikingly in point will be found in 
Third Queen’s Bench Division of the Law Reports of England 
(Saunders v. Postmaster-General, 3 Q. B. D., p. 428), in which 
it is decided that, in order to reach the total emoluments of an 
office, there must be considered the allowance of traveling ex- 
penses. I shall not stop at this time to argue this question at 
any length; but in that case, where a telephone company was 
taken over by the Government of Great Britain, it was pro- 
vided that the officials of the company who should be discharged 
by reason of the purchase should receive during their lives a 
certain amount of the annual emoluments of their offices. One 
of the telephone company officials teok the position that, in 
reaching the total of the emoluments of the office, he was en- 
titled to have added the amount of annual traveling expenses 
which was allowed him by the telephone company. The opinion 
of the court consists of three opinions by the three judges, all 
to the same effect, but I shall only read one, which covers the 
proposition clearly. It is as follows (p. 482), by Sir Henry 
Cotton : 


The substantive question for our decision is whether or not the allow- 
ance for traveling expenses is to taken into account in estimating 
the annual emolument derived from the office held by the prosecutor. 
I am of opinion that the profit the prosecutor makes by reason of the 
saving he effects from the allowances must be taken into consideration in 
ascertaining that which is given as a standard, “the annual emolument 
derived by him from his office.” 


Mr. President, I know that what I shall say about this mat- 
ter will be ineffectual, but believing, as I do, that this provi- 
sion, if enacted into law, would violate the Constitution of the 
United States, I can not get my consent to support it, but have 
thought it proper to make this statement of the reasons which 
influence me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLpErson] to 
strike out the provision referred to by him. 

Mr. HALE rose. 
Mr. CULBERSON. 
cuss the amendment? 
Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks for 
the yeas and nays on his amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Manifestly a quorum is not present. 

Mr. CLAY. I suggest, without making that point, that Sen- 
ators give the Senator from Texas the yeas and nays on his 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I should like to vote for this 
proposition, and I should do so if I saw my way clear to do 
it under the interpretation of the Constitution which has just 
been illustrated by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBerson]. 
I have never had sympathy with the curtailment of a full and 
reasonable salary of the few men in this country we have put 
at the head of our Government. Governed by that rule, I have 
voted for the liberal allowances which were proposed for the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, the Vice-President of 
the United States, and the President of the United States. I 
should vote for this proposition if I could see that we had 2 
right to enact it; but my mind is affected by the argument 
which the Senator from Texas has made, and, as at present ad- 
vised, I feel constrained, against my own disposition, to yote 
against the proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBerson]. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to say a word, echoing 
what the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] has just said. 


Does the Senator from Maine rise to dis- 
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I should not be willing that my vote should be construed into 
any indisposition to extend anything in the way of courtesy 
or of advantage that the Government can properly extend to 
the President of the United States, and more particularly to 
the present Chief Executive. When this question was before 
the Senate three or four years ago, I made a speech endeavor- 
ing to demonstrate the proposition that the appropriation would 
be in violation of the Constitution of the United States. At 
that time I not only voted against it, but made an argument 
against it. I could not now vote for it without stultifying 
myself. I am firmly and decidedly of the opinion that it 
is a violation of the provision of the Constitution of the 
United States read by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLser- 
SON]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBER- 
son], upon which the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Taytor]. I trans- 
fer that pair to my colleague [Mr. BurRNHAM], who is neces- 
sarily absent from the Senate, and vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Foster]. That Senator being absent, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the jimior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nixon]. I trans- 
fer that pair to the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
OveRMAN], who is paired with the senior Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PerKins], so that both the Senator from Cali- 
fornia and myself can vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
OVERMAN]. Under the arrangement suggested by the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Martin], that pair is transferred to the 
junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nrxon], leaving me at liberty 
to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. ROOT (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. STONE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLarK]. I do not 
see him present, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was Called). I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. I will 
transfer that pair, so that the Senator from Mississippi will 
stand paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. WaRNeER], 
and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was coneluded. 

Mr. DEPEW (after having voted in the negative). I am 
‘ paired with the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore]. When 
I voted, I did not notice that the Senator was not present. I 
will, however, transfer my pair with the Senator from Okla- 
homa to the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Brown] and 
vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BOURNE. 
Oklahoma {Mr. Owen]. I transfer that pair to the senior Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. pu Pont] and vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, I have a pair with the senior Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Tixi1mMaNn], who is absent. I transfer 
that pair to the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Ar- 
PRICH] and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BAILEY (after having voted in the affirmative). 
less my vote is necessary to make a quorum, I desire to with- 
draw it. I did not notice when I voted that the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. Exrxrns], with whom I have a general pair, 
is not present, I presume he would vote “nay” if present. I 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. JONES. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
—— South Carolina [Mr. Smrru]. If he were present, I should 
vo e “oo nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM,. I have a general pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis]. I transfer that pair to my 
colleague [Mr. LortmMer] and vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the announcement of the result 
of the vote is made, I desire to say that if my colleague [Mr. 
BuRNHAM] were present, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to make the same announcement for 
my colleague [Mr. ELKrns]. 

The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 36, as follows: 


YEAS—11, 
Bacon Cul Shiv 
Chamberlain Daniel Tallaterro 
Clay Fletcher 


Frazier 
La Follette 
Martin 


I have a general pair with the Senator from | 


Un- | 


NAYS—36. 


Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Hale 

Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kean 


Borah 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Bristow 
Burkett 
Burrows 


Crawford 
Cullom 
Curtis 


Page 
Perkins 
Piles 

Scott 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Lodge Warren 
Oliver Wetmore 


NOT VOTING—45. 


Cummins McEnery Root 

Davis McLaurin Simmons 
Dixon Money Smith, Md. 
du Pont Nelson Smith, Mich. 
Elkins Newlands Smith, 8. C. 
Foster Nixon Stone 

Gore Overman Taylor 
Hughes Owen Tillman 
Johnston, Ala. Paynter Warner 
Jones Penrose 

Lorimer Rayner 

McCumber Richardson 


Dolliver 
Flint 
Frye 


Barton 
Crane 


Aldrich 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Briggs 


Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Carter 
Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ark. 


So Mr. CULBERSON’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk, to come in on line 2, on page 16, and will say that the 
amendment has been agreed to by the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
| The Secretary. On page 16, after line 2, it is proposed to 
insert the following: 


For pay of Indian agent at Fort Berthold Age=cy, N. Dak., $1,800. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me suggest to the Senator that there 
was an amendment inserted following line 2, and his amend- 
ment should follow the one inserted at that place. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The amendment I have offered would 
come in following the other amendment. I wish to say that 
this is simply to correct an error on the part of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. There is an agency at Fort Berthold, in the 
State of North Dakota, which has existed since the creation of 
the State. For quite a number of years it was designated as an 
agency, and then it was changed for two or three years to a 
superintendency; but in the bill making appropriations for the 
Indian Service for the year ending June 30, 1909, it was again 
made an agency. In the appropriation bill for the year ending 
June 30, 1910, for some reason the item was left out. I had it 
yoted upon in the Committee on Indian Affairs; it was ac- 
cepted; and I supposed that it was inserted in the bill; but, 
through some error, it was left out, and the bill passed without 
its insertion. This is simply to correct that error. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURTON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to be inserted at the end of the bill. I will say that the 
amendment is reported from the Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 
the following: 

National Waterways Commission: Any officer or employee of the 
Government heretofore or hereafter employed by the National Water- 
ways Commission may receive compensation for such employment from 
the money appropriated for said commission, notwithstanding the pro- 
visions of Revis Statutes, sections 1763, 1764, and 1765, and the act 
approved July 31, 1894, entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes,” and any 
other law whatsoever relating to such employment and compensation; 
and, in addition to the traveling and other expenses of members of the 
commission and their employees, the actual necessary expenses of per- 
| sons detailed by any department or bureau of the Government while 
accompanying said commission on any inspection trip in the United 
States or elsewhere may be paid from the money appropriated for said 
commission. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PILES. I offer an amendment to come in at the bottom 
of page 5. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. At the bottom of page 5, after the amend- 
ment already agreed to and inserted at that place, it is proposed . 
to insert the following: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to transfer and turn 
over to the Secretary of the Treasury, for the use of the Revenve- 
Cutter Service, the storehouse and wharf at Ediz Hook, in the State of 
Washington ; and of the unexpended balance of the appropriation made 


the act approved May 27, 1908, for the construction of a wharf 
wy ssenchoune at Waadah Island, Neah Bay, Washington, the sum of 
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$5,000 is hereby reappropriated and made available for the repair and 
completion of said storehouse and wharf; the unexpended balance 
of said appropriation to be covered into the Treasury. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. BURKETT. What appropriation is it that is now going 
to be switched around? 

Mr. PILES. In May, 1908, Congress appropriated $24,000 for 
the purpose of gonstructing a storehouse and wharf at Waadah 
Island, in the State of Washington, for the use of the life- 
saving tug Snohomish. After some preliminary work it was 
discovered that the bottom was altogether too rocky to construct 
a safe wharf at that place. The Navy Department has a build- 
ing near Port Angeles, which, by the expenditure of some $5,000 
for improvements, can be put in suitable condition as a wharf 
and storehouse. If this amendment is adopted, the balance of 
the $24,000 appropriated in 1908 will be returned to the Treas- 
ury and, as a matter of fact, a saving to the Government of 
some $17,000 will be effected. 

Mr. HALE. It is a good provision, 

Mr. BURKETT. I am not going to oppose the provision, I 
will say to the Senator, for I take it that it is a wise one; and, 
as I understand, it is a matter of economy; but I raise this 
question now, just as I raised a similar one awhile ago. In this 
little bill, short as it is, there are half a dozen or a dozen places 
where funds are switched. We do not know where the money 
is going. We appropriate money, after some consideration, for 
a very laudable purpose. There happens to be a little left over 
which the department wants, or somebody else wants, to apply 
in a different manner, and we come in, and on the spur of the 
moment, without any consideration, switch a fund from one 
thing over to another, simply because it does not mean any 
additional appropriation. I am going to say now, publicly and 
just as loudly as I can, so that every department of the Goy- 
ernment will hear it, and so that every Senator will hear it, 
that hereafter I am going to oppose, unless there is very good 
reason why I should not do so, every single attempt that is made 
to switch appropriations in this manner. If an item is good, it 
ought to stand on its own merits, and it ought to go in and be 
appropriated for after proper consideration; but it ought not 
to ride through in this easy sort of method simply because it 
does not carry any appropriation. It is a switching of money 
from one fund over into another. 

For example, there is a place in this bill where we are doing 
a thing which I question whether we ought to do in connection 
with schoolhouses for the District of Columbia. I am not cer- 
tain that it is wrong; I simply do not know. We have not given 
it very much consideration; but the best that can be said for it 
is that it is making no additional appropriation for this pur- 
pose. It may be a good item; but if it is, it ought to come in in 
the regular way and be appropriated for on its own merits, and 
not be provided for in this bill by a reappropriation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
tration. The only trouble about that was that in the last ap- 
propriation bill we used the words “ the year 1908” instead of 
the words “the year 1909.” We simply correct that clerical 
error. 

Mr. BURKETT. 
switched a fund that we appropriated to care for temporary 
rooms for classes above the second grade, now on half time, to 
make it apply to portable schools. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is the very item. 
mistake, 

Mr. BURKETT. As I have said, we did not at least give it 
very much consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Pries]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DEPEW. I offer the amendment which 
desk. 

The 

The 
insert : 

New York appraisers’ stores and custom-house: The Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized, in ekpending the appropriation of 
$175,000 for the installation of pneumatic-tube service between the new 
custom-house and appraisers’ stores in the city of New York, to accept 
the franchise as granted by the government of the city of New York, 
and to enter into a contract with said city to abide by its terms, con- 
ditions, and requirements. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to offer the amendment I send to the 
desk. 

The Secretary. On page 5, after the amendments heretofore 
inserted, it is proposed to insert the following: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed, in 
making reports on bills for the erection of public buildings, to do so 


It was a clerical 


I send to the 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 
SECRETARY. 


The amendment will be stated, 
On page 4, after line 16, it is proposed to 
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I am sorry the Senator has made that illus- | 


I am referring to the item where we have | 





| first paragraph. 
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upon the report of an inspector who shall have personally visited sq ii 
city where such building is pro to be erected, and such report shaj| 
cover the needs and necessity for such building, with a view to future 
necessities. And any money necessary for the carryi out of these 
provisions is hereby appropriated out of any unexpended money in the 


‘Treasury. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, this is an urgent deficiency bi!), 
and if this extra session of Congress had not been called not 4 
single item in this bill would have been considered. I hope the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations will see to it that 
no items are included in it except deficiency items. Senators 
are offering on the floor of the Senate amendment after amen«- 
ment which have not been considered by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. It does strike me that we ought to keep within 
the rule and see that this bill contains nothing except appropri- 
ations which are absolutely necessary on account of conditions 
that have arisen since the Congress has been convened in extra 
session. 

Mr. President, I make the point of order that the amendment 
proposes general legislation. 

Mr. HALE. It is undoubtedly legislation. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from Georgia did not appear to 
“get onto the curves” of this bill until this particular amend- 
ment was offered. 

Mr, CLAY. I did not know that the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia : 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire, as chairman of the Commitee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, to say that if an amendment of this 
kind can be gotten through the Senate it will save from eight to 
ten million dollars; but if Senators do not want to practice 
economy in this direction I am perfectly willing that the amend- 
ment should go out. There is no appropriation—— 

Mr. CLAY. If it is going to save eight or ten million dollars, 
I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia witl- 
draws the point of order. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The SecreTary. On page 23, line 8, after the word “ House,” 
insert “ Hershel Shaw, Kustace D. Smith, Harold 8S. G. Van 
Voorhis, elevator conductors.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. After the word “ dollars,” in line 21, on page 
I move to insert “Joseph S. McCoy, $1,000.” The appro- 
priations in this item are for certain employees of the Senate 
and its committees. Joseph S. McCoy is an actuary of the 
Treasury, in the office of the Secretary 

Mr. KBAN. I understand he was employed by the minority? 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. KEAN. Let it be put in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreement to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and tlic 
amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I now desire to offer for- 
mally the amendment to which I have referred. I will say to 
the chairman of the committee that whatever may be the wis- 
dom or propriety of fixing these salaries, we do not want any 
question of doubt hanging over us in the future as to whether 
these officers have a right to recover the salaries. If one gocs 
out, of course the other goes out; but if the conferees shal! de 
cide to leave in this matter of salaries, reduced as the Senate has 
reduced them, I have no doubt there ought to be a provision 
that they shall be accepted in full payment. 

Mr. HALE. I will not object. 

Mr. BURKETT. I am going to offer it to come in after 
After thinking it over, I have come to 
conclusion that that is the better place, and it will save 
necessity of repeating it. 

Mr. HALE. It will all go together. 

Mr. BURKETT. It will all go in or all go out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by tlc 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 1, after the word “namely” in line 
7, insert: , 

Provided, That the several amounts herein eoereurtated for salaries 
shall be accepted in full payment by the persons holding such positions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments made as in Committee of the Whole were ot- 
dered to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed, 


o* 


=: 
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: HOUR OF MEETING MONDAY. 
Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day | Of the United States of America at Tangier, Morocco. 


it be until 10 o’clock Monday morning. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After four minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o’clock 
and 59 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, Au- 
gust 2, 1909, at 10 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate July 31, 1909. 
MINISTERS. 


William Heimké, of Kansas, now envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to Guatemala, to be envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America to Salvador, vice H. Percival Dodge, appointed envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Morocco. 

William F. Sands, of the District of Columbia, now secretary 
of the embassy at Mexico, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States of America to Guate- 
mala, vice William Heimké, nominated to be envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary to Salvador. 

SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES. 


James G. Bailey, of Kentucky, now secretary of the legation at 
Stockholm, to be secretary of the embassy of the United States 
of America at Mexico, Mexico, vice William F. Sands, nominated 
to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to 
Guatemala. 

Arthur Bailly-Blanchard, of Louisiana, now second secretary 
of the embassy at Paris, to be secretary of the embassy of the 
United States of America at Paris, France, vice Henry Vignaud, 
resigned. 

John H. Gregory, jr., of Louisiana, now secretary of the lega- 
tion at Managua, to be second secretary of the embassy of the 
United States of America at Constantinople, Turkey, vice 
* Campbell Turner, nominated to be secretary of the legation at 
Madrid. 

Hugh 8S. Gibson, of California, now secretary of the legation 
at Tegucigalpa, to be second secretary of the embassy of the 
United States of America at London, England. 

Roland B. Harvey, of Maryland, to be second secretary of 
the embassy of the United States of America at Vienna, Austria, 
vice Nelson O’Shaughnessy, nominated to be secretary of the 
legation and consul-general to Roumania and Servia and secre- 
tary of the diplomatic agency in Bulgaria. 

Irwin B. Laughlin, of Pennsylvania, now secretary of the lega- 
tion to Greece and Montenegro, to be second secretary of the 
embassy of the United States of America at Paris, France, vice 
Arthur Bailly-Blanchard, nominated to be secretary of the em- 
bassy at Paris. 

Balkam Schoyer, of Pennsylvania, to be second secretary of 
the embassy of the United States of America at Rio de Janeiro, 
Brazil, to fill an original vacancy. 

Charles S. Wilson, of Maine, now secretary of the legation 
at Buenos Aires, to be second secretary of the embassy of the 
United States of America at Rome, Italy, vice Robert M. Win- 
throp, nominated to be secretary of the legation to Greece and 
Montenegro. 

Charles Campbell, jr., of Virginia, to be third secretary of the 
embassy of the United States of America at Tokyo, Japan, vice 
William K. Wallace, nominated to be secretary of the legation 
at Copenhagen. 

Franklin Mott Gunther, of Virginia, to be third secretary of 
the embassy of the United States of America at Paris, France, 
vice Seth Low Pierrepont, nominated to be secretary of the 
legation at Santiago, Chile. 

G. Andrews Moriarty, jr., of Rhode Island, to be third secre 
tary of the embassy of the United States of America at Mexico, 
Mexico, vice Thomas Ewing Dabney, appointed second secretary 
of the embassy at Mexico. 

SECRETARIES OF LEGATIONS. 

Frank D. of Pennsylvania, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States of America at Guatemala, Guatemala. 

Alexander Benson, of Pennsylvania, to be secretary of the 
legation of the United States of America at La Paz, Bolivia, 
vice Gustavus L. Monroe, jr., appointed secretary of the legation 
at San José, Cesta Rica. 


Philip Bayard, of Delaware, to be secretary of the legation 


Rebert Woods Bliss, of New York, now secretary of the lega- 
tion at Brussels, to be secretary of the legation of the United 
States of America at Buenos Aires, Argentine Republic, vice 
Charles 8S. Wilson, nominated to be second secretary of the 
embassy at Rome. 

William P. Cresson, of Nevada, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States of America at Lima, Peru. 

Francis Munroe Endicott, of Massachusetts, to be secretary 
of the legation of the United States of America at Santo Do- 
mingo, Dominican Republic, vice Philip M. Hoefele, resigned. 

Henry Coleman May, of the District of Columbia, now third 
secretary of the embassy at St. Petersburg, to be secretary of 
the legation of the United States of America at Stockholm, 
Sweden, vice James G. Bailey, nominated to be secretary of the 
embassy at Mexico. 

Alexander R. Magruder, of Maryland, to be secretary of the 
legation of the United States of America to Paraguay and 
Uruguay. 

J. Butler Wright, of Wyoming, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States of America at Tegucigalpa, Honduras, 
vice Hugh S. Gibson, nominated to be second secretary of the 
embassy at London. 

Sheldon Whitehouse, of New York, to be secretary of the 
legation of the United States of America at Caracas, Venezuela, 
vice Jacob Sleeper, appointed secretary of the legation at 
Berne. 

Robert M. Winthrop, of Massachusetts, now second secretary 
of the embassy at Rome, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States of America to Greece and Montenegro, vice Irwin 
B. Laughlin, nominated to be second secretary of the embassy 
at Paris. 

William K. Wallace, of Colorado, now third secretary of the 
embassy at Tokyo, to be secretary of the legation of the United 
States of America at Copenhagen, Denmark. 

A. Campbell Turner, of Missouri, now second secretary of 
the embassy at Constantinople, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States of America at Madrid, Spain, vice William 
H. Buckler, resigned. ( 

Seth Low Pierrepont, of Connecticut, now third secretary of 
the embassy at Paris, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States of America at Santiago, Chile, vice U. Grant 
Smith, nominated to be secretary of the legation at Brussels. 

U. Grant Smith, of Pennsylvania, now secretary of the lega- 
tion at Santiago, Chile, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States of America at Brussels, Belgium, vice Robert 
Woods Bliss, nominated to be secretary of the legation at 
Buenos Aires. 

Nelson O’Shaughnessy, of New York, now second secretary of 
the embassy at Vienna, to be secretary of the legation and con- 
sul-general of the United States of America to Roumania and 
Servia, and secretary of the diplomatic agency in Bulgaria. 

G. Cornell Tarler, of New York, now second secretary of the 
legation at Habana, to be secretary of the legation and consul- 
general of the United States of America at Bangkok, Siam, vice 
John Van A. MacMurray, appointed second secretary of the em- 
bassy at St. Petersburg. . 

Norval Richardson, of Mississippi, to be second secretary of 
the legation of the United States of America at Habana, Cuba, 
vice G. Cornell Tarler, nominated to be secretary of the legation 
and consul-general at Bangkok. 


PoOSTMASTERS, 
MICHIGAN. 


Burton D. Cady to be postmaster at Port Huron, Mich., in 
place of Loren A. Sherman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 17, 1907. 

NEW YORK. 


Howard M. Brush to be postmaster at Smithtown Branch, 
N. ¥. Office became presidential July 1, 1909. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


James I. Cubbison to be postmaster at Minnewaukan (late 
Minnewaukon), N. Dak., in place of James M. Cubbison, to 
change name of office. 

OHIO. 


Edward BE. Peterson to be postmaster at Williamsburg, Ohio. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1908. 

Charles A. Tracy to be postmaster at Malta, Ohio, in place of 
Thomas E. Dunnington. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 20, 1909. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 31, 1909. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME CourRT oF NEW MEXICco. 


Merritt C. Meecham to be associate justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of New Mexico. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
William H. Pound to be register of the land office at Sterling, 
Colo. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ILLINOIS. 
Charles H. Dehart, at Arthur, Ill. 


OHIO. 


George P. Bumgarner, at St. Clairsville, Ohio, 
William L. Maddox, at Ripley, Ohio. 


WEST VIRGINIA, 
T. G. Arnold, at Thurmond, W. Va. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, July 31, 1909. 


The House met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
THE TARIFF. 


Mr. PAYND. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill H. R. 14388, the tariff bill, and ask unanimous consent 
that the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up the 
conference report on the tariff bill and asks unanimous consent 
that the statement be read in lieu of the report. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman 
from New York whether the report is very lengthy? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I shall reserve the right 
to object. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is quite lengthy. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I think we should have the 
report read for the information of the House, and I shall object. 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The gevtleman from Wyoming objects, and 
the Clerk will read the conference report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the conference report. 

[For conference report see Recorp of July 30, 1909.] 

The Clerk read as far as section 13, on page 53 of the report, 
when, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the further reading of the report of the conferees 
and the statement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to reserve the right 
to make a point of order against the report, and, with that reser- 
vation, I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from New 
York would not interfere with that right. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privi- 
leged report (H. Rept. No. 21) from the Committee on Rules, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of 
the House No. 103, have had the same under consideration, and here- 
with report the following in lieu thereof: 


House resolution 104. 


“ Resolved, That immediately upon the aie of this order the 
House shall proceed to consider the report of the managers of the con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and for other 
purposes; that none of the provisions of said report shall be. sub 

to a point of order; that general debate shall continue until 8 o’clock 


-p. m. of this day, unless sooner concluded, and that immediately upon 


the conclusion of general debate the previous question shall be con- 
sidered as ordered on the motion to agree to the report; and that gen- 
eral leave to print on the subjects of this report shall be granted for 
ten calendar days.” 


Mr, DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, on the adoption of that reso- 
lution, I demand.the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania on ordering the previous question, 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CrarK of Missouri) there were—ayes 154, noes 98, 

So the previous question was ordered, 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman fro, 
Missouri [Mr. CLarK] to twenty minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this order is tv 
enable the House to take up for immediate consideration the 
conference report upon the disagreement of the House to the 
Senate amendments on the tariff bill. The order provides that 
general debate on the consideration of that report may continue 
until 8 o’clock this evening, at which time the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered and a vote taken, unless in the 
meantime general debate shall have been closed. It provides 
further—and that is really the material part of the order—that 
points of order shall not be in order to any provision in the 
bill. The bill as it went from the House to the Senate provided 
that “hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or 
pickled,” should come in free. The Senate bill struck that 
provision from the free list and inserted under the dutiable list 
the following provision: 

Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, 15 

r cent ad valorem: Provided, That upon all leather exported made 

om imported hides there shall be paid a drawback equal to the amount 
of the duty paid on such hides, to be paid under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

The conference committee adopted a new provision, which 
conforms neither to the House provision nor to the Senate pro- 
vision, and which is in these terms: 

450. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, 
shall be admitted free of duty: Provided, That on and after October |, 
1909, sole leather made from such hides shall pay a duty of 5 per cen‘ 
ad valorem; that grain, buff, and split leather made from such hides 
shall pay a duty of 74 per cent ad valorem; that boots and shoes, the 
u r leather of which is made wholly or in chief value from such 
hides, shall y a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem; that harness, sad 
dies, and saddlery, in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed 
wholly or in chief value of leather made from such hides, shall pay a 
duty of 20 per cent ad valorem. 

It will be observed that in the provision adopted by the con- 
ference committee an amendment to the hide paragraph is 
made which is not germane to that paragraph, but which re- 
lates to the subject of leather. It will also be observed that the 
rates of duty imposed by the provision adopted by the confer- 
ence committee are lower than the rates of duty provided either 
in the Senate or in the House bill. Under these circumstances 
this paragraph is undoubtedly, in my judgment, although | 
have heard that judgment questioned, subject to a point of 
order, because it infringes the rule which excludes from the 
jurisdiction of a conference committee any new matter; a wise 
rule, a rule absolutely necessary to be observed in genera! in 
the making up of conference reports on these great bills with 
which we have to deal at every session of Congress. But where 
the reason ceases, the rule should likewise cease, and in this 
ease the provision of the conference committee was made to 
carry out, as the conference committee believes, the will of the 
two Houses. Upon the one side the House by a very large vote, 
a majority of 173, declared in favor of free hides. The man- 
agers of the conference committee on the part of the House 
thought that that was tantamount to an instruction to them to 
insist upon free hides. Upon the other hand, the Senators from 
certain Western States, where the cattle industry is «an im- 
portant industry, protested that they could not and would not 
vote for the bill unless there was a duty on hides. The confer- 
ence committee therefore was presented with a situation which 
seemed to imperil any agreement at all, and a compromise was 
finally made whereby if hides were allowed to remain on tlc 
free list, a reduction should be made upon leather and bovts 
and shoes and harness. 

And for the purpose of carrying out what I believe to be the 
will of the Senate under the circumstances, and the will of the 
House, and bringing the two Houses together so that legislation 
might be enacted, this provision was inserted, and the House 
is now asked to waive, to set aside, the ordinary rule which 
applies in such cases, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. DALZELL. I shall be glad to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. This rule in its terms is very broad 
and sweeping. You have had a better opportunity to know whit 
is in this report than I have, because you have had more time; 
but I will take your word on a question of fact. Now, I want 
to know whether or not there is any item in this conference re- 
port on which the rate in the conference report is higher thin 
the maximum rate in either the House or the Senate bill on the 
same item? 

Mr. DALZELL. There is not, so far as I know, and I believe 
there is none. I want to be very frank to the House. I do 
not believe there is a single provision in this conference report 
that is subject to a point of order except the one to which I 
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have talled attention. I want to say that the conferees on the 
part of the House and Senate were scrupulous to avoid the inser- 
tion in their report of anything that would be subject to a 
point of order; and the only reason why this rule is made as 
broad as it is, is because—we do not claim that the conferees 
are infallible—if it should happen that by some mistake or 
oversight some provision in this bill of little importance should 
be subject to a point of order, we do not want to imperil the 
whole conference report and the tariff bill upon such a point 
of order. But I repeat, so far as I know and so far as I be- 
lieve, there is no provision in this report subject to a point 
of order except the one to which I have called attention, the 
one that gives rise to the introduction of this rule. 

I need not say, I think, anything about the importance of 
adopting at this time this conference report and adopting this 
rule to that end. The country has been agitated now for a 
period of six months at least upon the subject of tariff revision. 
This House in its committees and in its membership has been 
engaged during all that time in an endeavor to bring into both 
Houses a tariff bill that would be acceptable and that might 
become a law. Of course, this tariff bill does not satisfy every- 
body. It does not satisfy me in all particulars. No tariff 
bill was ever passed that did satisfy everybody, and none ever 
will be passed that will satisfy everybody; but here is a bill 
that has been agreed to by the representatives of this House 
and the representatives of the Senate and by the President of 
the United States, and I think I voice the sentiment of the 
entire country when I say to-day that it calls upon us to act 
{applause], to agree to this conference report, to relieve the 
business situation, and to open up, as I believe it will, a new 
era of prosperity. I reserve the balance of my time. [Loud 
applause, } 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
I do not rise to debate. I want to know whether paragraph 450 
as in the bill is not new throughout? It is on page 220. 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. That is the paragraph we are 
considering. It is a combination of the House paragraph and 
Senate amendment, and another amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is the one that you read from? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. KEIFER,. Then paragraph 451 that follows deals with 
the same matter largely as to the duty upon leather and tanned 
skins, and so forth, and fixes a different duty, does it not, and 
an additional duty, specific and ad valorem, on the same thing? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, not at all. Paragraph 451 deals with 
the subject of leather generally. Paragraph 450 deals only with 
the subject of leather which is made from the hides of cattle, 
raw or uncured, whether dried, salted, or pickled. 

Mr. KEIFER. I only wanted the gentleman’s statement 
about it. 

Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. GARRETT. 
either body fixed it? 

Mr. DALZELL, Not at all. 

Mr. GARRETT, 
to lead in sheets. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzeLL] says that this tariff bill does not 
please everybody. The Searcher of all hearts knows that it 
does not please me. 

The situation about this matter is this: Everybody under- 
stands perfectly well that this rule, while stated in general 
terms, is nevertheless intended to apply to only one item, or 
one bunch of these items, namely, hides, leather, boots, shoes, 
and harness, It takes away from anybody the power to make a 
point of order against the 10 per cent rate on boots and shoes. 
For that reason I will vote for the rule. [Applause.] The only 
regret that I have about it is that it does not put leather, boots, 
shoes, and harness on the free list, where they ought to be 
[applause on the Democratic side], and where I tried to get 
them put originally, as did all the rest of us over here, nearly. 

The New England gang have no more right to a tariff on 
boots, shoes, and harness than other people have on hides. 
That is the plain truth about this thing. But I recognize the 
fact that I can not get all out of this Republican House and 
Senate that I want, and therefore I am going to get all I can. 
That seems to me to be the rule of common sense. At any rate, 
I will not vote against the people having a chance to get 
cheaper harness, boots, and shoes. 

The reason I asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALzeLL] the question as to whether there is any item in this 
conference report on which the rate is higher than it was in the 
House bill or in the Senate bill is because the Republican con- 
ferees had about twenty times as good a chance to find out what 
is in this report as the Democrats did. The truth is that the 
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Democrats were a purely ornamental addendum to that con- 
ference committee. After the Republicans had agreed to every- 
thing except the six items that President Taft knocked higher 
than a kite by a certain mysterious letter that I would give a 
$5 bill to get a copy of, the Republican conferees called us in 
and showed to us and gave to me the report, so far as they had 
perfected it. So I set a man to figure on it. They have all 
these days been going over this report and getting the straight 
of it, and I am perfectly willing to take the word of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania on a question of fact any time. I asked 
that question so that Members would not feel that they were 
being led into a trap on this occasion. 

I think this rule ought to be amended, and after the word 
“ order,” before the semicolon, these words ought to be inserted: 

That nobody shall be permitted to raise a point of order on any item 
where the conference rate is higher than the lower of the two, the Sen- 
ate rate and House rate. 

If I could beat the previous question, I would offer that 
amendment. 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman referred to a reduction in shoes 


in the report of the committee. 
on shoes been reduced by the conference report? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Dingley law is 25 cents on 
shoes; the Payne bill had 15 cents; the Aldrich bill raised it to 
20 cents; and the conference report cuts it to 10. 

Mr. MANN. I do not so understand. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is what everybody else under- 
stands. 

Mr. MANN. It is a very incorrect understanding. 
ference report leaves it at 15 cents. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If that is true, what is the sense 
of bringing this rule in here? 

Mr. MANN. The only thing the rule does, and it is the only 
thing the conference report does, is to reduce to 10 per cent 
shoes made from raw hides. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
thing else. 


The con- 


You can not make a shoe from any- 


Mr. MANN. From raw hides? 
Mr. CLARK of Missduri. Yes; raw hides. 
Mr. MANN. You make them from tanned hides. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
in a different form. 

Mr. MANN. Whether dried, salted, or pickled; that is all 
there is in it, and there is no such thing.as tanned hides in it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the 
adoption of this rule, because it gives the House an opportunity 
to reduce the rates on boots and shoes and on leather more 
than was provided either in the House bill or the Senate bill. 
But I think there is one proposition that should be called to 
the attention of the country in the adoption of this rule, and 
that is this: For three weeks past we have been informed day 
in and day out by the daily press that the President of the 
United States has been making a strenuous fight before the 
conference committee for a reduction of the duties for the bene- 
fit of the people. The press has informed us that he made that 
fight on five items—lumber, iron ore, hides, boots and shoes, 
and oil. I do not think that oil was really in dispute, that it 
did not require the President's aid to secure free oil. 

It is claimed that he has won a great victory for the people 
by securing this reduction on these five items. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, there are 4,000 items in this bill; there are 1,500 para- 
graphs in this bill. The President stood for a reduction of 5 
or 6 items. From now on do not let any man go out of this 
House and say that the President could not have stood for a 
reduction of the enormous duties on woolen goods and on cotton 
goods [loud applause on the Democratic side], and on the cost 
of living of the people of this country. The passage of this rule 
shows that if he had wished to stand for a revision of the 
tariff—a dowuward revision—to keep the pledges that he made 
to the people of the United States before he was elected, you 
could have made reductions in order on every paragraph in 
the bill to-day, and they could have been adopted by the House, 
There will not be an opportunity for you to hide behind the 
pretense that the conferees could not reduce the rates. [Ap- 
plause.] It was not in the power of the conferees to reduce 
the duty on shoes to 10 per cent ad valorem; but by this rule 
you make it in order. If you had reduced the rate on blankets, 
on clothes and underwear in conference, this same rule would 
have made it in order, and the President of the United States 
could then have redeemed the pledges that he made to the 
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people when he was elected, if he had insisted on a reduction 
all along the line. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has consumed four minutes 
and yields back the remainder. 

Mr. DALZELL, I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Before the misapprehen- 
sion spreads any further, I wish to set the gentleman from IIli- 
nois right, or rather to correct his statement to the effect that 
this 10 per cent duty on shoes does not apply to any known form 
of shoes. On the contrary, it covers heavy brogans, farmers’ 
peg shoes, shoes that are known as “ Creedmores;” many forms 
of bluchers; it covers every shoe of which the upper is made 
of side leather. Such shoes are worn by men and by boys and 
by youths, by misses, but very seldom by grown women. 

Moreover this 10 per cent item covers a grade of men’s fine 
shoes of which the uppers are made of grain leather. All the 
shoes which I have described meet the specifications which are 
requisite for the imposition of the 10 per cent duty. The duty 
on all those shoes, in my belief, has been pared down to the 
danger point. The gentleman from Dllinois [Mr. MANN] is 
utterly mistaken in supposing that no shoes exist whose upper 
leathers are made in whole or in chief value from hides of 
eattle dried, salted, or pickled. 

Mr. MANN. Are there any shoes made in this country which 
are not made of Jeather? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts, 
large number in my State. 

Mr. MANN. I am not speaking of rubber shoes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I refer the gentleman, for 
instance, to the shoes which I have on. 

Mr. MANN. What are they made of? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. They are made of canvas. 

Mr. MANN. Are there any shoes made from hides in this 
country which are not made of leather? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Possibly some moccasins 
are made of rawhide. 

Mr. MANN. But on shoes which are made of leather the 
rate of duty is 15 per cent. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. With the exceptions noted. 

Mr. MANN. ‘There is no exception noted in that paragraph. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. After October 1, 1909—— 

Mr. MANN. When they construe the law, they will construe 
it most favorably to the Government. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. The gentleman is entirely 
mistaken. When two different clauses in a tariff schedule apply 
to any given article, the law is always construed as imposing 
the higher rate of duty, if the clauses are equally specific; but 
the wording in paragraph 450, with regard to boots and shoes 
whose uppers are made wholly or in part of the hides of cattle, 
is far more specific than the wording in paragraph 451, which 
refers simply to boots and shoes made of leather. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How much time is there on a side? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has seven 
minutes and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dawzetr] 
has six and one-half minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FirrzcrraLp] the remainder of the time on this side. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, this resolution demon- 
strates the truth of the saying, “that when thieves fall out, 
honest men get their due.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Those who have been enjoying the benefits of the protective 
policy having had a radical disagreement, the consumers will 
obtain some relief from the rates in the boot and shoe schedule. 
I am heartily in favor of the reductions made in ‘the boot and 
shoe schedule, and I regret exceedingly that there have not 
been many substantial reductions in innumerable other schedules 
in which the people of the country are particularly interested. 
For the last three or four weeks the people have been receiving 
a multiplicity of bulletins from the White House as to what 
would and what would not be done in the tariff bill. People 
crying for bread frequently have been given a stone, and crying 
for reductions in this bill, have been given White House bul- 
letins instead. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, this situation illustrates what happens when 
men cease to trust the representatives of the people. Members 
upon that side of the House voted for a rule which prohibited 
and made impossible the consideration of the boot and shoe 
schedule by the Members of the House when the bill was 
before it. The Senate, by amendments, increased the rates on 
boots and shoes. The House is now asked, upon the pretense of 
further information, to authorize a reduction below the rates 
fixed either by the House or by the Senate. No one is de- 
ceived as to the purpose of this reduction. It has not been 
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made because those in control of the Republican party” have 
had any solicitude for the welfare of those who must wear and 
buy boots and shoes, but the reduction has been compelled be- 
cause if it had been made it would have been impossible to 
get the necessary yotes to pass this bill. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 


If, Mr. Speaker, more votes had been required, it might have 
been possible to have obtained further reductions on the many 
articles mentioned by the gentleman from Alabama, particu- 
larly upon items in the cotton and the woolen schedules. If the 
votes of those Senators from the Middle Western States who 
have been making so much trouble for those in control of the 
bill had been necessary in the Senate to have this report 
adopted, the people might have had substantial reductions on 
many articles of wearing apparel and on many articles of house- 
hold utility. But the Republican party never unnecessarily 
wastes its force. From the reports in the press there were 
taken in—not to use an offensive expression—suflicient Sen- 
ators, or, to avoid a violation of the rules, I shall say sufficient 
distinguished citizens and members of another body than this, 
to make possible the enactment of this bill into law. 

I wish to cali the attention of the House to one of the peculiar 
methods followed in the framing of tariff bills by the Repub- 
lican party. Since 1896 tin, block tin, pig tin, and the manu- 
factures thereof, have been on the free list. In paragraph 691 
of the House bill tin and its various products were retained 
on the free list. But in this conference report there is an ex- 
traordinary provision. It provides that as soon as the mines 
of the United States produce 1,500 tons of tin a year the Presi- 
dent may by proclamation impose a duty of 4 cents a pound 
upon tin and its various products. Last year the importations 
of tin and its various products were about 100,000,000 pounds. 
So that as soon as the mines of the United States produce 
3,000,000 pounds a duty of 4 cents a pound will be levied on 
the other 97,000,000 pounds to be imported. This is a com- 
plete reversal of the old theory of a protective tariff, 

Heretofore the duty has been levied first in order to build up 
the industry, and when the industry had got beyond the infant 
stage, if it ever did, in the opinion of a protectionist, then the 
duty was reduced in the interest of the consumer. In this case 
the infant industry is to be permitted to struggle along against 
the competition of the world until it gets a foothold, and when 
it is built up and able to stand on its own feet without the 
help of tariff protection a duty of 4 cents a pound is levied for 
the sole benefit of those engaged in the industry. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

I have not time to go into many other details, Mr. Speaker, 
as I should if I had the opportunity. This side of the House 
wishes it to be distinctly understood, however, that no Member 
upon the Republican side of the House will be able in the com- 
ing campaign to excuse the failure of the Republican party to 
make substantial reduetions in this bill on the theory that the 
items were beyond the jurisdiction of the conferees on the part 
of the House and the Senate. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] This side of the House would have willingly voted unan- 
imously to have authorized these conferees to have made sub- 
stantial reductions in every single item in the tariff bill, 
whether in dispute or not. We would have welcomed an oppor- 
tunity to give such authority, or to have compelled such action. 
And if the managers on the part of the House had brought in a 
report in which a number of other reductions had been made, 
no objection on that score would have been made from this side 
of the House. 

This is an attempt to delude the people as to what has been 
done with reference to two or three articles of this bill. Why, 
when the President of the United States by a single word to 
Congress in his message when it convened might have exercised 
his great influence to have obtained some substantial relief to 
the people in the way of substantial revision downward, he gave 
as his excuse that he had been too busy from election day in 
November until the 15th of March to prepare a suitable mes- 
sage. It would have been much better for the country if he 
had spent some of his time in his library and less upon the golf 
courses of the country, as he might then have prepared a mes- 
sage which would have been of substantial benefit to the con- 
sumers of the country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Even after the bill, indefensible as it was, passed the House 
and went to the Senate, not a single word was heard from the 
President on behalf of the people; but when it got into confer- 
ence and the rising resentment of an indignant people, spreading 
rapidly throughout the country, reached this city the President 
commenced to agitate for free hides and free oil, which already 
had been voted by the House, and also made belated efforts for 
some other insignificant reductions. It is claimed that he has 
won a great victory because he had the Senate rates retained 









in the glove schedule, and yet how laughable it is to prate about 
such a victory, when all realize that the Senate rates are the 
rates of the Dingley law. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
He would have imagined he had won a great victory, I sup- 
pose, and have invoked the congratulations and commendation 
of the country upon his efforts if by any possibility he could 
have had presented to him for his signature the Dingley Act 
unchanged in a single word or letter. [Applause and laughter 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, the country will not be deceived by this pre- 
tense. The people will have an opportunity to know and fully 
to understand just what has been done in this bill. Every 
woman, every child, every wage-earner and supporter of a family 
will have brought home the fact that there are no reductions in 
many things that it is essential for them to have in their con- 
tinuing and difficult struggle for existence. There will come no 
relief to the people from this bill, but there will come relief and 
there will follow immense benefits to the great favored class of 
the Republican party which has grown rich beyond the wildest 
dreams during the past twelve years under the operation of the 
Dingley law, no one of whom has been heard to utter a single 
complaint against the bill which is to be presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United States for approval. 

Once more, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention to the fact 
that at a time when the banks of the country have their reserves 
as high as 40, and in some instances as high as 60 per cent, 
when without a single effort having been made to dispose of 
bonds at 2 per cent, this bill authorizes the issuance of $290,- 
000,000 of bonds for the building of the Panama Canal at an 
increase of interest rate from 2 to 3 per cent. An examination 
of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury discloses that 
practically all of the outstanding interest-bearing bonds of the 
Government are held by the national banks. This is the only 
nation of civilized men in which the obligations of the Govern- 
ment are not held largely by the people. They would readily 
absorb the forty millions of bonds to be issued each year with a 
2 per cent rate if given the chance to do so. It will not be given 
to them. But another sop is given, raising unnecessarily the 
interest to the great financial interests, in return for past favors 
and for help which it is confidently expected will be given in the 
near future. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. I would like to know if he really believes that the 
reserves of the banks of the country are from 40 to 60 per cent? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I do not mean in Mas- 
sachusetts, I mean where the people have money. [Laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. WEEKS. I desire to say to the gentleman that the 
average reserves of the banks are not 30 per cent. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Speaker, I simply wish, in conclu- 
sion, to say that what President Taft recently prophesied was 
likely to happen to the Republican party is about to be fulfilled, 
Not having lived up to its promises to bring substantial relief, 
the time is surely at hand when it is to be relegated to the party 
of opposition. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, is the time on the other side 
exhausted? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Crark] is exhausted. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then I ask for a vote. , 

‘ The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
1on. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. CLARK) there were—ayes 361, noes 11. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

: The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
is recognized. [Prolonged applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, in presenting this conference re- 
port, I do it with confidence that it will be accepted by this 
House and that it will be accepted by the country at large as 
meeting the full requirements of the Republican platform, as 
meeting the pledges made by our candidate, now the President of 
the United States [applause on the Republican side], and at the 
Same time will not stop a single wheel of industry, will close no 
factory, and will deprive no man of labor at a decent, fair wage. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

The Senate did not agree with the House as to its provisions 
in the bill. Exercising their prerogatives under the Constitu- 
tion, and in accordance with the usual practice, they made many 
amendments. Many of them were substantial. Great was the 
divergence of thought and great the disagreement as to the 
provisions of the bill. Your conferees have had no easy task in 
the past three weeks in striving to maintain the mandate of the 
House as put forth in the bill which passed the House. We 
have made concessions. We have exacted concessions from the 
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Senate, and the concessions on both sides are embodied in this 
report. I am frank to say that many of the concessions which 
we make to the Senate improve the original bill, and, on the 
other hand, some of the concessions which we were obliged to 
make did not improve the original bill. But I think upon the 
whole the result is one upon which we may congratulate our- 
selves on having framed a bill which, if it becomes a law, will 
reflect credit upon the Congress which enacted it. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. Speaker, there was a great diversity of opinion between 
the two Houses upon the cotton schedule. The Senate has 
slightly increased the rates generally upon the cotton schedule. 
The ad valorem for the year 1907 as collected under the Ding- 
ley bill was 40.87 per cent. The ad valorem as figured upon 
the Senate rate was 44.07 per cent, which leaves a difference 
of 3.20 between the two rates. The House conferees were 
averse to this proposition, but we went there, as I said, 
when the bill left the House to inquire and find out upon what 
evidence the Senate had acted in increasing or amending any 
rate which went out from the House, and I have been upon 
that inquiry, and my fellow-conferees, for three weeks, and we 
made them tell us the reasons for the change of rates before 
we yielded upon any of them. When the cotton schedule came 
to the House it was not in the same condition as when it left 
the House. For four years or more the customs officials ad- 
ministered it according to the intention of the Congress that 
passed it. The importers were not satisfied. They went to 
the general appraisers and to the courts for interpretation of 
the law, and I am bound to say they succeeded, and in almost 
every instance they have driven holes in the cotton schedule 
that were very embarrassing to the cotton industry. And I say 
this, Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding the fact that the represent- 
atives of the cotton industry came before our committee ap- 
prehensive that rates might be reduced and said they were 
satisfied to take the cotton schedule as it was with one or two 
amendments which had been reported to the committee. The 
first point of attack in the courts was the clause in the bill 
of 1897, introduced in the Senate on the advice of General 
Tichenor, no more able or honest tariff expert than whom ever 
lived in this country. It was in the definition of the term 
“eotton cloth,” and the terms of that definition included the 
words “in the piece or otherwise.” That was adopted by the 
eonferees of the House believing “or otherwise” meant some- 
thing less than a full piece, and it went to the court, and they 
said “or otherwise” included cotton cloth sometimes em- 
broidered, of very high degree of value, until the decisions of 
the court brought down the ad valorem in one case from 60 
to 4 per cent. And that went all thgough the higher-price 
goods under the general cotton schedule. 

The Ways and Means Committee tried to correct that. We 
adopted a provision striking out “or otherwise” and put in 
the words “cut in lengths,” but the experts also put into that 
paragraph a new provision for counting, so that where there 
were twisted yarns, two or three ply, every single strand was 
counted. We were not expert enough to take that into con- 
sideration. We published our bill and then other experts got 
out and showed that by this counting provision we had raised 
the duty on countable cotton cloth from 10 to 100 per cent all 
through the schedule. When we discovered that, 1 asked the 
committee to come together, and we, with some emphasis, cut 
out that new provision, and in doing so we returned to the 
Dingley paragraph, and the words “or otherwise” were left in. 
Now, the Senate placed instead of the words “or otherwise” 
the words “cut in lengths,” so the importers can never more 
impose upon the customs with that provision of the bill. We 
went a little further. There was a provision in the bill for 
duties upon white cotton goods, and general duties were put 
upon the warp and filling, the number of counts of threads to 
the square inch. By and by the importers ordered some goods 
with white cotton warp and filling, but with superadded threads 
with all the colors of the rainbow, with beautiful artistic figures, 
and they brought them to the customs-house and demanded that 
they be admitted at the lower rate as white cotton cloths, and 
the court so interpreted it; so that they came in as white cotton 
eloths at the low rate of duty, and broke down our tariff in 
this respect. The Senate amendment gets rid of that inter- 
pretation and allows upon this superadded thread the same 
duty as though the color were woven into the warp and woof. 
These cotton cloths are of much higher value than where simply 
the color is in the warp and woof. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, we not only examined the experts indi- 
vidually, but we adjourned the committee for half a day and 
called in General Shiras, a gentleman whom you all know; Mr. 
Devries, formerly a Member of the House, one of the general 
appraisers; and also Mr. Otto Fix, a customs expert at the port 
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of New York. Our conferees examined them all the afternoon 
about every item of increase in the cotton schedule from begin- 
ning to end, and after we got through with that examination 
and made further examinations and figures, our conferees were 
impressed with the fact that the duty was right, if we were 
going to protect the cotton industry in the United States. 

Another amendment of the Senate puts up the ad valorem 
duty on cotton cloths for a number of sections or paragraphs 
where the duty in the first place up to a certain price is accord- 
ing to the number of counted threads in the cloth. Not only 
that, but they add the three and two ply yarn which they weave 
into it, and they count it for one thread. The two-ply is much 
finer than the single-ply thread. They saw that that par- 
ticular part of the cotton schedule was unbalanced, and that of 
cotton goods, for instance, valued at 16 cents per yard, some of 
them came in at 25 per cent, some at 40, and some at 60; these 
experts went to work to equalize the duty according to the 
price and to put the same duty where they were 16 cents a yard 
upon all these goods, the three-ply goods costing more in the 
making, because they had to spin three yarns instead of one 
and then twist them into the single yarn. They equalized the 
duty by making it the same upon all this class of goods. 

Then, when they got through with it, they found that the 
general rates of duty upon the cotton schedule were less than 
the rates of duty collected under the first four years of the 
Dingley Act. Well, we got them to reduce those ad valorem 
rates. I call them ad valorem. It depends upon the price of 
the yarn—a specific rate, a sort of skip, hop, and jump, the 
worst kind of an ad valorem; and on the lower-priced goods 
they made a very material reduction in the rate to what it was 
in the Senate bill. 

And then came the process of mercerization, a new process 
which has come in since the Dingley bill was passed. We con- 
sidered it in the House committee, and, after the best informa- 
tion we could get, we allowed an additional duty of 1 cent per 
yard upon mercerized cloths. Our information was that it cost 
substantially the same to mercerize yarn here that it did 
abroad—eight cents and a half a pound in Manchester, and 
eight cents and a half a pound in New York—and we allowed 
no additional duty. But these gentlemen alleged, and we have 
found it to be a fact, that after a hundred pounds of yarn was 
mercerized it was found to have shrunk from 5 to 7 per cent in 
weight, and that you had only 93 or 95 pounds left upon which 
to collect the specific duty. And so, when you come to exact 
the same duty per pound upon the mercerized and unmercerized, 
you have got a larger duty on the hundred pounds of white 
yarn than on the 93 pounds of mercerized yarn; or, in other 
words, there was 7 per cent less of duty and of protection on 
the mercerized yarn than there was on the other. And it 
seemed but right and proper to allow the difference. They had 
suggested a difference of one-twentieth of a cent per pound. I 
told them that was too much. I made my own figures, and they 
fixed the duty at one-fortieth of a cent. I say I did this, be- 
cause I did this talking with the experts of the Senate com- 
mittee. They reduced it from one-twentieth of a cent per pound 
to one-fortieth of a cent. 

Mr. Speaker, if I had the sole power to make the cotton sched- 
ule, I would make a reduction in the rates as we have reported 
them, but it would not be a very great reduction. But I would 
readjust them on the same plan on which they have been ad- 
justed in this conference report. Here is a statement made by 
the Treasury experts on the cotton schedule: 

“The changes in paragraphs 310 and 311 by the Senate amend- 
ments your conferees found, upon investigation, to represent, ex- 
cept in one particular, reductions in duties. Excepting the 
changes in phraseology, which did not affect rates, the principal 
Senate amendments are the two minimum provisions, the special 
classification for cable-laid yarns and threads, the provision for 
mercerization of such yarns, and the transfer of the words 
‘cones and tubes’ from one portion of paragraph 311 to another. 

“After the reduction by the conferees of the second mininium 
provision in paragraph 310 from 25 to 20 per cent ad valorem 
the minimum provisions of both these paragraphs are slightly 
below the specific rates levied by the paragraphs. It was found 
that certain very high-class and high-priced yarns were being 
imported under these provisions at specific rates which repre- 
sented an exceedingly low equivalent at valorem—as low as 7 
per cent in many cases. In order to prevent such and to bring 
the rate upon the high-priced yarns up to at least that upon the 
lower-priced yarns, these minimum provisions were agreed to. 

“The amendment by the Senate for cable-laid yarns is a timely 
one to meet a probable decision of the court in a case now pend- 
ing, wherein these yarns, though of high character and twist, 
might be classed among the cheapest of cotton yarns. 

“The arrangement of the cable-laid yarn provision as drawn 
represents an increase of about 10 per cent upon about one-tenth 


of the goods covered by the paragraph, and a decrease from 100 
to 150 per cent to about 40 per cent upon the remaining mer- 
chandise covered by the paragraph. Upon the whole, this pro- 
vision represents considerable reductions below the House bill. 

“ The rate of one-twentieth of a cent for mercerization fixed by 
the Senate was reduced by the conference to one-fortieth, or 
one-half. This makes the mercerization rate equivalent to about 
7 per cent ad valorem. Inasmuch as yarns lose from 5 to 7 
per cent in weight in the process of mercerization, and as the 
specific duty is levied upon weight, this no more than equalizes 
that loss and prevents the higher class mercerized yarns from 
being dutiable at a lower rate than the low-class yarns out of 
which they are made when mercerized. It represents an equal- 
ization of rates. 


“It was found that the insertion of the words ‘cones and 
tubes’ in the earlier provision of paragraph 311 represented 
an exceedingly great increase of duties upon these threads so 
put up. The conference concurred in the Senate changes with 
an amendment inserting the words ‘cones and tubes’ in the 
latter part of the paragraph, where a ratable rate of duty is 
established. This represents an extensive cut in the rate of 
duty on that class of goods. 

“The minimum provision in this paragraph is fixed upon the 
same basis as that in paragraph 310. 

“Upon the whole, the Senate amendments to paragraphs 310 
and 311 as agreed to by your conferees represent substantial 
reductions from both the Dingley rates and the rates fixed upon 
the merchandise covered therein by the House bill. 

“The Senate amendments to the cotton-cloth provisions, para- 
graphs 313 to 318, inclusive, 321 and 330, save and except the 
ad valorems to paragraphs 313 to 317, inclusive, were for the 
purpose of correcting inequalities and inconsistencies existing in 
these paragraphs as administered at present. Your conferees 
found upon investigation of all these provisions, together with 
the ad valorems, that the basic principle upon which they were 
drawn was to provide that cotton cloth of equal value per 
square yard should pay the same rate of duty, regardless of 
eount of threads and regardless of what particular paragraph 
of the law the same fell for dutiable purposes. Under the 
Dingley law as administered, cotton cloth of the same value 
per square yard, requiring the same amount of labor and ma- 
terial in its construction, paid varying duties from 2 per cent 
to 60 per cent ad valorem, according to the count of threads or 
other conditions. This manifestly unjust assessment of duty is 
corrected by the Senate amendments by adopting as a basis of 
duty the value of the cloth per square yard and throwing all 
cloth within the provisions so arranged. 

“The Senate amendments cut out the higher rate of 60 per cent 
ad valorem and other provisions classing such cloth at the arbi- 
trary rate of 45 per cent, and so arranged the schedules that al! 
eotton cloth would fall within the countable provisions and be 
assessed for duty according to value. In the rearrangement of 
these paragraphs to effect that purpose of necessity the rates 
provided in the lower paragraphs were increased, while the 
rates provided in some of the higher paragraphs, such as that 
formerly in paragraph 339, were greatly reduce‘. 


“There seemed to be sound and indisputable reason why such 
a scheme should be adopted, and in view of the fact that your 
conferees are convinced that this plan will not result in the 
increase of duties above those originally collected by the Ding- 
ley law, but in a great reduction of those rates, and in view of 
the further fact that your conferees are convinced that this 
arrangement provides duties consistent with the body of the 
Dingley schedules on the higher values of cotton goods, the 
Senate provisions, as modified by the conference, were agreed to. 

“Under the arrangement of the Dingley schedules, as the de- 
velopment of the cotton industry had progressed since the enact 
ment of that law, and the manufacture and importation of 
higher grade cotton goods increased, it was found that the 
equivalent ad valorem rates levied by the higher and ad valorem 
provisions of that law were less than those levied by the spe- 
cific and lower provisions. It was further found that upon 
many of the goods imported, particularly under the lower pro- 
visions, the rate of duty upon the yarns out of which they 
are made was higher than the rate of duty upon the finished 
product itself. After thorough consideration of the subject- 
matter, your conferees were agreed that the only possible way 
that these inconsistencies demanding correction could be 
changed, in the latitude allowed the conferees for consideration 
under the rules, was the adoption of the Senate ad valorems as 
modified. It is perfectly clear that the Dingley provisions pro- 
viding that lower rates of duty should be assessed on goods of 
small count on a low basis of necessity resulted in the high-va!- 
ued goods being assessed at low equivalent ad valorems. 

“Cotton yarns are dutiable according to the number in the 
single yarns, so that No. 40’s, which pay one-fourth of a cent 
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per number per pound, or 10 cents per pound, if of the same 
thickness, but three ply, would be of the fineness in the singles 
of 120’s, on which the rate of duty would be three-tenths of a 
cent per number per pound, or 36 cents per pound. 

“In other words, cotton yarns are dutiable according to the 
number of plies in each yarn. That is, a two-ply yarn pays 
twice the rate of duty of a single of the same thickness in the 
finished condition, and a three-ply three times as much, a four- 
ply four times as much, and so on. 

“ When these yarns, however, are counted in a cotton cloth they 
all pay the same rate of duty. That is to say, the four-ply 
will be counted as a single thread under the rule that the rate 
of duty is determined by the count of threads per square inch, 
all plies in a thread being counted together as one. 

“ Cotton cloth is dutiable according to the count of threads per 
square inch, and not according to the number of plies in each 
thread. The result is that while the rate of duty increases upon 
the yarn used in the cotton cloth according to the number of 
plies, the rate of duty upon cotton cloth does not increase ac- 
cording to the number of plies in the yarn used in its fabrica- 
tion. Under this rule the cost of the material for the cotton 
cloth increases where the rate of duty upon the cotton cloth 
does not increase in a corresponding compensatory rate. 

“Tn order to equalize this condition, it is necessary to increase 
the rates on cotton cloth according to the value thereof as rep- 
resented by the increased value in the yarns used therein. The 
only possible way to do it under the present system is by the 
added ad valorems in the Senate bill. 

“ For example, a piece of unbleached cotton cloth valued at 16 
cents per square yard pays under each of paragraphs 313, 314, 
815, and 316, 64 cents per square yard, regardless of count of 
threads. Under the old system of Dingley ad valorems, if such 
a piece of cotton cloth made of single yarns fell under para- 
graph 308, which is 316 of the Senate bill, the duty would have 
been 40 per cent, or 6.4 cents per square yard, its equivalent; 
under paragraph 307 of the Dingley law (315, Senate bill) it 
would have been 35 per cent, or its equivalent, 5.6 cents per 
square yard; under paragraph 306 of the Dingley law (314, Sen- 
ate bill) it would have been 30 per cent, or its equivalent, 4.8 
cents per square yard; and under paragraph 305 of the Dingley 
law (313, Senate bill) it would have been 25 per cent, or its 
equivalent, 4 cents per square yard—a different rate of duty in 
each of the paragraphs, though the value per square yard and 
condition were precisely the same. 

“Under paragraph 316 the count would be exceeding 200 and 
not exceeding 300 threads to the square inch. We will take, for 
example, the count is 250 threads per square inch. If the same 
cloth with the same count of threads, and dutiable at 6} cents 
per square yard under paragraph 308 of the Dingley law, were 
made by twisting two of these threads together, it would count, 
under the method of counting in the Dingley law, 125 threads 
per square inch, which would throw the cloth for dutiable pur- 
poses in paragraph 306 as unbleached cotton cloth exceeding 100 
and not exceeding 150 threads to the square inch, to wit, 125 
threads, and the rate of duty would be 30 per cent ad valorem, 
the equivalent of 4.8 cents per square yard. And this obtains all 
through the Dingley ad valorems. 

“The anomaly and inequality of this condition are better un- 
derstood in light of the fact that if the threads of the identical 
cloth were twisted instead of being woven single the article is, 
if anything, a more valuable article than if woven and not 
twisted together to make doubles out of singles. 

“It is exactly to meet this condition and to correct this lack 
of uniformity in rates according to value per square yard that 
these ad valorems are absolutely essential for harmonious rates 
in the cotton schedules. Under the Dingley law a cotton cloth 
of the same value might pay four different rates, according as 
it fell under one paragraph or the other. Under the Senate bill 
it will pay precisely the same rate, being of the same value and 
condition, regardless of where it falls; and no other system, ex- 
cept a total change of the plan and scheme of the cotton sched- 
ule, can effect an equitable distribution of rates. It will be 
noted that this is particularly true in the lower counts of cloth, 
for those are necessarily made up of stronger threads entering 
into the composition of the:more open fabrics, as a stronger 
thread means a thread of a greater number of plies, and there- 
fore one bearing a higher rate of duty. Hence the greater num- 
ber of added ad valorems for the lower count of cotton cloths 
in order to secure the proper compensatory duty for the in- 
creased rates upon the yarns before any protection on the cotton 
cloth is afforded. 

“To summarize the situation with reference to the cotton 
schedule, therefore, your conferees found the following defects: 

“1. The same value of goods per square yard was being as- 
Sessed at rates varying from 2 per cent to 60 per cent ad valo- 
rem, without any basis of sound reason. 


“2. That the lower valued goods coming in under the specific 
provisions were paying a higher equivalent ad valorem than the 
higher priced fabric coming in under the ad valorem provisions, 

“3. That the great development of the cotton industry since 
the enactment of the Dingley law, at which time but little mer- 
chandise was imported under the Dingley ad valorems, which 
were then intended merely as catch-all clauses, had become im- 
portant factors and were permitting the newly developed branch 
of this industry to come in at inconsistently low equivalent ad 
valorems. 

“4, That many of the goods imported under the lower counts 
were receiving less equivalent protection than was paid upon the 
yarns out of which they were made. 

“5. That some of the cotton goods were coming in under low 
ad valorems of the countable provisions, while others and great 
quantities of them, estimated at about 12 per cent of the total 
importations, were paying 60 per cent ad valorem under the pro- 
visions of paragraph 339 of that law. 

“6. That the completed article made of cotton cloth was pay- 
ing the same rate of duty as the cotton cloth out of which it was 
made, 

“Z. That the same cotton cloth of a high value by reason of 
clipped threads was paying a less rate of duty than that of un- 
clipped threads out of which it was made. 

“8. That the only possible latitude afforded the conference for 
the correction of these manifest inconsistencies and irregulari- 
ties, with due regard to the cotton industry of the country, was 
the adoption of the Senate amendments as modified. 

“It seemed to your conferees that the added amendments upon 
the lower-count goods by the Senate were too high and reces- 
sions were insisted upon, at least with reference to this class 
of goods. Accordingly reductions were made, averaging about 
10 per cent, in the rate of duty in this line of goods. 

“Your conferees desire to state that the various arguments 
presented against this schedule have been examined with care 
and analyzed in the light of truth, and most of them with which 
the country has been circulated have been found to be without 
any warrant of fact. In almost all of these arguments rare 
and exceptional cases have been picked out and emphasized as 
the true effect of these cotton paragraphs, whereas in truth and 
fact, when they are examined in the light of careful analysis 
and their probable application to importations of merchandise of 
that character, they are without any foundation of fact. 

“ While there are increases in the rates of the paragraphs on 
lower-count goods, there are great reductions in other provi- 
sions of the law applicable to cotton goods, and your conferees 
are satisfied after a full and complete investigation that the 
result reached by the conference is a fair and just cotton sched- 
ule, one calculated to build up the cotton industry of the coun- 
try and at the same time do justice to the consumets of the 
country.” 

When we go on the stump we will have no trouble to meet 
any criticism of the adversary because of the cotton schedule 
that we have adopted in this report. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Another difficult subject was the subject of paper and pulp. 
It is not necessary to give a history in this presence of paper 
and pulp. Two years ago we got into a controversy on that 
subject, and we would not consent to any specific bill putting it 
upon the free list, but intended that it should have the same ex- 
amination that it should receive on a tariff bill, and that it 
should have due deliberation as to the duty fixed. Well, after 
a while a resolution of inquiry was adopted by the House. 
Gentlemen were selected for the duty. I see the chairman of 
the committee before me now. I have been looking for him for 
some minutes. Intelligent, honest, able Members of this House 
were selected and put upon that committee for the purpose of 
making that investigation. They were gentlemen in whom [ 
have the most explicit confidence, as I knew they were able 
and willing to do the right and proper thing with this industry. 
They came before the Committee on Ways and Means, by their 
chairman, and stated what they would include in their report 
before it had been presented to the House, and the conclusions 
which they had reached. I understood the chairman—and that 
he spoke for the committee—to say that all the people interested, 


the committee, the publishers of papers, and the manufacturers 
of paper, were substantially united upon the proposition which 
he then presented, which was the proposition which he later 


presented to the House in the report that he made. The com- 
mittee took his judgment and that of his committee and fixed 
the rates according to what was proposed by them, and the 
House adopted those rates. The bill went over to the Senate. 
They put a duty of $4 instead of $2 per ton upon the print paper 
affected. They came into conference with it. If there was any 
item they were more strenuous about than any other, it was 


the paper item. 
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If there was any item that absorbed more attention in debate 
than any other it was upon the paper question, the question of 
the rate of duty. We did not want to shut up any paper mills 
in the United States. We are not here for that purpose, no 
matter who demands it. We did not want to get an undue duty 
upon paper and wood pulp. We insisted that wood pulp should 
go on the free list; and that was conceded. We offered a 
compromise finally upon paper of $3 a ton instead of $2. It 
could not be accepted. Then we inquired why it was. 
that inquiry before we proposed the raise of the duty to $3. 
They claimed that the Mann report, which gave the $2 duty 
upon paper, was based on the claim that it was the difference 
in cost at the factory in the United States and in Canada. 
They claimed that he had left out of the calculation the dif- 
ference in the cost of pulp wood at either factory. They pro- 
duced a good deal of evidence going to show that the pulp wood 
on an average in the factories of the United States cost $4 
per ton more than in the Canadian factories. A fair average 
would carry it beyond the $2 a ton. Well, now, Mr. Speaker, 
we had before us Senator Frye, of Maine, who had a good deal 
of personal knowledge and informaion on the subject, in addi- 
tion to the evidence they had presented; and at the suggestion 
of the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. BouTett] and myself we 
sent for the gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of the com- 
mittee of investigation [Mr. Mann], and heard him before 
the committee, and I got the idea from what he stated that 
the low rate of duty of $2 upon paper was largely for the 
effect that it would have upon the Canadian government in 
giving us free wood. We held out until the last thing, and 
finally we put on a duty of $3.75 a ton, the best concession that 
we could get and still bring a report into the House. I want 
to say to gentlemen who are here, as a protectionist and as a 
Republican, I do not think that any protectionist can make a 
good argument against the rate we have proposed upon print 
paper of $3.75 a ton. So we bring it to the House in that way. 

Another subject involving much debate was coal. The House 
had left the duty at 67 cents a ton on bituminous coal, with 
the provision that it should be free from a country that gave 
us free entrance upon bituminous coal. Well, it is useless to 
say or to deny the fact that many gentlemen in the other House 
and many gentlemen in this House were very much opposed to 
any possibility of free reciprocal coal between the United 
States and Canada; most of them without reason as to their 
locality, and some with more reason because of their locality, 
oppose any such rate as that. 

We considered that. Finally we got down to where we could 
agree upon a straight rate of 45 cents a ton without any pro- 
vision for reciprocity, but reducing the rate from 67 cents to 
45 cents. And so the committee have adopted their report, fix- 
ing that rate at 45 cents. From what I can learn of the atti- 
tude of Canada, I believe that that is a lower rate than would 
have resulted from the House reciprocity provision, because I 
understand that when Mr. Root was Secretary of State he at- 
tempted in vain to get any kind of an agreement with Canada 
which he proposed for reciprocal free coal; and if they would 
not do it then, I do not think they would have done it under 
our bill. And so I would like to say to my colleague, who was 
shouting so loudly a few minutes ago and who appears to have 
disappeared, that this necessity of life, bituminous coal, has 
been cut a third of the duty upon this bill, and it comes in here 
at 45 cents a ton instead of 67 cents. 

Then we got down to the iron and steel schedule. The House 
had made iron ore free. The Senate had put on a duty of 25 
cents a ton. The present law is 40 cents a ton. They were 
strenuous about that. They wanted the full Senate rate. Some 
of them went so far as to say the industry would be ruined out 
in the Rocky Mountains if we let in free iron ore and free coal 
from Cuba on the Atlantic border, or let it in at anything less 
than 25 cents a ton. 

Your conferees followed the judgment of the House, and 
asked for free iron ore. At last we compromised on a duty of 
15 cents a ton on iron ore. We were all the more moved to 
stick, because we had so cut the rate on every product of the 
iron mill that the people along the Atlantic seaboard were 
entitled to consideration in the matter of the iron ore that 
goes into their finished product. We stood by them, to en- 
courage their industry and let it not be wiped out by stronger 
competition of combinations of capital which own their own 
ore and bring it to Pittsburg from the western mines. We 
were dealing out equity and justice to those people, giving 
them a fair chance for their lives, when we had reduced their 
pig iron from $4 to $2.50, and in many cases had cut the duties 
on their finished products 50 per cent or even more. So the 
report of the committee was for 15 cents a ton on iron ore, 
and I do not believe that the duty of 15 cents a ton will stop 
a single pick in any mine in the United States. If it would 
hurt anybody, it would hurt the mine owners in my own State; 
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and I happen to know that it will not hurt them even to have 
free ore. It can not hurt anything west of the Allegheny Moun- 
tains. It can hurt no industry. On the other hand, it will keep 
the shops east of the Alleghenies running on full time, be- 
cause they will not have to submit to undue exactions from 
ore coming from west of the Allegheny Mountains. 

Now, we increased three items, according to my recollection, 
in all of the great iron and steel schedule. On structural iron or 
steel we made an increase on the fabricated article. We made 
no increase upon what has been coming in here, but a decrease. 
The unfinished structural steel has been coming in in small vol- 
ume under the Dingley law. We decreased that by 1 to two- 
tenths of a cent per pound, but we put that which was fabri- 
cated into another class. I was surprised to learn, after [ 
became a conferee, that the fabrication is done in another shop 
and is a distinct industry from the rolling, hammering, or 
forging. Even the United States Steel Company has a plant 
for fabrication, which is separated from its forging plant by 
from 20 to 25 miles, and we have these large fabricating works 
in many cities of the United States, and the industry is a great 
one. 

Recently, under the depression of times which affected not 
only us but Germany as well, they have been bringing in some 
of this fabricated structural steel. In the case of one build- 
ing even the door frames and window frames were completed 
and brought in, adding an expense of almost one-half to the 
cost of the original structural steel. After I found out the 
facts I was willing to concede that to the Senate and to the 
Senate conferees. 

Then on high-speed steel of the highest class we made one 
or two new brackets, increasing the rate. This is something 
new since the enactment of the Dingley law. It is wonderful 
development in modern steel making, and by this process we 
are turning out steel of wonderful character, to be used where 
the very highest class is necessary. And they are getting the 
higher speed into the article, way up beyond what it was a 
month ago, and it seemed necessary that on this high class 
there should be a little addition to the rate. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will the gentleman tell us what 
he means by high-speed steel? 

Mr. PAYNE. They run it at a very high speed in the ma- 
chines in which it is used, and it makes a very high-class 
article of tempered steel, which retains its temper even when 
run so as to come to a red heat, and will cut the article upon 
which it is used. The gentleman from Pennsylvania also re- 
minds me that it is made of steel bars with a combination of 
tungsten ore, and the tungsten ore is a new thing, has come 
in within the last ten or twelve years. There is nothing 
in the world that has developed like the steel industry; there 
is no improvement in any industry equal to that of the steel, 
and in it the United States is far in advance of the world. 

They are paving the way to open up new methods, new 
achievements in the manufacture of iron and steel of the very 
highest class. I do not believe there is a man within the sound 
of my voice that would deny them adequate protection. The 
other advance on the iron and steel paragraph was a separate 
enumeration of nippers and pliers and articles of that kind; 
they are put on specific rates instead of coming in at 45 per 
cent ad valorem; an advance was made of the rates, 

I may return to this schedule a little later and say something 
about what we have done in the way of cutting rates down. 
I want the House to understand that in many of the articles 
of the iron and steel schedule the Senate reduced the rates to 
even below those in the House, and, as far as my recollection 
goes, the House conferees agreed to every reduction of rates in 
the iron and steel schedule proposed by the Senate in their 
amendments. And they were numerous, as they were on the 
chemical schedule. 

Barbed fence wire has a present duty of 2 cents, and the 
Senate proposed three quarters of a cent, and we agreed to a 
reduction to three-quarters of a cent per pound. I only speak 
of that as a single item because time will not permit, and it is 
too hot if it would, for me to go into much detail about these 
things. I will show you.what is the general result of the re- 
duction on the different schedules by and by. 

The Senate proposed a very heavy reduction on marble and 
onyx, and the House agreed to all of them, I think, without a 
single exception. So the Senate has done some good to this bill 
in the way of downward revision. And yet, after we have 
agreed to the Senate reductions, not so very great, but reduc- 
tions, we have left protective rates for the people of the United 
States engaged in these industries. H 

Then there was the hides of cattle. We were not all agreed 
on it here, but 173 majority seemed to agree on free hides. We 
reduced the rates on boots and shoes and the products of hides 
and cattle in the House committee all that we thought it would 
bear. We made the rates on sole leather, reducing it from 20 
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cents to 5 cents, and reduced it on shoes from 25 per cent. to Mr. Speaker, we were instructed, I might say, on oil by a 
15 per cent, and we reduced it on harnesses from 40 per cent | vote in the House, and perhaps some of you remember that vote 
to 30 per cent, if I remember right. Some of these gentlemen, | on oil. The House put it on the free list. The House put pe- 
who did not want free hides and brought up the impossible | troleum, crude and refined, and all its products on the free 
argument that if hides were free all the productions of those | list. The Senate brought in an amendment putting petroleum, 
hides should be free, urged that on us. It was not logical. | crude and refined, on the free list with a countervailing duty of 
I am not going to repeat my arguments on free hides. If any- | one-half of the foreign duty. Well, we told the conferees on the 
one doubts where I stand, he can turn to the Concressionar | part of the Senate that we were willing to have a provision in 
Recorp, and there it is. But when you come to make a shoe, | the bill that would insure the placing of petroleum, crude and 
it is not all of leather. The cloth in the lining bears a high | refined, including kerosene oil, naphtha, gasoline, benzine, and 
rate of duty. Very often the outward material bears a high | similar products on the free list, and then we were in favor 
rate of duty. It is a matter of labor and skill which goes | of wiping out the whole of the rest of their amendment and al- 
into it. The item of manufacture is a large part of it. I} lowing the medicinal preparations made from petroleum to 
would not be for free hides if I supposed for a moment a duty | come in like other medicinal manufactures, at 25 per cent. 
protected any American industry. I am not for free raw | That was accepted, and that appears in the report, and I believe 
materials. I repudiate the doctrine now as I have all my life. | we carried out the wishes of the House as expressed by an 
[Applause on the Republican side.] But my idea is that we do | overwhelming vote in the House when we agreed to that propo- 
not want to keep a duty on unnecessarily, either for sentiment | sition on oil and put upon the free list everything that any rea- 
or anything else. I believe he is an enemy to protection who | sonable man could ask in that respect and left these medicinal 
deliberately goes to work and puts on a protective tariff beyond | preparations with a duty upon them of 25 per cent, the same as 
all reason, nay, beyond protection and necessary protection for | that on other medicinal preparations. 





American labor [applause on the Republican side]; and when I want to speak about a few other things in the internal 
you apply that rule to hides, it puts them on the free list. revenue, and so forth. The House put a provision increasing 


When you apply it to iron ore it puts it on the free list, and | the tax on cigarettes, internal revenue, equal to the tax that 
according to my doctrine it is not raw material. What is raw | was put upon cigarettes in the Spanish war revenue bill. The 
material? Iron ore? It is the ore in the earth, buried, before | Senate added another provision taxing manufactured tobacco 
a shovelful of dirt has been removed to uncover it. Is not the | equal to the tax in the war-revenue bill, or about equivalent to 
ore the finished product of the miner? I do not subscribe to | it, and the House accepted that provision. The House did not 
any doctrine of free raw material, but repudiate it. It has no | have much difficulty in reaching an agreement upon it. That 
place in my political theory. [Applause on the Republican side.] | provision altogether will bring in revenue estimated at $9,- 
But we finally compromised on boots and shoes, and we went | 300,000, and that is quite an addition to the revenues. Then 
so far as to compromise by deliberately putting into the con- | comes the question of the tax on corporations. 
ference report something we did not have any right to do. We Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman permit a question right 
cut down the duty on belting leather and sole leather from | there? 

20 per cent to 5 per cent, just as we had reported it in the| Mr. PAYNE. I will. 

bill, and we cut down the duty on shoes made of these hides Mr. STANLEY. What was done with the provision in the 
from 25 per cent to 10 per cent, and on harnesses from 40 per | House bill in regard to a duty on Turkish tobacco? 

cent to 20 per cent, believing that the House would sustain the Mr. PAYNE. That was stricken out. 

rule to waive the point of order if left in the bill, and I have Mr. STANLEY. I would like to know why that was done, if 
never seen the House so united in all my career in Congress as | the gentleman will be kind enough to inform me? 

it was this morning in adopting that rule, both sides uniting Mr. PAYNE. Well, the Senate conferees insisted that that 





by an almost unanimous vote in favor of it. was a discrimination against a single kind of tobacco, and that 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman | there were strong objections to it, diplomatic and otherwise; the 
yield? tax was too high and there was no reason for it; there was no 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes. reason for picking out that particular class and putting a duty 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If hides remain on the free list, | upon it, and the House finally yielded on that. 
does the gentleman anticipate that boots and shoes are going| Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Why was it that cotton bagging 
to be cheaper; and if so, how much? was taken out of the free list and binding twine left on it? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Speaker, that is a pretty difficult Mr. PAYNE. Binding twine and cotton bagging were put on 
question to answer. One of the controverted questions during | the free list in the Wilson bill. We found out by experience 
all of this debate in both House and Senate was whether the | under the Wilson bill that binding twine, being a very low order 
wholesaler and the retailer would not absorb the whole of the | of manufacture, made almost exclusively by machinery and very 
reduction. I believe they will on the start. It will take time, | little labor involved, could be made in this country in competi- 
but by and by some fellow will cut under, and, owing to the | tion with the world, and we could continue to leave binding 
competition, some one else will cut under, and eventually I | twine on the free list. Ww e also found that the manufacture of 
believe boots and shoes will be cheaper, conditions remaining | jute for cotton bagging involved not only the spinning of the 
the same. yarn, but the weaving of the cloth, and that free cotton bagging 

But I do not expect to see it done next month. Why, great | would close up the mills in the United States that were engaged 
heavens! we have not altered the wool schedule except to reduce | in making it. When we came to form this bill, gentlemen repre- 
three paragraphs—not much, but reduce them—and yet I under- | senting these mills asked for an increase from six-tenths of a 
stand that all of the clothing merchants in the United States | cent a pound up to a cent, to protect their industry. There are 
are advertising that because of the increase in the rates on woo] | three of those mills, employing thousands of men, in St. Louis. 
in both the House and Senate bills, which did not exist anywhere, | There is one in Massachusetts, in the district of Mr. Grtterr, 
the price of clothing would go up 290 or 5O per cent after the bill There are three or four in Brooklyn, in New York, my State, 
was passed. Thank God, when we write this bill on the statute | and others in the country, employing many thousands of people ; 
books it will remain there and its operation will be felt through- | and free cotton bagging meant simply the closing of those mills, 
out all of this broad Jand for fifteen months before the next elec- | and so we did not put it on the free list. 
tion, and the people will have a chance to see what it does and Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield? 
the relief that it will bring, and know from their own experience Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 
what it has accomplished. Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, the House did not 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman leaves | put bagging upon the free list, but the Senate did. I have just 
the leather schedule, I would like to ask him a question. The | come in, and I do not desire the gentleman to repeat what he 
statement of the gentleman from Illinois attracted my atten- | may have said, but I understood the gentleman stated that we 
tion—— would close the mills which manufacture cotton bagging if we 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, the gentleman will have to interpret that | put cotton bagging on the free list. May I ask the gentleman if 
for himself. This language was drawn with great care. It met | it is not a fact that cotton bagging is made out of jute that is 
with the approval of every conferee, all of whom were in favor | imported, and that it is only in this bill where jute is imported 
of putting all boots and shoes made from the leather of hides, | for the purpose of manufacturing cotton bagging that a duty is 
whether wholly or in chief value, at 10 per cent duty, and we | put upon it? 
thought we had accomplished it. Yesterday, through the sug- Mr. PAYNE. Why, jute is on the free list. 
gestion of some one—I do not know whether it came from the Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Exactly; and it is only when it 
gentleman from Illinois or some one else—this matter was | is imported for the purpose of being manufactured into bagging 
brought to my attention, and I gave it as my deliberate judg- | for cotton that it is made dutiable. Sisal and other grass - 
ment that the language would be construed as meaning just Mr. PAYNE. Jute and jute butts are absolutely on the free 
what the conferees meant, and there was not the slightest dan- | list, no matter for what purpose they are brought in. 
ger but that shoes would come in at 10 per cent under that Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And in this bill, and, as I un- 
provision after the 1st of October, as nominated in the bill derstand, the Dingley bill, sisal grass and jute imported for the 





re 








q 
& 
4 
' 
3 
3 
: 
| 


na 


ae aft 


NE. 


pe KAO 


Co Ne SS Oe 






4696 


purpose of being made into bagging for the baling of cotton is 
duttable. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, now, if the gentleman will study the bill 
he will find, if he is not willing to take my word—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will take the gentleman’s 
word for anything he states is a fact. 

Mr. PAYNE. I tell him that jute and jute butts are on the 
free list without any reservation whatever. I want to say the 
Senate put a duty on jute and jute butts, I think 2 cents a pound 
or some large figure, and did put cotton bagging on the free 
list. Why, I do not know. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I say, in answering the 
gentleman’s suggestion as to why, I understand it was put on 
the free list with the understanding that it was to go off in con- 
ference. and it was simply accepted by the Senator from Rhode 
Isiand in order not to have any discussion on the subject. It 
was not intended to be left there. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman, although it oc- 
curred in the. conference committee, the Senate conferees stood 
out for free cotton bagging, and the House conferees still more 
stoutly for a duty on it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And you got the duty. Will the 
gentleman yield to me just to say a word? I recognize the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] has undertaken to carry 
out the view of the House, and I commend him for it, if that 
commendation is worth anything to him, or if he appreciates it; 
but I think it is time for the House to stand by the conferees 


and have something to say in the making of a great revenue bill. ; 


Mr. PAYNE. I want to say that these conferees did stand up. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not agree with the gen- 
tleman on the bagging situation. 

Mr. PAYNE. And now I hope the House will stand up for 
the conferees. [Applause on the Republican side.] I am will- 
ing that the gentleman from Georgia should be included in that 
enumeration. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Senate put on a tax on corporations of 
2 per cent on the net earnings. It is not for me here to give a 
history of that legislation in the Senate or why it was brought 
about, but it was brought about as an amendment to an income 
tax. I have no use for an income tax, and what use I have for 
a corporation tax is the fact that you can sometimes get rid of 
an unconstitutional income tax appended to a bill. It came be- 
fore the conference committee. It came to the Republican side 
of that committee as an administration measure proposed by 
the President of the United States, and we accepted it. We did 
reduce the tax from 2 to 1 per cent, made some minor amend- 
ments, and reported it with confidence to the House. We may 
have preferred our inheritance tax to that proposition, but 
under the circumstances we were more than justified in accept- 
ing this provision in the bill, which I hope in its workings will 
yet prove popular to the people of the United States. 

Mr. ESCH. As the corporation tax went to the Senate it 
excluded holding companies, as I understand it? 

Mr. PAYNE. It certainly does. 

Mr. ESCH. What is the reason for the exclusion? 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no reason in the world why a corpora- 
tion that owns stock in another company should pay a double 
tax upon those holdings. It is not equitable, it is not right, and 
it ought not to be exacted. [Applause.] Iam in favor of putting 
every corporation in the United States on an equitable plane in 
the way of taxation. 

I do not believe in making any discrimination between cor- 
porations in that respect. When it comes to the breaking up 
or absorption of a company in order to get rid of competition 
by another company, I will go the full length in preventing it; 
but I am not in favor of using the taxing power for that pur- 
pose, and, of course, a tax of 1 per cent would not accomplish 
any purpose in that respect. It would be an additional burden 
upon the innocent stockholder who had stock in either cor- 
poration. 

Mr. PERKINS. What is the report.of the conferees in refer- 
ence to life insurance companies? Are they subject to the 
same taxation as other corporations, or is there any provision 
in reference to them? 

Mr. PAYNE. There is a very carefully drawn provision in 
regard to them—and so technical that I need not state it to 
the gentleman—giving them the exemption which they, in equity, 
ought to have relative to the surplus which goes to the policy 
holders. A good deal of time was put upon that, and it was 
finally drafted by the Attorney-General, after consultation with 
other lawyers of high repute, and I think was accepted by the 
officials of the insurance companies as being fair and equitable. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. At that point, before the gentleman proceeds 
further, may I ask what the provision is in reference to bene- 
ficial associations that are largely carried on, but not for profit? 
I have had several letters from constituents asking about them, 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the bill exempted everything that ought 
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to be exempted in the way of fraternal associations, building 
and loan associations, and associations of that character. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I understand that in the Senate bill the net 
earnings of banks are decreased by the interest they pay on 
their deposits, up to an amount equal to their capital stock, and 
they are taxed only on the remainder. Was that item changed 
in the conference report? 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no change in the conference report; al! 
the interest they pay on their deposit is exempt. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I will ask the gentleman whether that 
would extend to an amount only equal to the capital stock? 

Mr. PAYNE. It has no relation to the capital stock; but, 
however, it comes out of the amount of income as a part of 
actual expenses. It is unlimited as to that amount, as the clerk 
informs me, and he no doubt is right about that. 

Now, we obtained from the Senate our amendment upon the 
subject of administration. 

Mr. HILL. I have just examined the provisions as to banks, 
and it exempts all interest paid on deposits, their capital, and 
on paper, 

Mr. PAYNE. The administrative amendments were ex- 
plained to the House at the time the House passed them, and it 
is useless to spend any time on that now. The House has ob- 
tained its section 11, in reference to valuation, in its integrity. 
I have no doubt that under it we will have a much more honest 
administration of the customs laws upon dutiable goods that 
are on an ad valorem basis than we have ever had before, and 
it will save millions of dollars to the revenue. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. If the gentleman is. now 
through with the discussion of schedules, I would like to ask 
him a question. I wish to know his views on the woolen sched- 
ule, as I have received more complaints on that than any other 
part of the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of what nature? 

Mr. MICHAEL EB. DRISCOLL. About the woolen schedule, 
I wish to know whether or not, in the gentleman’s judgment, an 
ad valorem duty on imported wool would not be fairer and more 
equitable as between the interests of the worsted and woolen 
manufacturer than the present specific duties? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to my colleague that if I had my 
own way and had omnipotent power to make a new woolen 
schedule, I think I could make it fairer, juster, and more equi- 
table in protecting the woolgrower and the manufacturer of 
wool. The report of the Committee on Ways and Means was 
in favor of retaining the present schedule, with some reduction 
on tops and on woolen cloths with a cotton warp, and then on 
some wastes and other materials of that nature. We obtained 
a reduction on tops and a reduction on cloths with cotton fiber, 
and a reduction on yarns, but were not able to obtain any of 
the other reductions. We did the best we could with the bil! 
as it went from the House to the Senate, and so that was the 
result. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may be allowed to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Pending that, the real understand- 
ing was that the gentleman from New York was to control one- 
half of the time and I was to control the other. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will not make any objection to that proposi- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that one-half of the time be controlled by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PayNe], and the other half by 
himself. . 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
desire to get a half hour’s time from some one; I prefer to 
have it from this side of the House, but I want to speak in 
opposition to the adoption of the report. 

Mr. PAYNE. Perhaps the gentleman can take half of it 
from each side of the House. I am in favor of the gentleman 
having his time, and I want him to use it at the earliest oppor- 
tunity, so that some one may have a chance to reply to him. 
So far as I am concerned, I will see that he is taken care of. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.} The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I will yield myself a little more 
time under the circumstances. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I was going to ask the 
gentleman if he had the power to revise the wool schedule, 
would he put the duties on wool on an ad valorem rather than 
a specific basis? 

Mr. PAYNE. No; I would not. 

Mr. MICHAEL EB. DRISCOLL. Would not that be the fairer 
as between the worsted interests, the woolgrowers, and tlc 
manufacturers of woolen goods? 

Mr. PAYNE. I could propose something that would be 
fairer, 
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DRISCOLL. Was this specific duty 
adopted by a combination of the worsted-goods manufacturers 
and the woolgrowers of the West, and did those interests con- 
trol the committee? : 


Mr. PAYNE. . No such combination controlled me, and I am 
not able to say that it controlled any of the members of the 
Ways and Means Committee ; but beyond that, Mr. Speaker, the 
conference committee had no jurisdiction over it. 

Mr. MICHAEL B. DRISCOLL. Was not this schedule really 
fixed by a combination of the worsted imterests and the wool- 
growers of the West against the interest of the woolen-goods 
manufacturers? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is aware that this schedule has 
been in force for twenty years. 

Mr. MICHAEL EB. DRISCOLL. 
wrong fora long time. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. In view of the duties that exist in Canada, 
the discriminating duties—I want to say I am not clear about 
it, and I am asking clearly for information, and hope the gentle- 
man will explain—will not this lumber schedule virtually be 
nullified ? 

Mr. PAYNE, 
acainst. 

Mr. GARRETT. As I understand it, Canada has such dis- 
criminating duties or bonuses as will place Canada within the 
provisions of the maximum clause of this tariff bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will speak about that later if I do not forget 
it, when I get to the maximum and minimum tariff, and will 
discuss it then if the gentleman will wait. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion with reference to the oil schedule? Is it a fact or not that 
petroleum and its products are put upon the free list? 

Mr. PAYNE. Petroleum, crude and refined, including kero- 
sene, benzine, naphtha, and gasoline and similar products, are 
put on the free list. The products that are made for medicinal 
purposes will bear a duty of 25 per cent, and ought to. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
from the House provision. 

Mr. PAYNE. There has, certainly, in that respect. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. In that connection, does not the 
25 per cent duty include asphaltum? 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, no. Asphaltum is separately dutiable 
by name. 

Mr. SCOTT, Mr. 
question ? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. In connection with the reduction of the duty 
on print paper from $6 in the present law to $3.75, I have been 
informed that on account of certain provisions relating to this 
duty a tariff may be exacted amounting perhaps to $15 or $16 
a ton. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say that the provisions as adopted 
were drawn by my friend from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to know if they are the same provi- 
sions that appeared here in the House bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. They are somewhat modified from those, but 
similar, and, as I say, drawn by the chairman of that com- 
mittee, in order to strengthen our position. 

Mr. SCOTT. Would the modifications which have been 
made warrant the construction that has been put upon them? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think not. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman had better wait until he hears 
from me on that point. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire very much to hear from the chairman 
= that committee, because I know I shall get information from 

im, 

Mr. PAYNE. I give my judgment on it for what it is worth. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate added to the administrative law a 
provision for a customs court. This provision has been in con- 
templation by the Committee on Ways and Means for some time. 
In the last Congress the subject was before us, because of the 
ridiculous lack of uniformity in the decisions of the courts as 
to the meaning of the tariff law. We find decisions running 
every way; and decisions which no lawyer can understand 
the reason for have been made by judges called in often in 
one case. Great confusion has arisen and great loss of revenue 
to the Government because of these conflicting decisions. 

This bill contains an amendment, put in by the Senate, pro- 
Viding for a customs court to consist of five judges, who are to 
have jurisdiction of every appeal from the general appraisers, 
and not only jurisdiction, but final jurisdiction, so that their 
decisions are not reviewable anywhere. Now, this is in accord- 
ance with the tax laws of the States. There is no appeal from 

the decisions of assessors. There may be a proceeding where 
there is fraud or mistake, as there might be in this case, but 


I know that it has been 


Oh, no; I think it is very carefully provided 


Speaker, will the gentleman permit a 
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their decisions as to classification and as to values are final. 
And in order to produce uniformity of decisions, although three 
judges may constitute the court, it is provided that at least 


three judges shall concur in a decision before the jurisdiction 
of the court becomes binding. So that we shall have absolute 
uniformity in the decisions. 

Another great difficulty in the administration of the customs 
laws is that the counsel who appear before the general ap- 
praisers to try a case there can go no further with it. It is 
then taken up by the district attorney's office, with a new set 
of attorneys, not familiar with the case, in the first instance, 
and with the evidence, and with the witnesses; and the cases 
are not always tried at their best on the appeal from the cus- 
toms court to the circuit court of appeals or to the circuit court. 
This provides for a set of attorneys in lieu of those who now 
appear before the general appraisers, to have charge of the 
eases there and charge of the cases on appeal to their final 
determination, and we think that is a great improvement. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman from New York yield 
to me for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Has not the custom of carrying cases to 
the circuit court worked well up to the present time? 

Mr. PAYNE. It has not worked well, but most disastrously. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. How does the gentleman from New York 
determine that fact? 

Mr. PAYNE. By a pretty exhaustive examination of the 
decisions of the courts which I find in the reports and in the 
digest which have been published, many of which are quoted 
in our Notes and Comments, which we have published for 
the use of the House. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The decisions of the courts in other 
classes of cases are conflicting. My colleague will recognize the 
fact that in almost every other class of cases he will find con- 
flicting decisions. 

Mr. PAYNE. The circuit courts seem to regard these cases 
as a side issue, to be taken up when they have nothing else to 
do, and at their own convenience. They do not seem to have 
given them the consideration which their importance demands. 


| We propose a district court that will have nothing else to do 


| but to give its entire time to these questions, and we propose 


a salary of $10,000 a year, so that the President can select 
them from those standing highest in their profession, great 
lawyers, who by the dignity of the position and the salary that 
is attached to it and the location of the court in the city of 


| Washington will be induced to take these places, that they may 
| become trained experts in tariff law, and so that we may have 
| uniformity of decisions. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
there? 

Mr. PAYNE. Five. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And what is the salary? 

Mr. PAYNE. Ten thousand dollars each, amounting to $50,000. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That would probably entail a cost 


How many of these judges are 


| of $150,006 a year for the maintenance of the court? 


Mr. PAYNE. For the court and attorneys and so forth, I 


| should say $100,000, and I do not know but that it would be 


$150,000. 
millions. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


I do not care; I believe it will save the country many 


Does an appeal lie from the board 


| of appraisers directly to this court? 


Mr. PAYNE. It does. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It cuts out 
board of appraisers to any other court? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does an appeal lie from this pro- 
posed court to the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. PAYNE. It does not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


appeals from the 





This is to be the final upshot of the 
whole thing? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is it. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman says it cuts off the right 
of appeal from this court? 

Mr. PAYNE. I so stated. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Does not the gentleman from New York 
think there are a great many cases that ought to reach the 
Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
allow me a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I understand the conference report 
leaves the board of appraisers in existence and creates this 
other court? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; the board of appraisers will bave all the 
business that they have now. 


Will the gentleman from New York 
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Mr. HENRY of Texas. I understand; but this is my ques- 
tion: This new court shall consist of five judges, one assistant 
attorney-general with a salary of $7,500, one deputy, and four 
other assisiants, and then marshals, clerks, and so forth. What 
expense will that court be to the Government? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman had listened to what the gen- 
tleman from Missouri stated, he would not have had to ask this 
question. I can not take up all my time in answering these 
questions. I said it might cost $100,000. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. All the officials. 

Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman from New York yield 
to me? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. STANLEY. Does not the real necessity for this court 
arise from the fact that it is very difficult to interpret the spe- 
cific duties, and if we had ad valorem duties instead of specific 
duties the necessity for the court would not exist? 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say that the question of value does 
not go beyond the General Board of Appraisers. Their deter- 
mination is final on the question of value. 

Mr. STANLEY. That is not the question. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would say to the gentleman that whether it 
would require more work or less if it was all specific duties or 
all ad valorem I do not know, but I can tell him this, that 
whether it would do away with the great machinery of the 
Government or not, I would be in favor still of specific duties, 
wherever they can be applied, rather than ad valorem duties, 
It takes away the chances of fraud in yaluation, makes more 
certain the collection of duties everywhere, and I should favor 
specific duties wherever they can be applied. 

Mr. STANLEY. Is it not a fact that the great majority of 
cases which have gone up and in which decisions are complained 
of are interpretations of these complicated ad valorem schedules? 

Mr. PAYNE, Oh, I don’t know whether it is or not. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. As I understand it, Mr. 
Speaker, there is no appeal now from the circuit courts in cus- 
tems cases to the United States Supreme Court, as there will be 
none under the new court? 

Mr. PAYNE. There is not, unless the Supreme Court certiora- 
ries it, and then they go up like other appeals. 

Mr, ALEXANDER of New York. And in the case of the cus- 
toms court to be established, the writ of certiorari would lie so 
that the Supreme Court might get the cases before it. 

Mr. PAYNE. It would not. Now, Mr. Speaker, the House 
had one plan of a maximum tariff and the Senate had a plan of 
a general and minimum tariff. The Senate provision was based 
upon the provision in the McKinley bill and in the Dingley bill, 
similar in their character, with more machinery to it and involv- 
ing the whole law. The Committee on Ways and Means exam- 
ined the subject, and there was presented to that committee by 
one of its members a provision drawn after the McKinley bill 
at the first meetings of the committee, but the committee ac- 
cepted rather the proposition which was contained in the House 
bill. There is not a great deal of difference in them in prin- 
ciple, although the process is somewhat reversed, but the object 
is to obtain fair trade relations by imposing a greater duty 
where we do not get fair trade relations, and bringing things in 
at a minimum duty where we do get them, That is the whole 
scheme of the bill. It is necessary in these days of maximum 
and minimum tariffs; it is necessary when one great country 
especially mentions the United States in her tariff law and says 
that certain concessions shall never be allowed to the United 
States; and it is time we were in the field, showing to these 
countries what we ought to have in this respect. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Is not the essential difference that the 
Senate provision adopted by the conference committee gives 
more discretion to the President to determine whether or not 
this country is being discriminated against? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will not say a broader discretion, but a 
broader judgment as to the facts. He has to determine the 
facts, and on his proclaiming those facts then the maximum or 
the minimum, as the case may be, goes into effect. 

Mr. MANN. Under the conference report, Mr. Speaker, I will 
ask the gentleman what is the general tariff? I believe we have 
a definition of the maximum and of the minimum. What is the 
general tariff? 

Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. MANN. 


There is no general tariff provided for. 
I find this in the conference report, on page 430: 
Whenever the President shall be satisfied that the conditions which 
led to the issuance of the proclamation hereinbefore authorized no 
longer exist, he shall issue a proclamation to this effect, and ninety 
days thereafter the provisions of the general tariff shall be applied to 
the importation of articles from such countries. Whenever the pro- 
visions of the general tariff of the United States shall be applicable 
to articles imported from any foreign country, they shall be— 


And so forth. 


It will be noted that the conference report speaks there of a 
“ general” tariff. 
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Mr. PAYNE. I will say, what must be obvious to the gentle. 
man, that that is a mistake. 

Mr. MANN. I thought myself that that was possibly the fact, 
and therefore called attention to it so that it might be correcteq 
when the bill was enrolled. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. 
the bill at this time? 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, it will have to have a joint resolution 
passed by the two Houses, but I have no doubt that that resoly- 
tion would go through after the bill has been passed. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. The gentleman expects to do that? 
- Mr. PAYNE. I shall endeavor to do it, certainly. It is the 
first time that my attention has been called to it. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. I have found some other mistakes 
in the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. This bill was carefully gone through by the 
clerks and all of the conferees except myself, and they went 
over it very carefully, and still errors may have crept in, and 
that appears to be one. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I will state that this 
language was used in the statement of the conferees: 

The Senate provision for a maximum tariff and provisions for its 
enforcement is adopted, with some modifications. The “ general tariff” 
is changed to the “ maximum tariff.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I do not know whether that would not 
cover it and justify the change in the bill. Is that the state. 
ment of the House managers? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is the statement of the managers 
on the part of the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. That would not cover it, then. 

Mr. MANN. That is correct. The general tariff is made the 
maximum tariff. We can strike out the word “general” and 
insert the word “ maximum.” 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Before the gentleman takes up the 
next subject, will he please explain why the duty was increased 
on shingles from 30 to 50 cents a thousand? Ididnot know whether 
the gentleman intended to take up the wood schedule at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did, and I do not know how I came to omit it. 
I am glad the gentleman called my attention to it, because the 
wood schedule was a bit strenuous in conference. The Ways 
and Means Committee and the House put in the bill a dollar on 
rough lumber, sawed boards, and so forth, and kept the House dif- 
ferentials on planed and finished lumber. The Senate increased 
the duty to $1.50 on rough lumber and cut down the duty on fin- 
ished lumber and put up a higher duty on shingles and laths. 
I will not spend the time of the House in saying how much (is- 
cussion this particular matter took, but finally we got to a 
point where the Senate was willing to concede $1.25 for rough 
lumber and their rates on finished lumber, including laths and 
shingles, which resulted as follows: If planed or finished on on 
side, from $2.50 per thousand to $1.75 per thousand; if planed 
or finished on one side and tongued and grooved or planed ani 
finished on two sides, reduced from $3 per thousand to $2 per 
thousand; if planed or finished on three sides, from $3.50 to 
$2.374 per thousand; if planed or finished on four sides, from $4 
to $2.75 per thousand. Paving posts, railroad ties, telephone 
poles, and so forth, from 20 per cent to 10 per cent ad valorem: 
fence posts, from 10 per cent ad valorem to the free list; and 
shingles were increased from 30 to 50 cents. This 20 cents a 
thousand on shingles seemed likely to dissolve the council of the 
Nation in regard to the tariff. It was most strenuously insisted 
upon. Any of you gentlemen who have been on committees of 
conference know how those things are. Senator So-and-so wants 
something and must have something. Finally, I told them I was 
willing in this great trade on the lumber schedule, involving 
millions of dollars, to throw in a jackknife like shingles au 
give them the rate at 50 cents, and that was adopted, and that 
is the way it came about. They claimed it was absolutely es 
sential to the business. I never could see it in that light, but 
was in favor of the rate in the Dingley bill and—— 

Mr. HINSHAW. Will the gentleman permit a question’ | 
think there is a misunderstanding among some of the Mel- 
bers of the House about the duty on bituminous coal. It is 4) 
cents a ton. Some of the newspapers seem to have given the 
impression it was a short ton, but I understand the conferees 
report is based on a long ton. Is that correct? 

Mr. PAYNE. On the long ton, yes; 28 bushels of 80 pounds 
to the bushel. Now, in regard to the drawback amendmei't. 
The House had to yield upon that, but we obtained an amend- 
ment giving the drawback law in the Dingley law, and also * 
drawback internal-revenue tax placed upon alcohol which 's 
manufactured and sold abroad, and also a drawback w)0! 
articles to be used in shipbuilding when they go into sli)’ 
in the foreign trade so as to enable our shipyards to import 
their material for shipbuilding and, I hope, greatly encoura<e 
them so that they will be enabled to keep the breath of life 
in them a little longer until some day Congress will wake uD 


Can not a correction be made in 
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and give us a decent shipping measure that will revive the 


American merchant marine. [Loud applause on the Republican 
side.] Now, Mr. Speaker, I have taken up more time than I 
intended to do—— 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit me 
again—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. Upon the lumber proposition that I sub- 
mitted to the gentleman a few minutes ago? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have forgotten what it was. 

Mr. GARRETT. If I may predicate the question with a 
brief statement, as I understand, the only competition we have 
in lumber is with Canada. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, practically, if we have any. 

Mr. GARRETT. Well, Canada has such discriminating 
duties and bonuses as will make the maximum provision of 
this bill apply to Canada? 

Mr. PAYNE. It might be. It is possible. 

Mr. GARRETT. And if it does, then the duty on the cheap- 
est grade of lumber will be $3.75, will it not? 

Mr. PAYNE. It might be that France and Germany would 
put this under our maximum tariff. 

Mr. GARRETT. I was not speaking of France or Germany. 
I was speaking of Canada. 

Mr. PAYNE. I know, and it might be that Canada would. 
But I want to say to the gentleman that under this maximum 
and minimum provision the power given to the President to 
investigate and find out what the countries are doing, with the 
influence the Executive can wield with Great Britain, of which 
Canada is only a colony, I think the danger is greatly lessened 
of their putting any export duty or any contract that will 
destroy the lumber business coming into the United States. 

Mr. GARRETT. Under existing conditions, however, 
statement is correct, is it not? 

Mr. PAYNE. No; I think not. There is nothing in the bill 
that applies to those contracts for stumpage that are made in 
Canada that would prevent our getting lumber in here at re 
duced rates, in my judgment. 

Mr. GARRETT. But, Mr. Speaker, has not Canada now dis- 
criminating duties and bonuses that would bring her under the 
provisions of the maximum rate? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think so, 


my 


I have answered the gentle- 


















Mr. SHERLEY. Is it not true that, pending an investigation 
by the Executive as to the discrimination by a foreign country 
against America, after the 3lst of March, 1910, the maximum 
schedule is in effect until the President declares otherwise? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. So that you have made all the inertia of the 
ae in favor of the maximum instead of the minimum 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman can use his own interpretation. 
It is plain English, and he can not fool anybody about it, either. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a word about the effect of this bill. We 
have put upon wines and liquors additional rates that will bring 
in an increased revenue of over $4,000,000 annually. Some of 
the schedules will bring in a little more money than on the im- 
portations of 1907 and some of them less; but taking all the 
schedules into consideration, on the goods brought in in 1907, and 
the net result is an increase of revenue from customs of $3,673,- 
926.45; so that, while the wine schedule brings in an additional 
revenue of $4,000,000, the reductions are so great in the other 
schedules that the balance makes a reduction even on this 
luxury; and the total increase in revenue on the various items 
of the bill is only this sum of $3,673,000, so that the increase in 
the bill on the imported articles is generally on the luxuries 
that are coming into the United States. The gentleman may 
stand upon the stump and shout that we are not reducing duties 
on this and that, that we have added to that, and so forth, but 
when they get the final report on the effect of this bill it will 
be a complete answer to all demagogism of that kind, and the 
country will see that our increases of duty are almost a third 
of a million dollars less than the increase on the liquor coming 
into the United States. 

Gentlemen talk about equivalent ad valorem. The equivalent 
ad valorem for 1907 under the Dingley law was 42.55 per cent. 
Upon the same articles coming into the United States under this 
conference report the equivalent ad valorem will be 41.58 per 
cent, a decrease of equivalent ad valorem of 1 per cent, even 
taking that basis of calculation. But, gentlemen, I submit that 

| a fair basis was one suggested by a gentleman upon the other 
| side, if I mistake not, based upon the consumption of the arti- 
cles in the United States. They have been declaiming that the 
| duty added to the price. Take them on their own ground, and 
see what the result is under this bill reported by the conference 

















man, committee. The result is as follows: 
" | Consumption value. 
Sched- Import Production Export ————"— 
Article. 
ule. value value. value. Duties | Duties 
decreased. | increased. 

| | —— 
BD | CR i iniinactinantmmienescinctcectncattibnczessinaipeoseen | $3,208,587 | $448,773,457 | $7,861,340 | $483,099,846 | ¢$11,105,820 
B | Earths, earthenware, and glassware................-..-- -| 4,708,158 | 125,836,505 2,186,319 | 198,423,782 |.........___ 
OC | Metals, and manufactures of......... | 30,093,646 | 1,277,989,356 | 48,450,578 | 1,221,956,620 | 37,675,804 
D | Wood, and manufactures of_......... -| 19,666,983 | 622,729,556 | 44,245,217 | 566,870,950 $1,280,372 
E | Sugar, moja nied bitin cad ad mudambininambeseescceveecetcoscnce! 116,060 | 301,679,243 829,350 | 300,966,953 |.........._.. 
F | Tobaceo, and@’manufactures of (no change of rates). | | 
Dt eo pocactadessséebisachenceoeccncnac | 794,340 | 629,807,508 | 142,791,163 483 , 430,637 4,380,043 
EE | I COIN is 5 doce nnd. occ cececccscccsecucctccceessuseenenccce= 21,080, 205 444,236,228 | 3,314,578 |..............- @ 462,001,856 
TF COR ta eo ceeebensiecmbeannneneereeincena 7,035,395 94,686,689 |.............|_..=-.-- aoa 41,622,024 
J | Flax, hemp, and jute, and manufactures of...............----------------------------- | 2,388,074 20,543,516 |...---------. 22,127,145 804, 445 
K | Wool and manufactures of wool. (No production statistics available for articles | 

| affected by changes of rates.) } 
Thy) Sg aan. cic enmennibediedaelial 93,977,133 |.-......-.--- 7,947 ,568 | 106,742,646 
| nh eetamennenecounoit 146 596,119 3,514,281 67,628,055 | 81,486,466 
A RR A aS SP 1, 884,060,091 | 98,786,378 | 1,719,428,069 | 101,656,598 

a a eet 151,733,116 | 6,080,815,337 | 351,979,204 | 5,004,365,673 878,756,074 





* Luxuries, articles of voluntary use. 


The following table shows the consumption value of articles on 
which rates of duty have been increased and decreased in all cases 
where the amount of production can be ascertained : 
a= ~~ ania 












Duty de- Duty in- 
Schedule— creased. er 

cnnasescsecscspeiesll II ahi 
A. Chemicals, ofls, paints....................----- 009, 846 1,105,820 
B. Earths and earthenware.................-.-.--- 128,423,732 cs wn == === 
C. Metals, and manufactures of............------- 1,248,200, 169 11, 482,255 
D. Le eee 566 31,280,372 
EB. Sugai ae ee : , pesesenanssese 
FP. Tobaceo. No change. 

G. Agricultural products.....................-....- 483 , 430,687 4,380,043 
H. Wines Ree eh 462,001 ,856 
I. OORR SS , e eee ia De eb a 41,622,024 
Z. i ae 804,445 
a Wool. No statistics; no change. 
i OME... tiaaee ee 106, 742,646 
A. PORGP GE ahah. cha ccehealtitiacs....2 81, 486 , 466 
N. GUM cee oa ae 101 ,656 ,598 

Tenn Re 4,978,122,124 852,512,525 


Of the increases mentioned the following are luxuries, being articles 
strictly of voluntary use: 


Schedule A, chemicals, including perfumeries, pomades, 

I in cn cc niancnen enbanenenanancianas 
eee ae Ween Ge BUOTG...... 2c nnn nnneon---= 
I a is casera arnenipendncwanensnes 


I i aniliinan iniapneghenaenetdha 


This leaves a balance of increases which are not on articles of luxury 
of $272,662,203, as against decreases on over six billion dollars of 
consumption. 


[Loud applause.] 

I am thankful that this statement has gone all over the 
United States, and I tell you it will take pretty tall lying and it 
will have to travel fast to get ahead of the truth in this matter. 
[Laughter. ] 

We have revised the tariff and have taken off unnecessary 
duties, not all along the line, but in our revision of the tariff 
we have revised the tariff downward, and yet we have held 
the scales so evenly that we have done no injury to apy work- 
man in the United States, to any workshop in the United States, 


$11, 105, 820 
462, 001, 856 
106, 742, 646 


579, 850, 322 





4698 


.Mr. HENRY of Texas. I understand; but this is my ques- 
tion: This new court shall consist of five judges, one assistant 
attorney-general with a salary of $7,500, one deputy, and four 
other assistants, and then marshals, clerks, and so forth. What 
expense will that court be to the Government? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman had listened to what the gen- 
tleman from Missouri stated, he would not have had to ask this 
question. I can not take up all my time in answering these 
questions. I said it might cost $100,000. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. All the officials. 

Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman from New York yield 
to me? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. STANLEY. Does not the real necessity for this court 
arise from the fact that it is very difficult to interpret the spe- 
cific duties, and if we had ad valorem duties instead of specific 
duties the necessity for the court would not exist? 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say that the question of value does 
not go beyond the General Board of Appraisers. Their deter- 
mination is final on the question of value. 

Mr. STANLEY. That is not the question. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would say to the gentleman that whether it 
would require more work or less if it was all specific duties or 
all ad valorem I do not know, but I can tell him this, that 
whether it would do away with the great machinery of the 
Government or not, I would be in favor still of specific duties, 
wherever they can be applied, rather than ad valorem’ duties, 
It takes away the chances of fraud in valuation, makes more 
certain the collection of duties everywhere, and I should favor 
specific duties wherever they can be applied. 

Mr. STANLEY. Is it not a fact that the great majority of 
cases which have gone up and in which decisions are complained 
of are interpretations of these complicated ad valorem schedules? 

Mr. PAYNE, Oh, I don’t know whether it is or not. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. As I understand it, Mr. 
Speaker, there is no appeal now from the circuit courts in cus- 
toms cases to the United States Supreme Court, as there will be 
none under the new court? 

Mr. PAYNE. There is not, unless the Supreme Court certiora- 
ries it, and then they go up like other appeals. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. And in the case of the cus- 
toms court to be established, the writ of certiorari would lie so 
that the Supreme Court might get the cases before it. 

Mr. PAYNE. It would not. Now, Mr. Speaker, the House 
had one plan of a maximum tariff and the Senate had a plan of 
a general and minimum tariff. The Senate provision was based 
upon the provision in the McKinley bill and in the Dingley bill, 
similar in their character, with more machinery to it and involy- 
ing the whole law. The Committee on Ways and Means exam- 
ined the subject, and there was presented to that committee by 
one of its members a provision drawn after the McKinley bill 
at the first meetings of the committee, but the committee ac- 
cepted rather the proposition which was contained in the House 
bill. There is not a great deal of difference in them in prin- 
ciple, although the process is somewhat reversed, but the object 
is to obtain fair trade relations by imposing a greater duty 
where we do not get fair trade relations, and bringing things in 
at a minimum duty where we do get them. That is the whole 
scheme of the bill. It is necessary in these days of maximum 
and minimum tariffs; it is necessary when one great country 
especially mentions the United States in her tariff law and says 
that certain concessions shall never be allowed to the United 
States; and it is time we were in the field, showing to these 
countries what we ought to have in this respect. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 
Senate provision adopted by the conference committee gives 
more discretion to the President to determine whether or not 
this country is being discriminated against? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will not say a broader discretion, but a 
broader judgment as to the facts. He has to determine the 
facts, and on his proclaiming those facts then the maximum or 
the minimum, as the case may be, goes into effect. 

Mr. MANN. Under the conference report, Mr. Speaker, I will 
ask the gentleman what is the general tariff? I believe we have 
a definition of the maximum and of the minimum. What is the 
general tariff? 

Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. MANN. 


There is no general tariff provided for. 
I find this in the conference report, on page 430: 
Whenever the President shall be satisfied that the conditions which 
led to the issuance of the proclamation hereinbefore authorized no 
longer exist, he shall issue a proclamation to this effect, and ninety 
days thereafter the provisions of the general tariff shall be applied to 
the importation of articles from such countries. Whenever the pro- 
visions of the general tarif of the United States shall be applicable 
to articles imported from any foreign country, they shall be— 


And so forth. 
It will be noted that the conference report speaks there of a 
“general” tariff. 
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Mr. PAYNE. I will say, what must be obvious to the gent|o. 
man, that that is a mistake. 

Mr. MANN. I thought myself that that was possibly the fact. 
and therefore called attention to it so that it might be correcteg 
when the bill was enrolled. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. 
the bill at this time? 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, it will have to have a joint resolution 
passed by the two Houses, but I have no doubt that that resoly- 
tion would go through after the bill has been passed. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. The gentleman expects to do that? 
- Mr. PAYNE. I shall endeavor to do it, certainly. It is the 
first time that my attention has been called to it. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. I have found some other mistakes 
in the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. This bill was carefully gone through by the 
clerks and all of the conferees except myself, and they went 
over it very carefully, and still errors may have crept in, and 
that appears to be one. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I will state that this 
language was used in the statement of the conferees: 

The Senate provision for a maximum tariff and provisions for its 
enforcement is adopted, with some modifications. The “ general tariff” 
is changed to the “ maximum tariff.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I do not know whether that would not 
cover it and justify the change in the bill. Is that the state- 
ment of the House managers? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is the statement of the managers 
on the part of the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. That would not cover it, then. 

Mr. MANN. That is correct. The general tariff is made the 
maximum tariff. We can strike out the word “ general” and 
insert the word “ maximum.” 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Before the gentleman takes up the 
next subject, will he please explain why the duty was increased 
on shingles from 30 to 50 cents a thousand? Ididnot know whether 
the gentleman intended to take up the wood schedule at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did, and I do not know how I came to omit it. 
I am glad the gentleman called my attention to it, because the 
wood schedule was a bit strenuous in conference. The Ways 
and Means Committee and the House put in the bill a dollar on 
rough lumber, sawed boards, and so forth, and kept the House dif- 
ferentials on planed and finished lumber. The Senate incre:sed 
the duty to $1.50 on rough lumber and cut down the duty on fin- 
ished lumber and put up a higher duty on shingles and laths. 
I will not spend the time of the House in saying how much dis- 
cussion this particular matter took, but finally we got to a 
point where the Senate was willing to concede $1.25 for rough 
lumber and their rates on finished lumber, including laths and 
shingles, which resulted as follows: If planed or finished on one 
side, from $2.50 per thousand to $1.75 per thousand; if planed 
or finished on one side and tongued and grooved or planed and 
finished on two sides, reduced from $3 per thousand to $2 per 
thousand; if planed or finished on three sides, from $3.50 to 
$2.3734 per thousand; if planed or finished on four sides, from $4 
to $2.75 per thousand. Paving posts, railroad ties, telephone 
poles, and so forth, from 20 per cent to 10 per cent ad valorem; 
fence posts, from 10 per cent ad valorem to the free list; and 
shingles were increased from 30 to 50 cents. This 20 cents a 
thousand on shingles seemed likely to dissolve the council of the 
Nation in regard to the tariff. It was most strenuously insisted 
upon. Any of you gentlemen who have been on committees 0! 
conference know how those things are. Senator So-and-so wants 
something and must have something. Finally, I told them I was 
willing in this great trade on the lumber schedule, inyolving 
millions of dollars, to throw in a jackknife like shingles an 
give them the rate at 50 cents, and that was adopted, and tl..I 
is the way it came about. They claimed it was absolutely es- 
sential to the business. I never could see it in that light, but 
was in favor of the rate in the Dingley bill and———- 

Mr. HINSHAW. Will the gentleman permit a question’? [ 
think there is a misunderstanding among some of the Mei)- 
bers of the House about the duty on bituminous coal. It is 4» 
cents a ton. Some of the newspapers seem to have given tle 
impression it was a short ton, but I understand the conferees 
report is based on a long ton. Is that correct? 

Mr. PAYNE. On the long ton, yes; 28 bushels of 80 pounds 
to the bushel. Now, in regard to the drawback amendmeil. 
The House had to yield upon that, but we obtained an amend- 
ment giving the drawback law in the Dingley law, and also 
drawback internal-revenue tax placed upon alcohol which '|s 
manufactured and sold abroad, and also a drawback upo! 
articles to be used in shipbuilding when they go into shi)’s 
in the foreign trade so as to enable our shipyards to impo't 
their material for shipbuilding and, I hope, greatly encourace 
them so that they will be enabled to keep the breath of life 
in them a little longer until some day Congress will wake uD 
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and give us a decent shipping measure that will revive the 
American merchant marine. [Loud applause on the Republican 
side.] Now, Mr. Speaker, I have taken up more time than I 
intended to do—— 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit me 
again—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. Upon the lumber proposition that I sub- 
mitted to the gentleman a few minutes ago? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have forgotten what it was. 

Mr. GARRETT. If I may predicate the question with a 
prief statement, as I understand, the only competition we have 
in lumber is with Canada. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, practically, if we have any. 

Mr. GARRETT. Well, Canada has such discriminating 
duties and bonuses as will make the maximum provision of 
this bill apply to Canada? 

Mr. PAYNE. It might be. It is possible. 

Mr. GARRETT. And if it does, then the duty on the cheap- 
est grade of lumber will be $3.75, will it not? 

Mr. PAYNE. It might be that France and Germany would 
put this under our maximum tariff. 

Mr. GARRETT. I was not speaking of France or Germany. 
I was speaking of Canada. 

Mr. PAYNE. I know, and it might be that Canada would. 
But I want to say to the gentleman that under this maximum 
and minimum provision the power given to the President to 
investigate and find out what the countries are doing, with the 
influence the Executive can wield with Great Britain, of which 
Canada is only a colony, I think the danger is greatly lessened 
of their putting any export duty or any contract that will 
destroy the lumber business coming into the United States. 

Mr. GARRETT. Under existing conditions, however, my 
statement is correct, is it not? 

Mr. PAYNE. No; I think not. There is nothing in the bill 
that applies to those contracts for stumpage that are made in 
Canada that would prevent our getting lumber in here at re- 
duced rates, in my judgment. 

Mr. GARRETT. But, Mr. Speaker, has not Canada now dis- 
criminating duties and bonuses that would bring her under the | 
provisions of the maximum rate? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think so, I have answered the gentle- 
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Mr. SHERLEY. Is it not true that, pending an investigation 
by the Executive as to the discrimination by a foreign country 
against America, after the 3ist of March, 1910, the maximum 
schedule is in effect until the President declares otherwise? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. So that you have made all the inertia of the 
ee in favor of the maximum instead of the minimum 
ta 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman can use his own interpretation. 
It is plain English, and he can not fool anybody about it, either. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a word about the effect of this bill. We 
have put upon wines and liquors additional rates that will bring 
in an increased revenue of over $4,000,000 annually. Some of 
the schedules will bring in a little more money than on the im- 
portations of 1907 and some of them less; but taking all the 
schedules into consideration, on the goods brought in in 1907, and 
the net result is an increase of revenue from customs of $3,673,- 
926.45; so that, while the wine schedule brings in an additional 
revenue of $4,000,000, the reductions are so great in the other 
schedules that the balance makes a reduction even on this 
luxury; and the total increase in revenue on the various items 


of the bill is only this sum of $3,673,000, so that the increase in 
the bill on the imported articles is generally on the luxuries 


that are coming into the United States. The gentleman may 
stand upon the stump and shout that we are not reducing duties 
on this and that, that we have added to that, and so forth, but 
when they get the final report on the effect of this bill it will 
be a complete answer to all demagogism of that kind, and the 
country will see that our increases of duty are almost a third 
of a million dollars less than the increase on the liquor coming 
into the United States. 

Gentlemen talk about equivalent ad valorem. The equivalent 
ad valorem for 1907 under the Dingley law was 42.55 per cent. 
Upon the same articles coming into the United States under this 
conference report the equivalent ad valorem will be 41.58 per 
cent, a decrease of equivalent ad valorem of 1 per cent, even 
taking that basis of calculation. But, gentlemen, I submit that 
a fair basis was one suggested by a gentleman upon the other 
side, if I mistake not, based upon the consumption of the arti- 
cles in the United States. They have been declaiming that the 
duty added to the price. Take them on their own ground, and 
see what the result is under this bill reported by the conference 





























man. committee. The result is as follows: 
~- Consumption value. 
Sched- Import Production | Export }~—— 
Article. 
ule, value. value. value. | Duties | Duties 
| decreased. | increased. 
A | Chemicals, oils, and paints............-..---- $448,773,457 | $7,861,340 | $433,099,846 | *$11,105,820 
B | Earths, earthenware, and glassware | _ 125,836,505 | 2,186,319 | 128,423,732 |......_______ 
OC | Metals, and manufactures of..............-.... 1,277,989,356 | 48,450,578 | 1,221,956,620 | 37,675,804 
Dh aS, Se eubidibednabcaceuocoassoncecasecages 622,729,556 | 44,245,217 | 566,870,950 $1,280,372 
E os oc mceccbbacasecsennsecatcccensceses 116,060 301 ,679, 243 829,350 | 300,966,953 /..........__. 
F | Tobacco, an anufactures of (no change of rates). ‘ | a | 
G@ | Agricultural products and provisions.............-.......----.-.-+--eeeseeese+---------- _ 794,340 629,807 ,503 | 142,791,163 483 , 430,637 4,380,043 
EE | Sn I UT OUI ss oon noi cidbdcccwcceccssccesceccascoccconsecece 21,080, 205 444,236,228 | 3,314,578 |......-.--...-- @ 462,001 ,856 
LG ethan ydiid dhinbd Sites os sadidtinendeipapicncditmeremannscemtoumsinns | 7,085,395 $4,586,629 |.......-.....|-..-.--------.-| 41,622,024 
S | Fi ee ee, Od mebmntectares OF... ...-...2.. cn ccncncncnnsoceseceneeseseewens 2,388,074 20,543,516 |-..-------.-- 22,127,145 | 804,445 
K | Wool and manufactures of wool. (No production statistics available for articles | i | 
| affected by changes of rates.) | ype, = 
Ty | OUR So a sin ciiliowednsemaun CT OO hecmntcnanscen | 7,947,568 | 106,742,646 
M | Pulp, papers, and books... 146,506,119 | 3,514,281 | 67,628,055 | 81,486,466 
"| GQ 1,884,060,091 | 98,786,378 | 1,719,428,069 | 101,656,598 
lea ciaatdedigiliincenemenadl 
ade dibtiiincbdddiatibtindbiecnndévinidewdendhndhidatianimonnamnitiitmamysetst 








6,080,815,337 | 351,979,204 | 5,004,365,673 878,756,074 


¢ Luxuries, articles of voluntary use. 


The following table shows the consumption value of articles on 
which rates of duty have been increased and decreased in all cases 
where the amount of production can be ascertained : 
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A. Chemicals, ofls, paint#......................---! $433,000,846 | $11,105,820 
B. Earths and earthenware......................-- 128,423,732 |......-------- 
©. Metals, and manufactures of................-.- 1,248,200, 169 11,432,256 
D. LeamGh ee Sr er | 566 ,870, 950 31,280,372 
Bi. Quai cick Ra $00,965,953 |.............. 
F. Tobacco. No change. 

G. Agricultural products. -| 483,480,687 4,380,043 
HH, ‘Winnee wn Sn 462,001 ,856 
N. QOOGURIN ier crc 41,622,024 
J. WAS ee 22,127,145 804,445 
K. Wool. No statistics; no change. 

L. Unmet FS 106,742,646 
Mi. PORE SIN hese hnavndedknsacdssicascs.0s 81, 486, 466 
NN. GSUNRIGe 101 656,598 

















Of the increases mentioned the following are luxuries, being articles 
strictly of voluntary use: 


Schedule A, chemicals, including perfumeries, pomades, 


I eh eenetieipinanenabnenenihaserahanae $11, 105, 820 
a ae ee 462, 001, 856 
cl init nein nannies dneenindimenentnpananesanan sae 106, 742, 646 

ed Fe cinithineemmwedha 579, 850, 322 


This leaves a balance of increases which are not on articles of luxury 
of $272,662,203, as against decreases on over six billion dollars of 
consumption. 


[Loud applause.] 

I am thankful that this statement has gone all over the 
United States, and I tell you it will take pretty tall lying and it 
will have to travel fast to get ahead of the truth in this matter. 
[Laughter. ] 

We have revised the tariff and have taken off unnecessary 
duties, not all along the line, but in our revision of the tariff 
we have revised the tariff downward, and yet we have held 
the scales so evenly that we have done no injury to apy work- 
man in the United States, to any workshop in the United States, 
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. to any farm or any factory, to any mine or any citizen of the 
United States. 

A word more as to the reyenue. These rates increase the 
revenue from customs ‘tess than $4,000,000. The corporation 
tax is estimated to produce $26,000,000; tobacco, nine and one- 
third million dollars—about $40,000,000 of increase of revenue— 
revenue enough, when this bill gets into full working order to 
supply the necessary demands of the Government; not to build 
the Panama Canal. We will leave that to another generation. 
We have provided for bonds that will establish the policy of 
this Government in that respect. This will meet the ordinary 
expenditures—and in a few years I think that some of these 
internal-revenue taxes may be taken off, and I will unite with 
the gentlemen who desire to do that if I happen to be here in 
the House. Then we can get along with ¢ur revenues from 
customs and the ordinary internal revenues, keeping our ex- 
penditures within our means. The Dingley law during all its 
period of existence has provided ample revenue, and there 
is no doubt this law will do the same for another twelve years. 
Let us pass it, gentlemen on this side of the House. The duty 
is ours; the time has arrived. Vote against it if you want to 
driye your party into chaos; vote against it if you want eternal 
agitation about the tariff. Go on and vote against it if you 
choose, but do not do that on the idea that you are going back 
to the Dingley bill or the Dingley rates. 

That is a delusion; you will not get it, but you will get agita- 
tion instead. There would come in another bill one of these days, 
and in the meantime the wheels of industry will stop, enterprise 
will be paralyzed ; the country will stand still or will move back- 
ward, and you will curse the day when you failed to go with the 
great majority of your party, almost all of them, your President 
having lent his approval to this bill, if you fail to stand in the 
hour of the country’s need and of your party’s need and vote 
against this bill. Let us pass it when the hour of 8 o’clock ar- 
rives, and give courage and joy and happiness to the people of 
the United States. Let us start the remaining idle wheels of in- 
dustry; let us put every man who wants to work at work; let 
us build up the happy homes in the United States as they 
will be, and they will bring the great prans of their ap- 
plause for your patriotism and statesmanship in meeting this 
emergency. [Loud and long-continued applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri rose and was recognized. 
applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, this conference report 
has been heralded and headlined in the newspapers as a tre- 
mendous victory for President Taft over the forces of evil in 
the Republican party, represented by Senator Atpricu and other 
distinguished Republican statesmen. Weare told that congratu- 
lations are pouring in upon him from every side. This reminds 
me of an old oriental tale: A pious Brahmin made a vow that 
he would sacrifice a fine sheep to his gods. Three rogues in the 
community heard of that vow, and they concluded to work 
a profitable game on the Brahmin. So the next morning when 
he started out to find his sheep, one of them met him with 
a blind, mangy dog, and said to the Brahmin, “I understand 
that you want to buy a sheep.” He said, “Yes.” “ Well, I 
have a fine one here to sell.” The Brahmin said, “ That is a 
blind dog. I don’t want it.” 

While they were talking one of the accomplices came up and 
addressed the first, and said that he would like to buy that fine 
sheep which he had. The Brahmin thought they were both try- 
ing to swindle him, and said he could not understand why they 
contended it was a sheep; that it was a dog. Then one of the 
accomplices agreed to leave the decision of the question whether 
it was a dog or a sheep to the first man they met. The Brahmin 
consented to that proposition, which seemed fair. So they 
ambled down the road and met the third accomplice, and left it 
to him, and he declared it was a sheep. 

The Brahmin bought it, paid a good price for it, and sacrificed 
it to his gods. That made his gods so mad that they destroyed 
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rendered, and Louis the Grand walked away with the creqit 
for the achievement. That is precisely the kind of a conquering 
hero President Taft is in this performance. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] A man must have a very curiously consti. 
tuted mind to conclude that the result of this conference is jy 
any reasonable sense a redemption of Republican pledges before 
the last election to revise the Dingley rates down, [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

I want to do President Taft justice. I am his persona) 
friend, and have been since I first set eyes upon him. His 
laudable desire for the square deal and his love of fame woul 
naturally and inevitably cause him to wish that his pledges he 
redeemed in such a way that he could look the American people 
proudly in the face; but he has been grossly misled as to the 
nature of this report. Those downward revisionists who are 
congratulating the President uproariously are most assuredly 
thankful for small favors. No man will begrudge him any glory 
justly his due; but when we reflect upon the fact that, even 
according to his most enthusiastic eulogists, he insisted on lower- 
ing the rates on only half a dozen items, or thereabouts, when the 
rates should have been lowered on hundreds of items, and that 
the conference report still reeks with largesse for the few and 
extortion of the many, his glory will experience a greater dimi- 
nution than have the rates of the Dingley law. That he has 
been deceived as to this conference report being a downward 
revision in any reasonable sense of the term can, I think, be 
mathematically demonstrated. 

That he was the potent factor in reducing the rates on a few 
articles there is abundant evidence, which leads to the conclu- 
sion that if in a week he could perform that service to the 
people, had he begun sooner he could have accomplished far 
more. All the world knows that it is much easier to influence 
a man’s opinion upon any subject before he has publicly asserted 
it than after, for ordinary human pride makes it difficult for 
any man to retreat from a position once taken in the open. 
So in this case, by delaying too long to exercise his influence, 
the President wrought a small measure of reform by great ex- 
ertion when he might have accomplished more had he taken 
time by the forelock. 

I have no doubt that experts and near experts have led him 
to believe that this is a fulfillment of his anteelection promise. 
Why, they can juggle with figures and bring any result out of 
them that they please. I can set two men to work on these 
rates to-day, with instructions to one of them to figure them 
below the Dingley rate, and with instructions to the other to 
figure them above the Dingley rate, and each one of them will 
bring in his conclusions, and one of them can give just about 
as good reasons as the other. They say that figures will not lie, 
but, as sure as you live, liars figure. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] They figure more on a tariff bill than anything 
else that I know of. Now let us see for a moment just what 
President Taft accomplished—that is, taking the newspaper 
reports as true. Of course, I am not in his confidence about 
this bill. I have not even been permitted to peruse a letter 
which is in the pocket of somebody around this Capitol, and 
which is liable to become hereafter as famous as the “ Dear 
Catchings ” letter, written in 1894. But, according to the White 
House statement, my recollection is that he accomplished a re- 
duction on lumber, a reduction on iron ore, a reduction on boots 
and shoes, and a reduction on gloves, and it is claimed that le 
procured a reduction on oil. 

I deny that last claim. I will tell you why, and I can prove 
it by every man here. There was such a pronounced vote in 
this House in favor of free petroleum that no man who had 
any sense believed that the House could be induced to recede 
from the position then taken, and there is no justice in giv- 
ing anybody any credit for free oil except those of us who 
forced free oil in this House. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

They hung up over there for two or three days as to whether 
they would place 25 cents or 15 cents tariff tax per ton on iron 


him utterly. [Prolonged applause and laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side.] It seems to me that President Taft has been treated, 
in the matter of this conference report, precisely as that Brah- 
min was treated in the sheep and dog transaction. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] I hope that his fate will be a happier 
one than that of the Brahmin. 

It is related that Louis XIV acquired a magnificent reputa- 
tion as a conqueror in this simple way: He waited until his 
generals had a fortress ready to surrender. Then they notified 
the great King, and he appeared upon the scene, in all the 
pride, pomp, and circumstance of glorious war, with everybody 
shouting and the bands playing Lo! The Conquering Hero 
Comes. They summoned the fortress to surrender, and it sur- 
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ore. Now, iron ore under the Dingley bill is 40 cents a tou, 
the House put it on the free list; the Senate put it at 2 
cents; the conferees report it at 15 cents, and that is hailed 
as a great victory for tariff reform. They juggled for three 
or four days whether they would have 25 or 15 cents on iro 
ore. At the same time they left on blankets over 9 feet long, 
that cost 40 cents a pound and not more than 50 cents a pound, 4 
tax which at the tariff rate in 1905 amounted to 182} per cent. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] What do you think of 
that? That is a fair sample of it. I do not know what effect 
15 cents a ton on iron ore will have. I was willing to put it 
on the free list to see if it would not put down the price of 
steel and iron products. My own private opinion is that it 
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will not make any difference whatever, except to give the 
American steel trust a little advantage—that is, 15 cents a 
ton—over the mills on the Atlantic seaboard. 

A. famous victory has been won for tariff revision down- 
ward, so we are told, and yet all the monstrosities and outrages 
of the woolen-goods schedule remain in the bill and will cause 
thousands and tens of thousands of people to sicken and die by 
reason of insufficient clothing. I humbly thank Almighty God 
that the sin of that sickness and of those deaths will not rest 
upon our heads. 

A famous victory, indeed, when the farmers of the land 
will still be fleeced unmercifully on every implement they use 
for the benefit of a lot of trusts already swollen almost to 
bursting. A famous victory! When the robber rates on cotton 
goods have been actually increased 105 per cent. 

A famous victory for downward revision, when the rates on 
print paper have been largely increased! How will the printers, 
editors, and publishers of the land enjoy that item? 

A famous victory, indeed! When the men, women, and 
children of the country have to pay an increased price for 
hosiery. 

A famous victory for downward revision when it came to 
pass in the Senate that if the rates could only be held down 
to the Dingley rates they were considered low, though the 
enormities of the Dingley bill were what caused the crusade 
for revision downward. Was there ever such a humbug in the 
wide, wide world as to call this conference report such a revision 
downward as the people demanded? 

I could go through and name 100 similar instances, but these 
will suffice. 

I undertake to say, gentlemen, with all due respect to the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, that this “ state- 
ment” which he fathers—because I do not believe he ever 
wrote a word of it, and that is no reflection on him whatever; 
he has had an army of experts to help him, and he ought to 
have them—but I undertake to say that this statement issued 
by the chairman under his name is the most deceptive thing 
that has been put into print since Gutenberg invented movable 
type. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

I went home last night and my wife said, “Why, that bill of 
Mr. PayNe’s saves the American people $4,978,122,124 a year.” 
She is an intelligent woman. If she could be deceived that way 
about that misstatement, it will deceive a whole lot of people in 
the United States. [Applause on the Democratic side.] That 
is exactly what it is intended for; and that is precisely what I 
object to. It is ealeulated to rope in the public. 

I will tell you the truth about this matter. When I got hold 
of the statement, the first thing I read was the figures on page 1, 
and I came to the conclusion that this statement was calculated 
to make people believe that this Payne-Aldrich-Smoot tariff 
bill saved the people $4.978,122.124 per annum. It made my 
eyes pop open like morning-glories. [Laughter.}] It surprised 
me so [ turned over to the imports into the United States, 
based on the figures of 1905, and I found that while it looked 
like the chairman’s statement was saving four billions and some 
odd millions, the total imports into the United States from 
every source in 1905, the year on which the table is based, were 
only $1,087,118,133.13. Then I went back and read this modest 
little sentence: 





The following table shows the consumption value of articles on which 
rates of duty have been increased and decreased in all cases where the 
amount of production can be ascertained. 


Lots of people who read the figures in the table Will never 
read that sentence. 

‘i Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me an interrup- 
lon? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. The figures that the gentleman refers to do 
hot relate to import duties, but to consumption. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I was just going to state that. 
Then I got to puzzling my head as to whether he meant im- 
ports only, and at last I figured it out that that table was 
meant to talk about the amount of things consumed in the 
United States. Mr. Chairman Payne’s statement serves one 
useful purpose at least; it proves that the consumers have to 
Pay to the domestic manufacturers of any given article the 
Sime amount of taxes that they have to pay to the United 
States Government on the same article if imported. Democrats 
have always claimed that that was the ease; but Republicans 
have always denied it. Now Mr. Chairman PaYNe practically 
admits it in his statement. 

Now, let us see what the facts are. I am going to read his 
table and then going to read one that tells the truth. Here is 
the table from Mr. Chairman Payne's statement: 
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A. Chemicals, ofls, paints.................. ----| $433,099,846 

B. Earths and earthenware --| 128,423,732 

©. Metals, and manufactures of - 1,248, 200,169 | 

Bs iat ite atiamctinanae whenesdescecel  GlnNGUnen | 

a ntiincsacbeund | 800,965,953 

F. Tobacco. No change. 

G. Agricultural products__.-.--..---_---_-..........--| 483 , 430,637 4,380,043 

ET STS 462 ,001 ,§56 

a lie ced a cn ticamaheninconadacitialinasgecsimest  GhGe. Une 

RS ES 22,127,145 804,45 

K.Wool. No statistics; no change. 

teil didn einai nwdguindesensouchon 7,947,566 | 106,742,446 

ee I a cinenieses hdcietincnsiemnreiininsineennceterntne <a 67,628,055 | 81,486,466 

I .| 1,719, 428,069 | 101,656, 598 
el icinithieuibsadtebiithds ad cichnemitad ddehkedetmaescd Geen } Glee, Ss 





I will now read you a table that is the exact truth about this bill. 


The first column contains the Dingley revenue for 1907, by 


schedules, and the second is estimated by applying the rates of 
the conference bill to the imports of that year. 
the conference bill will be largely increased by the changed 
classifications of the cotton and silk schedules and the many 
new items of taxation introduced. 

Estimated revenues of conference tariff bill upon the Payne-Aldrich bill. 


The duties of 


(Increase (+). Decrease (—).] 


| Percentage 











hed Dingley Conference | of the lat- 
8 ule— duties. duties. | ter on the 
| former. 

A. $11,186,260 | $11,816,214 + 5.68 
B. 15,349,989 | 15,290,982 — .82 
C. | 91,811,184 | 20,370,396 } — 6.6 
D. 3,705,022 | 3,128,553 | —15.53 
RE eee 60,333,523 | 60,335,866 | — .004 
a ee ceened 26,125,087 26,125,087 | No change. 
G. Agriculturat products-_............. 19,181,888 | 20,454,646 | + 6.63 
H. Spirits, ete......................--- | 16,318,220 | 20,705,369 +26.83 
eR I Sidi eins ciernsi gi tanennsegsincilieds 14,291,026 | 15,835,112 +10.80 
Fie. Bs Cap cnactenansiinneen amma | 49,900,580 | 49,776,276 — .24 
I, bain iat enc eatmtbinninlbiia | 36,554,816 36,426,214 — 35 
Ties IIE fe thine titties etepheenibealiptstiiniiead | 20,313,706 | 23,458,747 +15.48 
pO ee | 4,136,629 | 4,550,492 +10.02 
Be Sait Rihbannitehighttnannnadinnss 29,896,500 | 26,484,490 —11.41 

ge ee $20,100,342 | 384,758,344 }.............- 


Increase over Dingley duties, $5,649,002, or 1.71 per cent increase. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. With pleasure. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. What does the gentleman 
“duties?” Does he mean duties actually collected? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. How can he estimate what the duties 
actually collected are under a bill that is not yet in force? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why, I do it very easily. Base it 
on the same importations of 1907. Now, for some reason that 
I never understood exactly, you Republican gentlemen on the 
Ways and Means Committee always took 1905 as the normal 
year and based all of your arithmetic upon that. As a matter 
of fact, the importations in 1907, notwithstanding the Repub- 
lican panic in the latter end of that year, were greater than 
they were in 1905; so in all of my calculations, or any that I 
have authorized, I assume 1907 as a basis. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman assumes, then, that the 
imports will be the same? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why, certainly; of course. You 
ean not assume anything else for the purpose of arithmetic. 
As a matter of fact, they may turn out to be larger or smaller, 
but for purposes of estimating probable revenues we must 
assume them to be the same. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will 
allow, I will state that when the chairman of the committee of 
which my friend from Ohio [Mr. LonewortH] is a member re- 
ported this bill to the House he calculated the amount of reve- 
nue and the amount of tax, and he did it on’exactly the sume 
basis that the gentleman from Missouri has based his figures. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is true, and that is the only 
way you can proceed. Of course everybody wishes that the im- 
ports will be greater—that is, such people as I—and that they 
will get more revenues in that way. 

Here is the sum total: Under the Dingley bill, $829.109.542 
and under this bill $334,758.344, an increase over the Dingley 
bill of $5,649,002, or an increase of 1.71 per cent. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman from Missouri said a little 
while ago that he could take two experts, and one would figure 
that the conference report made a great increase over the Ding- 
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ley rate, and the other would figure that it made a great 
‘ decrease. I would like to ask the gentleman which of these 
experts inade the figures that he has been giving out? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Neither one nor the other, 

Mr. OLMSTED. Was it any expert at all, then? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; and he was directed to ascer- 
tain the truth, no matter whom it hurt. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yet it is a little singular that where the 
conferees’ report reduces the rate below the rate of the Dingley 
bill the expert figures out an increase. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, I will show you all about that be- 
fore very long. 

Mr. CULLOP. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. CULLOP. In your estimate do you include the 25 per 
cent ad valorem provided for in section 2 of this bill, the real 
tariff in it? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I did not do that; I will do that 
now. But, Mr. Speaker, before I do that I want to make one 
other remark. These estimates that are made which I have 
just read did not take into consideration a whole lot of things 
which were taken from the free list in the Dingley bill and put 
on the tariff list in this conference report, and when they enter 
into the calculation it will run the average increase of the con- 
ference report above the rates in the Dingley bill by about 2 
per cent. The gentleman in control of the arithmetic of the 
Republican part of the conference, Major Lord, was cour- 
teous enough to give me his calculations, for which cour- 
tesy I thank him, and here is what he makes out of it. I 
would like the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] 
to give me his attention. I say that the expert arithmetician 
of the Republican conferees gave me his results of ciphering, 
and they were these: That the average ad valorem per cent 
carried in the Dingley bill is 42.55, based on the Dingley bill 
importations of 1907. The ad valorem of the Senate bill was 
42.78. The ad valorem of the conferees’ report is 41.58, so that 
the best that the arithmetician can do for you is to bring you 
out as having made a reduction from 42,55 per cent ad valorem 
to 41.58 per cent, which would be ninety-seven one-hundredths 
of 1 per cent. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
from me 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; it was the other gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED]. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will yield to my colleague. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; I do not want to get mixed up 
with him now. I was addressing myself to the other gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania because he had interrupted me. Now, 
the very best, recollect, that the Republican arithmetician of the 
Republican conferees can figure out as a great victory for the 
President and a great victory for the downward revisionists of 
the Republican party is that after all of this hullabaloo, after 
all of the time, delay, sweat, and toil on this bill, beginning 
on the 10th day of last November and coming down to the 
present day, you have made the infinitesimal reduction of ninety- 
seven one-hundredths of 1 per cent. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] As a genuine tariff reformer, who has stood by his 
guns in season and out of season, in sunshine and in storm, I 
say that that is the most pitiful conclusion of a great movement 
that is recorded in the history of mankind. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

A classical scholar like my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OLMSTED] must think of the old Latin sentence, “ Parturiunt 
montes; ridiculus mus nascetur,”’ which, with tense changed, 
may be freely translated, The mountains were in labor and a 
ridiculous mouse was produced. [Laughter and applause on 
the Democratic side.] If we had coats of arms in this country 
as in the effete nations of Europe I would suggest that Republi- 
can downward revisionists should assume “a ridiculous mouse ” 
as their coat of arms. [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] I want to read you two or three other things 
later. My friend from Indiana [Mr. CuLtop] called my atten- 
tion to the maximum and minimum provisions of this bill. 
Somebody ought to talk about that just a little. I want to 
read you just a part of it, a part that is essential: 

Sec. 2, That from and after the 3ist day of March, 1910, except as 
otherwise specially provided for in this section, there shall be levied, 
collected, and paid on all articles when imported from any foreign 
country inte the United States, or into any of its possessions (except 
the Philippine Islands and the islands of Guam and Tutuila), the rates 
of duty prescribed by the schedules and paragraphs of the dutiable 
list of section 1 of this act, and in addition thereto 25 r cent ad 
valorem, which rates shall constitute the maximum tariff of the United 
States: Provided, That whenever after the 31st day of March, 1910, and 
so long thereafter as the President shall be satisfied, in view of the 
character of the concessions granted by the minimum tariff of the 


United States, that the government of any foreign country imposes no 
terms or restrictions, either in the way of tariff rates or provisions, 
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trade or other regulations, charges, exactions, or in ang ether Manner 
directly or indirectly, upon the importation into or the sale in suci, 
foreign country of any agricultural, manufactured, or other product of 
the United States, which unduly discriminate against the United States 
or the products thereof, and that such foreign coun Pays no export 
bounty or imposes no export duty or prohibition upon the exportation of 
any article to the United States which unduly discriminates against the 
United States or the products thereof, and that such foreign country 
accords to the agricultural, manufactured, or other products of the 
United States treatment which is reciprocal and oqgiveent. thereupon 
and thereafter, = proclamation to this effect, by the President of the 
United States, all articles when imported into the United States, or any 
of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands and the islands of 
Guam and Tutuila), from such foreign country shall, except as other. 
wise herein provided, be admitted under the terms of the minimum tarift 
of the United States as prescribed by section 1 of this act. 


Now, what is the result of that? In a general way it adds to 
the rates of this conference report 25 per cent ad valorem after 
the 3ist of March, 1910, and then, if the President of the 
United States concludes that certain things have been done, he 
has a right to reduce them to the rates set forth in this con- 
ference report, but not below them. If you will add that 25 per 
cent ad valorem to the 2 per cent that I say that this bill raises 
the average of the Dingley rates, or if you subtract from 25 
per cent the ninety-seven one-hundredths of 1 per cent which 
the conferee Republican arithmetician figured out, in one case 
you have an increase of 27 per cent over the Dingley rates and 
in the other case you have an increase of 243 per cent above 
the rates of the Dingley law. 

Mr. HILL. Does not the gentleman favor a maximum and a 
minimum tariff? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do. 

Mr. HILL. I hold in my hand the tariff of another country, 
in which on page after page is this footnote: 

The conventional rate does not apply to imports from the United States 

On one item here the conventional rate is 125 marks; the 
other is 200. That is what we are up against. Ought it not 
be sufficient to overcome that condition of affairs? : 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why, certainly. 

Mr. HILL. What would you suggest? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would suggest this—and it 
seems to me the only sensible thing to suggest—namely, that 
the rates of the bill that we pass here ought to be the regular 
rates, and then say to every nation on earth, “ You give us the 
advantage of your lowest rates, and you will get these rates.” 

Mr. HILL. That is what the Payne bill does. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; it does.not. I beg your par- 
don. But: we should also say, “If you dare to discriminate 
against us, we will clap on top of your imports into this coun- 
try such added tariff as will even things up.” 

Mr. HILL. Then, the only difference between yourself and 
the majority is that you would take the bill which was known 
as the “Payne bill,” and went from the House to the Senate, 
instead of the Aldrich bill, or the bill which the Senate orig- 
inated in that matter? And that is the only difference? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would think it one of the greatest 
cruelties ever inflicted on me if I had to vote for either the 
Payne or the Aldrich bill; but if I were compelléd to vote for 
one or the other, I would unhesitatingly vote for the Payne 
bill. It would be the lesser of two evils. 

Mr. HILL. Of course you would. So would everybody else. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I wish to say to the gentleman that 
if he had had the making of the Payne bill, it would have been 
a better bill than it was. [Applause.] 

Mr. HILL. My understanding of the difference is that the 
Payne bill provides for the minimum rates to go into effect, the 
maximum rates to be put on as the differences were found. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is an infinitely better propo- 
sition than the proposition in this conference report. 

Mr. HILL. Either one will do the trick, will it not? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not know. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman must remember that the Iayne 
bill had 25 per cent on certain things and that this has 20 per 
cent on all things. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Payne bill was a better bil! 10 
that respect. If you had called the Democratic members of the 
Ways and Means Committee into consultation to help make 4 
tariff bill, you would have gotten a better one than the Payne 
bill ever was or ever will be. : 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion: 
In both the Payne and the Aldrich bills the maximum and mitl- 
mum provisions are fatally defective in that they undertake to 
fight brains by a machine; they both provide that certain rates 
must go into operation whenever discrimination against the 
United States exists, and without regard to the question of 
whether the putting of those rates into operation will puvish 
ourselves as well as the other countries. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And it is possible to draw a provision that 
will give to the President sufficient discretion to match Amer- 
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jean brains against European brains, and not a machine pro- 
vision against brains, 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman’s opinion upon one 
thing in the maximum provision? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. ‘ 

Mr. MANN. The Payne bill provided only for the enforce- 
ment of a maximum tariff in case a foreign country added a 
higher rate of duty on American goods going into that country. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is true. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The Aldrich bill goes further than that, and 
provides that a foreign country must accord to the agricultural, 
manufacturing, and other products of the United States treat- 
ment which is reciprocal and equivalent, leaving an executive 
officer to define and determine what is reciprocal and equiva- 
lent. I would like to know what that means. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am coming to that. 

Mr. HILL. I think the gentleman made a little slip. He 
did not mean a higher rate, but those who discriminated. 

Mr. MANN. A higher rate than upon the goods from a 
foreign country. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now I yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CULLOoP]. 

Mr. CULLOP. Is not this provision unduly discriminatory, 
leaving solely to the discretion of the President to determine on 
what rates he will exercise his judgment, and does not this vest 
in him a legislative power that does not belong to the Executive? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I believe it does. 

A few remarks on the subject of the maximum and the min- 
imum may not be out of place. I have never set up to be a 
bad man, a dangerous man, or a fighting man, although I have 
engaged in some personal brawls. But I started out in life 
with the idea that if a fellow hit me I would not be doing 
my duty by my country unless I gave him a jolt. [Laughter.] 
So I kept that up for many years. I accumulated a vast number 
of enemies. After a while I got to philosophizing about it, and 
I came to the conclusion that Thackeray was right when he said: 

‘The world is like your image in a looking-glass. Smile at it and it 
will smile back at you; strike it and it strikes back. 

So I quit that business, and I have accumulated friends by 
a change of line of conduct. Human nature is the same to-day 
as it was when Adam and Eve wandered in the shade of Para- 
dise. Mark Twain, the greatest living Missourian, and the 
greatest literary American that ever lived, says that— 

Human nature is very strong, and we all have a heap of it in us. 

What is true of individuals is true of nations. I am willing 
to stand up as much as any man for the American flag and 
American interests, and I think I am as good a patriot as ever 
lived when I assert it is a wicked and idiotic policy to go out 
into the world hunting trade with a club and a meat ax. [Ap- 
plause.] People will trade with us if we trade with them. 
[Applause.] This maximum and minimum is a square slap in 
the face of every commercial nation on the globe. They will not 
trade with us unless we do trade with them. [Renewed applause. } 

if I had my way about it, every citizen of this Republic would 
be forced to commit to memory: President McKinley’s farewell 
address to the American people, delivered a few minutes before 
he was shot at Buffalo, when he declared that— 


‘The day of exclusion is past, and if we want an outlet for our prod- 
ucts we must buy other people’s products. 


That was his wisest utterance. Had he lived the tariff would 
have been revised downward long ago. 

As to this minimum and maximum proposition, as the gentle- 
man from Indiana {Mr. Curzop], the gentleman from Lllinois 
[Mr. Mann], and the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hix] 
have asked me questions about it, let us see what this is: This 
Provides, on top of these conference rates, an additional tariff 
load of 25 per cent ad valorem to go into effect March 31, 1910, 
and this 25 per cent ad valorem increase goes on automatically. 
Then what? Then the President of the United States is to 
investigate, and if, in his judgment, such and such a state of 
affairs has come to pass, then such and such a thing may 
happen. Everybody knows how much depends in this life on 
Ha inertiz. Who knows when the President would come to 
a Conclusion? Who knows how he would come to that con- 
clusion 2 Who knows who would dig up the information on 
W a he would base his conclusions? 

a CULLOP. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
meal — of Missouri. Just in half a minute. I have im- 
: oa faith in the personal integrity of President Taft, but he is 
“m a to the same infirmities as the rest of us, and there will 
on Sorts of effort made to keep him from ascertaining the 
S on which he would base'a judgment and cut this tremen- 
Gous load of 25 per cent maximum down. 
oa will deceive him about that just as they have 

V him about this being a revision downward. They are 
past masters in that sort of work and can come near making 


black appear white. 
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Mr. CULLOP. Who knows, if we are to take as a criterion 
his vacillating opinion upon the income tax, the inheritance tax, 
and the corporation tax, how long he would remain in one con- 
clusion when he arrived at it? [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You will have to ask me something 
easy. I can not answer that. Let us make a practical applica- 
tion of this. There is a great hullabaloo in the newspapers 
about the tariff on rough lumber having been reduced to $1.25. 
Is it reduced to $1.25? No. I will tell you what it is reduced 
to. It is reduced to $1.25 plus 25 per cent of $1.25 of its value. 

Mr. MANN. ‘Twenty-five per cent of the value of the goods 
in the foreign country, which itself would be at least $1.25 on 
rough lumber. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
slip of the tongue. 

Mr. MANN. It will be $1.25 plus 25 per cent of the value of 
the goods as inventoried on shipments from the foreign country, 
which in itself, on rough lumber, would be equivalent to at least 
$1.25 a thousand, making the total tariff $2.50 per thousand. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Missouri will 
allow me, I should like to suggest that if rough lumber is worth 
$10 a thousand, when this bill goes into effect in March next the 
rate will be $1.25 per thousand and 25 per cent ad valorem, 
which would make it $3.75 per thousand. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am glad that the gentleman from 
Illinois and the gentleman from Alabama have straightened out 
my lapsus linguz. That is what I intended to say. So that 
instead of getting cheap lumber, which we have been clamoring for 
for a great many years, some on both sides of the House, we are 
to get very high priced lumber, and I protest against it in the 
name of everyone who has to build a house between the two 
oceans. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I do not believe 
that there are enough news agencies, and press agencies, and 
newspapers, and stump speakers, and letter writers, from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific, to convince a man who has two ideas 
above a Hottentot that he is getting cheap lumber in this trans- 
action. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a suggestion? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The gentleman is criticising 
the outcome of the tariff on lumber. I hope he will not over- 
look the circumstance that if 30 or 40 Members of that side 
had joined this side of the Chamber we would have put lumber 
on the free list. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. “ Shake not thy gory locks at me. 
[Laughter.] Thou canst not say I did it.” So help me 
Almighty God I will never vote for a tariff rate that increases 
the cost of building the homes of the people of this Republic. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I have dwelt a little longer on the lumber features than I 
ought, but it is a sample of the rest, 25 per cent ad valorem in- 
crease above the conference rates on all the rest, and I say that 
with that feature staring me in the face, as a proposition to 
reduce the tariff downward this bill is the most stupendous fake 
in the history of mankind. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
It is a colossal bunko game. The people asked for bread and 
you are giving them a stone. 

Of all the false theories about the tariff—and there are 
many—the most fallacious is the claim that simply because 
any’ rate is cut down the consumer will have the benefit of 
lower prices. That is not always or necessarily true. It de- 
pends entirely on what article is involved. For instance, the 
claim is brazenly made that because in this conference report 
the tariff on steel rails is cut in two, being reduced from $7.84 
per ton to $3.92, and because the tariff on pig iron is reduced 
from $4 to $2.50 per ton, the consumers will be benefited to 
that extent. Therefore the framers of this bill are public 
benefactors. There is not a syllable of truth in it, because in 
practice it will be demonstrated that $3.92 is practically pro- 
hibitive on steel rails, and $2.50 is prohibitive on pig iron, and 
if these lower rates prohibit importetions, the old and higher 
Dingley rates could do no more. This being the case, no mat- 
ter whether the Dingley rates or the Payne-Aldrich rates pre- 
vail, the Steel Trust has all the consumers of iron and steel 
products absolutely at its mercy. In this report are scores of 
reductions of that sort, which are reductions on paper only, 
from which the consumer will derive no benefit whatever. 
Nevertheless they are counted at their face value in working 
out tables of percentages and help to pull down the average 
and to pull the wool over the eyes of the people; but they will 
wake up to the sad and sober truth when they make their 
purchases during the life of this iniquitous measure. Yet the 
people are expected to kiss the hand that smites them and to 
sing hosannas to the authors of this bill. 

When this thing began here last spring, the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means came into the 
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House and figured it out, or had it figured out for him, that 
there would be a net surplus of $12,000,000 growing out of the 
bill for the next fiseal year; that is, the fiscal year of 1911. It 
turned out on investigation that the learned arithmetician who 
prepared that table left out a debit item of $45,000,000, so that 
it really makes a deficiency instead of a surplus. 

Let us see if there is anything in this bill that carries out 
the idea that they are looking for a deficiency instead of a 
surplus. Section 39 of the conference report provides for the 
issue of $290,569,000 of 3 per cent Panama bonds. Already $130,- 
000,000 of Panama bonds have been issued. Up to date the 
eanal has cost $172,000,000. I was as much in favor of build- 
ing the canal across the Isthmus as any man in this House, 
provided we were to build the canal, that we were to own the 
canal, that we were to control the canal, that we were to for- 
tify the canal, and that it would be our property, and then 
we would give other nations of the earth an easement through 
it provided they complied with the conditions. I would 
never have voted for a dollar on any other conditions. I see 
that somebody is objecting in the newspapers and starting a 
crusade to prevent our fortifying the two ends of that canal. 
I am in favor of fortifying it thoroughly. It looks somewhat 
like the Panama Canal is to be used by Republicans as an ex- 
cuse to issue bonds to cover up a deficiency. 

One query about this $290,569,000: How does it happen that 
the rate of interest is to be 3 per cent and the bonds to run 
fifty years, instead of 2 per cent, as the other Panama bonds 
are to run? I will teli you why. It is that through the mal- 
administration of the Republican party the public credit is 
being lost. Let us see if that is all. Ever since the Spanish 
war there has been a law on the statute book permitting the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue in any one year, and to run 
for not more than one year, one hundred millions of 3 per cent 
“ certificates,” which is only another name for bonds. But in 
this conference report the one hundred millions is raised two 
hundred millions. What is it done for? 
of the Republican party know down deep in their hearts that 
this bill is going to create a deficiency in the Treasury. The 
final verdict on this bill is not made up by the sycophants and 
enthusiasts who sound praises into the ears of President Taft 
at this time, but the verdict on the merits of this bill will be 
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Because the leaders | 


made up piecemeal every time the head of a family, every time | 
the woman of the house, buys a bill of goods in any store, | 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. On the question of the deficit it was 
estimated in the papers the other day that at the end of 1910 the 
deficit would be $150,000,000. Let me put this question to the 
gentleman, whether or not taking the basis of appropriations for 
the current year just ended and estimating the revenue under 
the proposed bill, whether or not the gentleman from Missouri 
can tell us approximately his opinion what the deficit will be? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have not had time to do that; it 
would take several weeks. In 1894 there was a man named Sam 
Clark, who afterwards served four years in Congress, in the Fifty- 
fourth and Fifty-fifth. 


very good man nevertheless. After the McKinley bill was passed 
Mr. Clark published in the Gate City an editorial about as long 
as the joint of your finger, and I quoted it in every speech I 
made that year, and the entire editorial was this: “ The McKin- 
ley bill will compel every merchant in the land to make a Demo- 
cratic stump speech every time he sells a bill of goods over the 
counter.” [Laughter and applausé on the Democratic side.] 

So it will be with this bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. 

Mr. CLAYTON, 
retail merchants are informing every man who buys a snit 
of clothes from them that that suit of clothes will be $5 or $10 
higher next year than it now is? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is the truth, and I thank 
the gentleman for his suggestion. The consumers of America 
will find that out very secon, to their very great sorrow. 

Mr. SULZER. Is it not a fact that the taxes to be levied 
under the conference report, if it is adopted, on the necessaries 
of life are higher on an average than the taxes carried originally 
in the Payne bill? 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. I think they are. 

Mr. SULZER. And is it not a fact also that the taxes on 
the necessaries of life in the Payne bill were higher on a gen- 
eral average than the taxes on the necessaries of life under the 
Dingley law? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The average increase of rates in 
the Payne bill over the average rates in the Dingley bill was 


Certainly. 





‘ He was the editor of the Keokuk Gate | 
City. He was a’stanch Republican; he was no kin to me, but a | 





Wili the gentleman permit an interruption? | 


Do not the newspapers now tell us that the | 


| Item 


1.56 per cent. The average increase of the Aldrich-Smoot raies 
over the Dingley bill was something over 6 per cent. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does not the gentleman think he ought to 
refer to the Fordney rates also, in view of the lumber exposé» 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I am not certain. but what 
brother Fordney ought to be given some credit for that, if 
anybody deserves any, which I doubt exceedingly. 

Mr. SULZER. So, then, as a matter of fact, so far as the 
welfare of the consumers of the country is concerned, it wou) 
be better for them for us to vote down this conference report 
and go on under the old Dingley rates? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is absolutely correct. Mr. 
Speaker, you can not keep a barber from talking to you when 
he shaves you, and the man who shaves me told me the other 
morning that in examining his grocery bill the Saturday night 
before he found the merchants in Washington were marking up 
the prices on everything that a man has to eat or drink in order 
to live [applause on the Democratic side], and I would as lief 
believe a barber as one of these Republican expert mathema- 
ticians. I want to show how deceptive some things are. It is 
claimed that the rates have been put down on more articles 
than they have been raised on. 

Mr. STANLEY. Before the gentleman leaves this question 
of the increase in the rates, I understand that the method of 
valuation has been changed, especially as to the ad valorem 
rates. The method of valuation, I understand, under this bili! 
will be different from that under the previous bill, at least 
different from that recommended by the President, and I under- 
stand that it will have a very material effect, and there will be 
an actual raise, while it is not apparent on the face of the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I understand that is true. I have 
not examined into that enough to really elucidate. I say it is 
asserted that the rates have been decreased on more articles 
than they have been raised on. I neither affirm nor deny that, 
because I have not sufficient information to form a belief. I have 
not had time to figure it out. It is claimed that therefore there 
is a decrease in the rates. Nothing could be more fallacious. 

THE NUMBER OF INCREASES AND DECREASES, 

No greater misleading information can go to the public thana 
mereenumeration of thenumber of items that have been decreased. 

Many of these are relatively and many more absolutely un- 
important. In the chemical schedule there were many de- 
creases, but all relatively small in comparison. 

For instance, the actual decreases of taxation on 59 items 
resulted in the following savings: 


Item 
Item 
Item 
Item 
Item 
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Item 
Item 
Item 
Item 
Item 
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Item 26 ee eee ww wwe oe oe eo ee ee eee eee eee 13, o~— 
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DEIN SI 4, dsicn ctisihstainae cnciviecpivenbentignelsttiipencnnneeanngeis ma tnniitemnmad mentiaeauve i > 
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Item 5 

Item 5 
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Item 

Item ! 

Item 9 21ers 

Item 10 ...ncceceuechaunaen Riecncdimummomumnetinnendiinentid 60, 432 
Total... ancccds li ntaichadinenanenncetimaanneme 772, 311 


Fifty-nine decreases averaged $2,423 each. 

‘Ten increases averaged $77,231 each. 

Yet they go to the country on the proposition that because 
they cut down the rates on more items in the chemical schedule 
than they raise them on, therefore there is a net reduction. Of 
course, if you add 25 per cent maximum ad valorem, it runs the 
taxes on the ten items up to about a million dollars, while it en- 
tirely wipes out the decreases and converts them into increases. 

Mr. BYRD. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
a moment? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. BYRD. Is it not a fact that the real tariff bill that we 
are voting on to-day is the schedules in the conference report 
plus the 25 per cent which takes effect next March? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is it. Just one word, Mr. 
Speaker, about the making of a tariff bill. Under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States there devolves upon the House of Rep- 
resentatives the duty of originating money bills. 

To accept such a thing as this conference report virtually de- 
feats that provision of the Constitution of the United States. I 
hope to live to see the day, whether I stay here that long or not, 
when there will come a House of Representatives to this Capitol 
which will stand up for its rights to really make the tariff bills 
of the United States, if they have to stay here continuously for 
two whole years, [Applause on the Democratic side.] I could 
go on and elaborate on these items in extenso, but it would per- 
haps be a waste of time and of strength. I want to give you 
some idea of how a tariff bill is made. Yesterday evening I 
clipped out of the Washington Times this article, which I am 
going to read. It is not very long, but it is very illuminating: 


With the closing days of the tariff session in sight and many of the 
schedules already agreed upon, scores of professional lobbyists are buy- 
ing tickets for home. The hotels are feeling the effect of the exodus, 
the expressmen are doing a land-office business, and Members of Con- 
gress are feeling some confidence in. being able to leave their committee 
rome — being held up every ten steps by some one who wants to 
Qik tariff, 

While there have been no scandals about the tariff lobbies, the lobby- 
ists have done enough entertaining to occasion the remark that “a 
pleasant time was had.” Some of the lobbyists have been in Washing- 
ton since the day the Ways and Means Committee held its first public 
hearing. Some of them have devoted their entire time to one particular 
schedule, while others have been working for half a dozen interests. A 
few of the lobbyists are lawyers, but most of them are either experts 
in a particular line or are former employees of the New York custom- 
house, thoroughly familiar with the workings of the tariff. 

former surveyor of the port of New York, who has been looking 
after several schedules, has lived at the most expensive hotel in Wash- 


APPENDIX. 
Comparison of the conference report with the Dingley law on all changed items. 
SCHEDULE A. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 






4705 


ington since last November. His expense account has been unlimited, 
his rsonal living expenses have cost him nothing, and he has been 


getting big fees. 
“When I return to New York,” said this lobbyist, “I will be 


$30,000 richer than I was the day Congress began tinkering with the 
tariff. So far as I am personally concerned, I would like to see Con- 
gress called together next October. One or two more tariff revisions 
will fix me financially so that I will retire and live on my income.” 

The free-hides lobby is generally admitted to be the biggest and most 
effective in Washington, but it is their boast that there is not a profes- 
sional in their ranks, and that their expense accounts will not show a 
single purchase of champagne. The smallest lobby in town is that 
conducted by Lucius Littauer, the glove manufacturer, of Gloversville, 
N. Y., and a former Member of the House, who has given his personal 
attention to the increased duty on women’s gloves. 


That is the newspaper article. That is what Horace Greeley 
would have called “mighty interesting reading.’ From -the 
morning of the 10th day of November down to last Thursday 
night lobbyists swarmed in Washington City; first a brigade, then 
a division, then a corps, then a full army. They were as pes- 
tiferous, if not as numerous, as the frogs, flies, and lice of 
igypt. [Applause on the Democratic side.}] The Washington 
Times informs us that, like the Arab, they are folding their 
tents and stealing away. It will not do to say that entertain- 
ing, even legitimate entertaining, in this delectable city has 
not had its influence on the results of the tariff rates in this 
conference report. It is well known to most of us that in the 
closing days of the Fifty-ninth Congress our Republican breth- 
ren could not get out of the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries a favorable report on the ship-subsidy biii. In 
the nick of time a sick member of that committee resigned 
and our affable friend, Hon. Lucius N. Littauer, of New York, 
was appointed in his place, and then things began to happen. 
The newspapers said that he gave a series of banquets and 
feasts which would have stirred with envy the breasts of Epi- 
curus and Lucullus. One day, so the papers said, a reporter 
met the late lamented- James E. Watson [laughter on the 
Democratic side], who was at that time the Republican whip, 
down in one of the corridors, and asked him how they were 
getting along with the report on the subsidy bill, and Watson 
said: “ Well, we will get a favorable report providing Littauer’s 
grub holds out.” [Applause and laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

And evidently Littauer’s grub did hold out, because they got 
a favorable report, rammed it through this House under whip 
and spur, and it was talked to death in another place. In 
this vast army of lobbyists there was every sort of a man 
except a fool. No fool is ever sent here to lobby. Nearly every 
one of them represented special interests, but there was nobody 
to represent the consumers of the land except the Senators 
and Representatives who assumed that task as a patriotic 
duty. In passing, it is one of the curiosities of tariff legisla- 
tion, I will say to my beloved friend from Illinois [Mr. Bov- 
TELL], that his “ultimate consumer” was incontinently and 
unceremoniously snuffed out by “a scholar in politics,” nameless 
here for evermore because of that rule of the House which pre- 
vents comment upon persons and their actions in a certain august 
body which consists of 8 less than 100 Members in this Capitol. 
But I wish to remind all Senators and Representatives that no 
man is fit to be a lawgiver for a mighty people who yields to the 
solicitations of the few who have access to us here and pays no 
attention to the interests of the vast multitude upon whom he 
will never set his eyes. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 
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Dingley rate. Conference rate. | duties. | Conference. 

PARAGRAPH 1, | Per cent. 
Borache aghG)...ussctvekantthabiidaddsessaéeceee Five cents......ceccccce a PE itencccnesdaancocoucecces: $29, 948 | 240 
Chrounis. Q00Ms . sc canta ebiisccndnucinewdscese SO BONEN ognc ds kee Wi dcucésncevesnd EE ddneadsckesnederscccceccccee 25 | 333 
LACS CUES « icccksstiatbatlsknincacssdthaces SUID ccc dia scent 4 ceteusosasiaind EL a 894 | 334 
Lactic acid, over 40 per cént ..............-+- MIN. J cdnewebekiapuncdsaaed Neen Teen Tn enh a334 
Oxalie acid... iccdecccdueeucte aL MED de nebecdeccencededatoqatebévespnbe tice a leeeecenaseees 145, 925 | Increase, infinite, 
Salicyile O688.. sccnsanacdesndeas ...| Ten cents Ett. dedenghages+ees cedebace 149 | 250 
Tannic acid ....... = ‘| NE Se ee 2, 283 | 230 
Gallie aGiG,....csccsaanemanes dupetidbigevécocce te inktnnadadecesadintse 1,829 | 220 
Tartare aG00 cists dain tnsekeksnes ct PEN aghnddbestececdusccccccence 579 | 228 

PARAGRAPH 2, 
Alcoholic compounds ..........20..--+- Jedeas Sixty — per pound and forty-five aay =r pound and twenty- | 1,081 | 419 

per cent. iv b 

PARAGRAPH 4. ; 
Bauxite ........ccecseiecs pebbbessceccebesers Six-tenths cent...........----.-.2+0+- Four-tenths cent ......-...--+-++++++- 110 | 233) 
Bauxite, over sixty-four per cent...... Six-tenths cent. .............sccseeeee Six-tenths Cent. ......2..cccceseceeee. 55 | Same; no change. 
ANGI, G0. scndinsntsubsnastiuasiedssclusdeelsd] CMD MMEOMMBaccoceccosescsccecccceees One-fourth cent ...........---+-+++++- 6, 268 | 250 
Alum, ete., over fifteen per cent.......... a ne Three-eighths cent...........0---+++|-eeeeneeees @25 

PARAGRAPH 5, | 
Ammonia sulphate..........cccccccosccoseeee! Three-temths Cemt .....0.0ceceeeeeceee| FPICC..cceccesececcecseeecscceeeeseseeelteeeenaseeeel 
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PARAGRAPH 6. 


Argols, crude 
Argols, refined 
Tartrate of soda 
Cream of tartar 


Blue vitriol 


PARAGRAPH Tl. 
ITT cnsmie ween s nnn nner ee ee eeee ne ee mene neenes 
Borates of lime 

PARAGRAPH 14. 
Chloroform 


PARAGRAPH 17. 


cesses nnnnneses eeebupeineennl 
Collodion, in sheets, etc 
Collodion, ‘finished, etc.............-- 


PARAGRAPH 19. 


PARAGRAPH 21. 
Bthers—sulphuric.... .....<ccncecccesascsencess 
Ethers—nitrous 
ee ae ee ee nail 
Ethers not specially provided for 

PARAGRAPH 22. 
©xtracts, quebracho, exceeding 28 degrees... 


PARAGRAPH 28. 


PARAGRAPH '29. 
RR IBND....n cnccccwscdtnmacnecscntiecneon oauiinital 


DINGLEY 85. 
‘Cottonseed oil 


Croton oil 


PARAGRAPH 85. 
Flax:seed oil 


PARAGRAPH .39. 
Peppermint oil 


PARAGRAPH 41. 


Opium, crude......... 
Opium, manufactured 
Opium, mo’ 
Opium,al 


hia 
oids, ‘salts of 


PARAGRAPH 42. 
Barytes, etc 

PARAGRAPH 46. 
Chromes, etc .. 


PARAGRAPH 47, 
DRSTE, GOB o vc ccc ccccdsosicccinnnoumenat 


ScuepuLe A—Continued. 


Dingley rate. 


| One. cent and one and one-half cent... 
| Four cents and five cents 


Five cents 
Three cents and four cents 


Twenty cents 


Fifty cents 

Sixty 

Sixty-five cents and twenty-five per 
eent. 





QOne-fourth:cent........<.<«+- boinpueioe 


Forty cents 

Twenty-five cents . ............0- ancl 
Two dollars 

One dollar 


ee 


One dollar 


Four and one-halficents............<. 


-| Poureents per.gallon ......-..<2n0.00- 


Twenty ceritsper gallon........... — 


Twenty cents per Gallon. ..........0-- 


Fifty cents:per pound...........-<...--- 


-| ‘One ddllar per ounce. 


One dollar per-ounce... 


Seventy-five cents per ton... 0.0.0. 





| Four and one-half cents.......... etna 





PARAGRAPH 48. 


Orange mineral 


PARAGRAPH 49. 
Red lead 


PARAGRAPH 50, 
Ultramarine blue 


PARAGRAPH 61. 


Varnishes . oe ceres cccecccewnes| 
Varnishes, spirit, ‘over 80 per cent 
| 

PARAGRAPH 62. | 

Vermilion 


PARAGRAPH 53. 
Withe BR cincnticinnncadinteesntikdncéiten eben i 


Three and five-eighths cents......... 


Twoand seven-eighths vents........4 


Three and three-fourths cents.... aid 


| whir five per cent. .......<..<- node 
One dollar and thirty-two centssand 
thirty-five per cent. 


PE Sic. Jc cacti wbiall 


Twoand seven-dighths cerits......... 


* Decrease. 


One and one-half cents ............2s]' 


Gonference rate. 


Five cents 
Three cents and four cents 


Five cents 


PHO COE 6 cccncdcepcccdeeessinnane j 
Two cents 


y cents 
Fortysive cents 
Bixty-five cents and thirty per cent... 


Three-twentieths cent .............0: 


oy eae eee oldsathéedl 
Wweklky: gente... . .1..<2..c0200ce 


‘One:dollar......... winded cociiniiabianes 4 


Ee aiplianin ania 4 


Three-fourths cent ........- panei 
Beventy-five cents....... oasis 
Two and one-halfcents ............-. 


ST icine cuncisiveacilbie aeaininnhaliinnhanay 


DR iecntiiceen chidisinattincbechiptnntigialiina 


Fifteen:cents per gallon. ..........0«4 


Pwenty Ave GeMts nocccocccscccsdsvcec 


One dollar and fifty cents...........: 
Two dollars 

One doHar.and fifty centsper ounce. - 
One dollar.and fifty cents,per ounce. - 


One dollar and fifty cent per ton... .. 


Four and three-eighths cents . 


Three. and.one-fourth.cents........... 


Two-and five-eighths cents 


Twenty-five per cetlt................ 
— eents and thirty-five per. 
cen 


Four and seven-eighthscents........ 


Two.and.one-half:cents 


Conference. 


—_— 


Per cent. 
‘Increase. 
#20 and 25 
aD 
a16 


2.50 


260 
250 and 66 


250 


220 
a% 
>18 
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\Conference 
Dingley rate. Conference rate. | duties. 
$$$ << 5 
PARAGRAPH 54. 
Whiting in Of]...ccccocvodeccedcccccccoccceses GOO CONG si diisd c 050 o6 civcecctiaves -«~--| One-half cent ....... bb secddsencscutse $18 | «59 
| 
PARAGRAPH 58, 
| 
Lead, acetate Of .......cccccccccccccccccccccss | Three and one-fourth cents .......... I in cntiecancndittiéeccccece 9% | ¢7 
Lead. DIOWE, GOBiececvasauetensssesscuctoccas | Two and one-fourth cents............ ee Ee ae cechnnn cecce $87 | 411 
Lead, nitrate G8 ..cce sesascdevncccvccsccacccss Two and one-half cents .............. Two and one-fourth cents............ 6,245 | 10 
Lead, litharge. .ccsccsecetectsdeciccvcccnccces Two and three-fourths cents ......... Two and one-half cents ............-.. 1,655 | 9 
PARAGRAPH 60. | 
Potash, ChrOMeMOG< spss soe Rededsecseccas cues PUI S, < 2a ssi oo ca cccncceedndd Two and one-fourth cents............ 212 | 233 
PARAGRAPH 61, | 
! } 
Potash, Chlorate... .cccceigecedccoces ccocccce Two and one half cents .............. DOR GUN. cctbesisecevecves cvcecesee 411 | 420 
PARAGRAPH 66. | 
PlastelS ccccccnccedesnsdabsdtesasedcccvccces Thirty-five per cent ............. e«e--| Twenty-five per cent................- 2, 367 | @ 28 
| } 
PARAGRAPH 67. | 
Perfumery: b si. 
With SIGQRE «cans scabacbdnctcccnencchences ln sie Mileanthiabhcacntilvenanbiaseeds enatinnes | Sixty cents and fifty per cent ........ 543, 683 | Infinive 
Withows GROGUis ode ccmdie cesades sccecesce ET Pe WES wide se echacescvcweencs SO nddecckssb i iocoscasciede 346, 464 | > 20 
PARAGRAPH 68. 
Bantomin ....s.dstegemeeiibnibdvtesecdveeses | One dollar..... pas whvedendsentdisenes UP UED saicketids sdcunasaaiedesqeee 4,117 | 450 
| 
PARAGRAPH 69. | 
Soaps, Medicated... ccssccccessceccscocccecece DMN octwith ceccadenaceesicces ePID wa nies ceagencoahede coces 241,447 | 933} 
PARAGRAPH 70. | 
Saleratus ...ccvconseeteeneSeessstccdeciccs BOO CIS CO ai assed cede cece Se OEIES cn codsdtccncudesses< } 850 | 216 
PARAGRAPH 71. 
Soda, Chrowsate. ..cscodissescbebdbccccccctasse NOIR iad cdte devia iceitceqeeeess One and three-fourths cents.......... 121 | 412} 
i | 
PARAGRAPH 72. 
Soda, crystal. ... sccseeusillabeneeccss<codsccesis +-Three-tenths cent .......cccccccccees SOE IEEE dodacsccdscasecdesces. | 319 | @ 5 
Soda, ChICGAh®. ...sscnacdpebuces cecdceccececse PE a.ntcc Kbnstocscceiiendsseuns or es OIE QUINN ons cc ccdiscecclcecccecccess a25 
PARAGRAPH 73. 
7 
Boda, hydrate .....65 csbadekdacdaeccccccngéces Three-fourths cent ..... eececcccocsess WMS RAIE COME 20.52. cocccccscccccccces 6,424 | 433} 
Soda, DItFitO. s.ccesagjepevecbhasveccccccapscoee | Two and one-half cents .............. i cadbshas phanscoscaessceces 15,151 | 20 
Soda, sulphide, thirty-five per cent less ...... EE Bbbndcc dug ibeddceccccccs EE SE eee } 5, 424 | 925 
Soda, sulphide, more than thirty-five percent.) GERD GO sittin tdindicccecccecce | Three-fourths cent ...............0-.- Sh eediadieaian ’50 
PARAGRAPH 74. 
Sal soda ..... :ccccenuneeeeienipeeiatantanaend ey I ee SINGIN deucicdcdhisachoocececes 1,100 | 420 
PARAGRAPH 75 
Soda ash ......cceaueevitaONEbesdh cccenseces One-fourth cent ..........ccce.ccccese Three-cighths Cent. .....- ccccccccsce- 25, 295 | 525 
Arseniate Of 80GB iieccsccdchusccescsecedeccese | One and one-fourth cents............ DN OIE 6 ons cnctnticcwewhdtscodencecs 1,685 | 420 
PARAGRAPH 76 | 
Silicate of s0Gt .cccasusabben ellis de cocccccceees 5 CURT Gi isa tte csesed desc dec cee | Three-eighths cent ..............c.0! 4,634 | 425 
PARAGRAPH 77. | | | 
Sulphate of GHB Sic ia tedidatcctcccedscoces One dollar and twenty-five cents per a | $,293 | 220 





PARAGRAPH 79. 


| ton. 


A nies ; 
Sponges, manufactured ..........cccccccceees} OR BOE GUE. cc dccccescnncsesdeccege 9, og 8 sail HM | 42 


Strychnis.... .ccskuieeetaabteseebasewcduece | Thirty cents per ounce............... Fifteen cents per ounce .............. 115 | 450 


PARAGRAPH 81, 
Sulphur ....cicdvagsnaa Gia hcabicces’ sees | Eight dollars per ton...............-- 


Eighty cents per ounce ............--. Twenty cents per ounce ............. 20 | 275 





7,888 | 250 








# Decrease. > Increase. 


SUMMARY. 


A ieee cochcneesdiiseieistieeh iepiniateeiahonenenetruiascechceeenimarsanennmenennen es 
A. meen a hi i eebdbbecoennensiennanmeccan= 


a a rt enn mannnenenesemnsenenee = 
2 CS ee ccmniiiinmemiitatiebbiiciidbamnaasamaamn hal coterie 


pe EE EE A a ee 
Oe Cee cake temennnane TERA LENA Senn nnn es Soe weones 


Or 5.63 per cent. 
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Comparison of the conference report with the Dingley law on ali changed items—Continued. 
SCHEDULE B. 


Dingley rate. 
PARAGRAPH 84. 


nebee bis la Forty-five per Cent ....cecccscseeeeee-| Thirty-five per Cent ..wcceessecceceess 
Forty-five per cent ..........-ses-0.-.| Thirty-five per Cent .....cccceccvceses 


Glazed fire brick ..... 
Glazed common brick 


PARAGRAPH 88. 


Plaster rock . wavecccacecccecccnnceees| Fifty cents per ton Thirty cents per ton.......... ehepeen 
Plaster rock ,ground . bak cabdiaenanneadt jawed | Two dollars and twenty-five cents...| One dollar and seventy-five cents.... 


PARAGRAPH 89, 


Pumice, manufactured ............ecccescsee- ie GRID on cccnccccsssantiunna e«<---| Seven dollars and fifty cents ......... 


Conference, 


ee 


220 
a22 


240 
22 


625 


Pumice, unmanufactured............0« apeess Fifteen per Cent. ....ccccccceces 
PARAGRAPH 91, 


Six cents and twenty per cent 


Thirty per cent...... 


Five cents and twenty per cent 


Gas retorts 
Carbon for electric lighting.......... eenvcces 


PEO CE cccgcecnnswtsdiboocundeseiiid pecces 
PARAGRAPH 99. 
Glass, unpolished 
PARAGRAPH 100. 
Glass, polished 
Glass, ground 
Glass, ground.........cc0«. eenecsucscecencvece 
Glass, ground 
PARAGRAPH 102. 


Giams, Cast, polished. ....ccsccocscccsee wpecnse 
Glass, cast, polished 


Glass, cast, polished 
PARAGRAPH 103. 


Glass, silvered 


Ee aS smouisei 


Glass, bent 


Glass, bent 


SE RB sik 0 cn pcpacctindaebieerncees onamatnos 


PARAGRAPH 111, 
DRE, DNR. cscczccicseccdtbscconscous scosee 
Marble and onyx, dressed 


Marble slabs, unrubbed 

Marble slabs, unrubbed 

Marble slabs, unrubbed 

Marble slabs, rubbed. ...... cccccccccccces eous 
Marble slabs. rubbed ............-ccces manadve 
Marble slabs, rubbed 

BORD GUA 000s cack cebtntdcannndeibncesl 


PARAGRAPH 114. 


Freestone, unmanufactured 


@ Decrease. 


: Eight cents per square foot..........| Ten cents 


Twelve cents and twenty per cent...| Ten cents and twenty per cent ...... 


Thirty dollars each 


Twenty per cent 
Ninety cents per one hundred 


be five cents per “one hundred 
Forty-five per cent ............. bounced Thisty-five per cent 


One and three-eighths to four and | One and one-fourth cents to four and 
three-eighths cents. one-fourth cents. 


Fifteen to twenty cents Twelve to fifteen cerits...........+--- 


r square foot..... 
Ten cents per square foot.......... --| Twelve and one-half cents per square 


oot. 
Thirty-five cents per square foot.....| Twenty-two and one-half cents per 
square foot. 


Eight cents per square foot Ten cents per square foot 

Ten cents per square foot........ —— — and one-half cents per square 

Thirty-five cents per square foot Twenty-two and one-half cents per 
square foot. 


Thirty-eight cents per square foot....| Twenty-five cents per 

Thirty-eight cents and five per cent..| Twenty-five cents and five per cent.. 

Eight to ten cents and five per cent..| Ten to twelve and one-half cents 
and five per cent. 

Thirty-five cents and five per cent...) Twenty-two and one-half cents and 
five per cent. 


| One — and fifty cents per cubic Sixty-five cents per cubic foot........ 


foo 
on Gollar and ten cents per cubic | One dollar per cubic foot 
oot. 
Twelve cents per foot ............ coos] ght cents per foot ......cccscceese os 
Fifteen cents per foot Ten cents per foot 
Eighteen cents per foot Twelve and one-half cents per foot .. 
Fiiteen cents per foot ...............-/ Ten cents per [00t.....cccccecssseeees 
Eighteen cents per foot ...... euboeees Twelve cents per foot 
Twenty-one cents per foot Fourteen and one-half cents per foot. 
One cent and twenty per cent /| One-fourth cent and twenty per cent. 


Twelve cents | Ten cents..... Svnecccceoesosoosévecees 


SUMMARY. 


Amount of Dingley duties, Schedule B 


Amount of decreases in conference 


Amount of conference duties, Schedule B 


Decrease over Dingley 


SCHEDULE C. 





PARAGRAPH 117. 
Iron ore 


Iron in pigs 
Scrap iron 


Bar iron, etc 


Conference rate. 


| 
Dingley rate. 
j 


Posty Cemts....ccccccccce — 


Fifteen cents 


| Four dollars a ton 


Two dollars and fifty cents a ton 
| Four dollars a ton 


Two dollars and fifty cents a ton 


| Three-tenths cent 
@ Decrease. 


b Increase. 


+100 


a7 
a5 


823 | 995 
55, 254 | @22 
615 | 210 


a3 


220 
520 
625 


9° 


59, 007 


Conference, 


Per cent. 


| e387 
| 0374 


1, 359, 180 
54, 607 


11, 985 | «50 
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Comparison of the conference report with the Dingley law on all changed items—Continued. 
ScuepuLts C—Continued. 
- eh: SR ee 7 
Dingley rate, Conference rate. “ates. Conference, 
— uiisiiadadiiniiiaiaiiiaeiii seetittinihiiinieimteaaiti eon 
PARAGRAPH 120. Per cent 

In Colle; CBD sdececscsentensnbety a $773 | «25 , 

In dhab@ico-ccaseatiel a a eacssnequanadl INOUE. san cacenccanceod | 100 | 20 

Charcoal ..... oiiactiquiiigialnkiamemees cocqnenced BO EES cccccatcceceses coccccce] MME GORIRTS......cccccee Rncouocmaiimaain 295, 012 | #33} 

PARAGRAPH 121. 

Structural iron.....--. ene eneransceeedsceccres Five-tenths cent............+---------| Four-tenths cent..... sewecccceccecees 137,437 | #20 

PARAGRAPH 122. 

Boiler iron: . : 
Value 1 to 2 cents ......... asSecccccwoned Six-tenths cent...................----| Five-tenths cent ....... hamish deweedl 2,970 | 416 
Value 1 to 3 cents ...... dbcecccoseose o--+-] One Cent .........--.-eeenee eoeseee--| Six-tenths cent...... etentoencededdeil 255 | 440 
Value above 3 cents........... Sovsadineba Twenty-five per cent................. POE WE OO hnsis sitccccnsese ssa | 44 | 220 

| 
PARAGRAPH 123. 
ANChOTS ...ce-eeeeesceeeeees patio nnevceccensess One and one-half cents .............. 644 | 433} 
FOPgiNQS ...cceeeeennecetgecccoeeccccccceneces Thirty-five per cent ........ 57,081 | 74 
PARAGRAPH 124. 

Hoop iron, 10-gauge ...... ee buascedpinied Five-tenths cent ...... patieewsennasil OIE. ccm ecntmuncens 623 | «40 

Hoop iron, 20-Gange........--+-esee.---eeeeee Six-tenths cent............ ecatannenng POUR SOTIENS COME... cc cccccccccccccess 14 | 33} 

Hoop iron, thine?........----+-seee-eseeeeee Eight-tenths EE Gaicnendeeien tenn a a a 779 a2 

Hoop iron, flaT@@........ccccccccccccccccwcces Six-tenths to seven-tenths cent ...... Five-tenths to six-tenths cent........ 40 | ¢25 to 38 

Steel Dam « cccqankecabebdes -sBbehoccccanecas Three tosixcentsand twenty percent.| Thirty-five per cent .................. 4,438 | 027 

PARAGRAPH 125. 
Hoops for COttOM ......-++0+-eeeeneeeseseeceee Five-tenths cent ..........-.... ecccce! Three-tenthe Cemt......cc.ccccses+--.-- 2,150 | «40 
PARAGRAPH 126. | 
Ratiroad WAGE. s .angasscuapets anpesseccoeancess Seven dollars and eighty-four cents..| Three dollars and ninety-two cents.. 15,441 | #50 
Railroad fishplates ......-....seeeee-seeeeee Four-tenths cent ...................-- Three-tenths cent... ..............-.- | 1,628 | 425 
PARAGRAPH 127. 
| 
Sheets, 10 GUN skdscenchh coc ddpecosececasaces | Seven-tenthscent ......... Gactinenmand i it crnttieiennnn 5,754 | 28 
Ghosts, 9B MUNMOsccessc setdwccbbosoccccecooced Eight-tenths cent .................... EEE | 2,273 | 25 
Sheets, 32 GAUGEC........-.--+---0---eeeee-----| ONC and one-tenth cents. ............. TEIS Ie COMIEEND CBMG 2... ccc cccccccccccs. | No import. 
Sheets, thimme?.........ccccscccccccccccccccee Oneand two-tenths cents ............ Nime-CemtRs Cems .......cccccccecsses. No import. 
Sheets, corrugated ....... Siti nies miiaiad atnaitinine tend One and one-tenth cents ............. | i  acetaduoeoes 21 | #27 
Sheets, corrugated ..... aA edeiekeendsaeded NINE Sosa eked ccdicccoces Thirty-five per cent .................. | 70 | > Infinite, 
Sheets, COCLUGIATE acndccaqeccenpstnoccccnccstd Seven-tenths to one cent............. | Five-tenths to cight-tenths cent...... 993 | 425 to 28 
PARAGRAPH 128. 
Sheets, galvanized ..... 4 eee Sipiiandetaal Eight-tenths to one and one-tenth | Seven-tenths to one cent............. 2,344 
cents. | 
Sheets, corrugated ........... Posdiweccp aban One and one-tenth cents............. eS Doe sac ds anctind 1,199 | 29 
PARAGRAPH 129. | 
Sheets, polltietssss cecedscdechcccnccs cee ee ee eee Oneand one-half cents. .............. | 2,079 225 
Sheets, PONISE ccsedeccaceqsedpceccccecaccces Nine-tenthstooneand one-tenthcents| Seven-tenths to one cent........ nae 1 a22 
GShects, GON SOM n bats ddacckccccctcndccces Nine-tenths tooneand one-tenth cents} Seven-tenths to one cent............. | 1,395 «18 
PARAGRAPH 130. | 
Sheets, coated...... I a a Oneand one-half cents............:.. | One and two-tenths cents ............ 1, 69 0 
| } | 
PARAGRAPH 131. | 
Steel ingots, 1 cent . dices ccccccess denteaena | Three-tenths cent ...... guisnuttinaceud | Seven-fortieths cent.................. 44,563 440 
Steel ingots, 144, cents ........ Seocsece coccecce | Four-tenths cent. .........-.....-...- | Three-tenths cent. ...............-... 3, 498 25 
Steel ingots, 1v, CNS ....2.cccccaccccccceces | Six-tenths cent. .............-......-. nettles ceccdlcemnawens 
Steel ingots, 2,4, cents ............ aeceesceues | Seven-tenths cent... ..........-cccee- eT a wehenwesed 1,869 @14 
CROCE RE Shc due cesccccccccececes I oo 6 oh ekcwauaeewat | ng oaliccndcnseessacene 21,644 ell 
roel INSSGR 4 Coin adsciwccccscucceccocces | One and two-tenths cents ............ One and one-tenth cents ............. | 12,365 | 49 
Steel ingots, 7 cents..........s000---- wnticene | One and three-tenths cents ....... .--| One and two-tenths cents ............ | 44,327 | 29 
Steel ingots, 10 cents .........swencesseeeee 00s) BREE eincdenmrewesqnseeuesccceses | One and nine-tenths cents. .......... | 247, Of 9 
Steel ingots, 18 COM B ..casde.ceseces...ccccese | Two and four-tenths cents ........... Two and three-tenths cents.......... 12, 641 9 
Steel ingots, 16 cents . .........02.0...-cccccee Two and eight-tenths cents .......... Two and seven-tenths cents.......... 7,487 | #9 
Geeel Mets MON ii hc dees dccsuscccéccscd | Four and seven-tenths cents......... Four and seyen-tenths cents ......... | 247, 499 0 
All above this are increased very much. 
Sheets partially manufactured ............... Three-tenths to fourandseven-tenths | Seven-fortieths to fourandsix-tenths 32, 25 to 40 
| ents. cents. 
Ghects peti sc diadicsddatch<ccaccncctcsce- Three-tenths to four andseven-tenths | Seven-fortiethsto fourand six-tenths 1,451 | @9 to 40 
| cents, } cents, 
PARAGRAPH 132. 
Shee! WORN sian clon se pc cccswesicccten Pedaccculeesencscccccccccccesccccocece seeeceeeess| FOrty Pe? CONG. .....-.-eeeeeeesee eee eer es ot Increase, infinite. 
| 
PARAGRAPH 133. i 
Grit, GGk, Gai arin ceaatsabacbbtteseekddw scsi Aoncccccccace eosetobececéenaseeseée sitaall RIP GED dc edcdacdcctstdweccccccc cece: Seatugebnase Increase, infinite. 
PARAGRAPH 134. 
3 | 
Wire rods, four cemtes. .i25.<.o2.. 2... .ccoeee Four-tenths cent .............. ahameael Thaved-teriths Cont ......<cccvcescececse. 117, 420 | 425 
Wire BOGE, GUGR GUUS GUNG. wh. «oc. ccccccecces | Three-fourths cent ............... cic cnnne damawnapenecoccal 2,792 | «20 
Wi80, CRE pirccwsscamebatousccuvcequeces Bo nee ON OO ee | 2/| @11 
Wine, CORRS sscchondilehsn bike cndedlecess PD GUNG oo ok acc ccsnccdcccopen Eight-tenths cent .................... 2,576 | ell 
PARAGRAPH 135. | 
; 
Round wire (second)..... Siwdueweberiangoeces One and one-half cents. ........... ---| One and one-fourth cent .............| 28,074 | 216 
ROO IR Stinhunitiuhinosnisiwdececs One and one-fourth cents. ........... I re oe sae ecece 16, 292 | #20 
Roune ob ak.) SOI TR eR I Bite Sins ctinetheké< conned One and three-fourths cents........-- $8,508 | @123 
tound wire, not specially provided for...... I rinccrekttenscocenndéuns Thirty-five per cent ............-- ..| 225,180 | #12) 





ai 
fy 
i" 
, 
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Comparison of the conference report with the Dingley law on all changed items—Continued. 
ScHEDULE C—Continued. 


| 
: nference! 
| Dingley rate. Conference rate. ~~ Conference. 


a 
PARAGRAPH 135—continued. 


| Per cent, 
Forty-five per cent | Thirty-five per cent @ 12} 
| One and one-fourth cents more One cent more 


PARAGRAPH 
SiRte GAS PIACOS. «6.0.00 cdi vec cpanccnsenscebecss One cent more | Four-tenths cent more 
Saw plates | One-half cent more | One-fourth cent more 
PARAGRAPH 
NG. ... . +s nndnh enon aoe SS | One and seven-eighths cents......... | One and five-eighths cent 
PARAGRAPH 
One cent 
PARAGRAPH 


Blacksmith hammers ..........cccccceeess ...| One and one-half cents .............. One and three-eighths cents 


PARAGRAPH 
BK its 


PARAGRAPH 
Cast-iron pipe 
PARAGRAPH 
Castings, malleable 
PARAGRAPH 
Cast hollow ware 


PARAGRAPH 


Chains, } inch.... One and one-eighth cents............ Seven-eighths cent 
CORI, 33 BREED, «2. cccnvosnenenhecessoantens | One and three-cighth cents One and one-eighth cents 
Chains, #; inch............ sismnpheeeesinnee One and seven-eighth cents.......... One and six-eighth cents 


PARAGRAPH 


Boiler tubes | PWC COWS ov iiews dccccbsswecasdlscdsnes One and one-half cents 
Gee SURRROND 0 Bib iin dasenswenesdanana | Two and one-half cents.............. Two cents 

Tubes, n. s. p. f | Thirty-five per cent Thirty per cent 

Tubes for cycles | Thirty-five per cent . Thirty per cent 


PARAGRAPH 


Razors, $1.50 dozen Fifty cents and fifteen per cent Seventy-two centsand thirty-five per 

cent. 

Razors, $3 dozen One dollar and fifteen per cent One dollar and forty-four cents and 

thirty-five per cent. 

Razors, more . | One doljarand seventy-five centsand | One dollar and eighty cents and 
twenty per cent. | thirty-five per cent. 


Swords, etc | Thirty-five per cent Fifty per cent..........cccce enbdabaes 


Knives, tab! | Sixteen cents.......cccecccecscodccces BL Serer re 
Knives, deerhorn AE coxn esse éngsinpeeoode onth Ten cents 

Knives, bone NE si cnnnninndeses ssinaesnoans | Four cents 

Knives, other One and one-half cents .............- | One cent 

Knives, ni. 8. p. f Forty-five per cent | Forty per cent 

I navedanncenccaneetiadamnisedtiu Forty-five percent Forty per cent 


PARAGRAPH 155, 





Pilar, M6 IMGNAB.... onc cnccccccibscteccccsgesses Co ee ee ane | Twenty-five cents 

Files, 44 inches ............ —eaunaanae Socgaaesd ok, Se a? : Forty-seven and one-half cents 
POR, F ONG. n so oc svecingncias cduwcceesesads Seventy-five cents.............. Rossen Sixty-two and one-half cents 

Pihen, over 7 UCR. os o5.y os da bndesccvegusive | One dollar | Seventy-seven and one-half cents.... 


PARAGRAPH 159. | 
CURIE ied asaceddsienJdoremeekanscneneae Six-tenths cent Four-tenths cent 
FEGRNONNOG WEE bonne cuicab tiawadinsenenabacds | Two and one-fourth cents............ | One and one-half cents 
i ; 


PARAGRAPH 160. 


PARAGRAPH 


Wire nails One-half cent 
Wire nails \ One cent 


Spikes One cent Three-fourths cent 
One cent | Three-fourths cent 
EOD wi napecccestthassiS acddusdsceseuas ‘ One cent ' Three-fourths cent ..............0. see 


PARAGRAPH 165. 


Ca cin int tated wiaventnendcnbeseenibinns One and one-fourth cents ............ Five-eighths cent 
Gan ttdinatnesatniscuietacnedsanst<osen One and one-half cents............... Three-fourths cent 


PARAGRAPH 
Steel plates : Twenty-five per cent.............. «.. Twenty per cent 
PARAGRAPH 


Rieti thticeanonnsciabnndamneanee ities | Two cents One and one-fourth cents 
* Decrease. > Increase. 
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Comparison of the conference report with the Dingley law on all changed items—Continued. 
ScHeputs C—Continued. 





























Dentesenedl 
Dingley rate. Conference rate. duties. | 
7_—-_e _ | 
PARAGRAPH 168. 
Croad-CUt GMB bbb cc cc ccc csasecccccsccccs wcces od CONES ...... cece ccceewcesccecscces ER rncnnvedadgpegsenqnnecies $371 | 
Mill GAWS. ..cccccgeccceccoccccsosee eres ceeees Ten cents............... ee anil STE ncn csececscesecccesecweed No import. 
TT en Sa PE emccevecocccecctbbebacunal sc csenncedisivddinioeeequete 39 
Circular ...ccsscescaaesedoemitcecesee ceed Twenty-five per cent................- ST I ncwar dcandveccosheced 77 
Steel DANA.....-ccccccccccccccecccccccccewecss | Ten cents and twenty per cent....... Five cents and twenty per cent...... 489 
PARAGRAPH 169. 
SCTOWS. ccc cccccccccccccoovcesocconsapocsoseses i kis Cc emeanneaaednked TE canta cnekweessguaweeent 17 
ee § RE ihnaninconsscummnnettitee weed ( °)  2serleanaaibaepgege, 30 
RerOWhccac« cocceceaiabsbambeapacesaceseeewd Eight and one-half cents............. A dntidnansdnddenescadeneee 23 
PARAGRAPH 171. | 
Railway Wheels .........-<---0eeseesseeeeeees | One and one-half cents ...........--- One and one-fourth cents ............ 67, 646 
PARAGRAPH 172. | 
i 
AlomiDUl .. hunbeadd och sibseweseccceccconeses | Hight cents... ......ccccccccccccccccecs DDL, ina dqgecessneacsnterececucs 90, 461 
Aluminum Plates 22... cccccvcccccccccccccccoe] TMIPtCEN COMES ...........cccccvcceced aa 1, 205 
PARAGRAPH 173. 
AntimGitt.,. <camsadnbteetdtnednccccccccoces Three-fourths cent ...........02--++- One and one-half cents_.............. 176, 349 
PARAGRAPH 178. } 
8 | Seventy-five cents............0+..--0 Be aac ntarecdictécctécesececed 757 
PARAGRAPH 179. 
Bullies. ...cecdedesonsssetebagacecsccscsesess | Five cents and thirty per cent ......- Five cents and thirty per cent........ 33, 862 
Embrviderias.. cwowwwwvcssewcccscec cess scascoed Bg a Se ee eee | Fifteen cents and sixty per cent ..... 148, 362 
| | 
PARAGRAPH 180. | 
Hooks af8 GUGB enacensngtneteneneenemsacerd Five and one-half cents and fifteen | Four and one-half cents and fifteen 1,681 
per cent. | percent. | 
PARAGRAPH 182. 
Lead Gr0s8.... sees. ceccseessesececesccccceces Two and one-eighth cents............ t... ee 485, 537 
Lead in theetesscdiss OR eee Sesdine oc wees Two and one-half cents .............. | Two and one-cighth cents ........... 8, 576 
| 
PARAGRAPH 183. | | 
Monasite GWG. cee. ice Minbeebak ccc ccvcasesed FON is edtStR Ale al duidcassied | x PING bh dn cds deeb eccecesdcenccccd \No import. 
PARAGRAPH 184. | | 
PorseheGll aincusiia ds lie dikddncidcwesecensss Sy Gs c. ccccick concn cemmanindl , Biv adn ut eddavatibbnandenss 63, 150 
PARAGRAPH 187. 
Dare catia enti nctenntee x0 Twenty-five per cent..............-.1 Five cents gross and twenty-five per 7, 568 
cent. j 
PARAGRAPH 192. 
Watch movements, 7 jewels................-- Thirty-five cents and twenty-five per | Seventy cents ..............-...--.-.. 614, 028 
} cent. 
Watch movements, 11 jewels................- | Fifty cents and twenty-five per cent. One dollar and twenty-five cents..... | 25, 038 
Watch movements, 15 jewels................. | Seventy-five cents and twenty-five | One dollar and eighty-five cents ..... 108, 265 
per cent. | 
PARAGRAPH 193 
ZING OFS .. nnn an cs apeatedbteipdessces. TWO BOD BOB isedinn 000s ecccccnsese Ds eduntdbatiblinkeataneseccucests 67, 420 
The new classification makes it im possi- 
ble to compare exactly. 
PARAGRAPH 194. | 
OO eee | One and one-half cents .............. | One and three-eighths cents ......... 16, 021 
Same TE NNN SAME TAA ER kn ccccecéccevcces SF ccdntneacebenasamnds chenaions One and one-half cents..............-. 1,127 
. “ Decrease. a " R ‘ \ > Increase. 
SUMMARY. 
Amount of Dingley duties, Schedule C__.....____._._-.._-_.__. ___-__---_- = 
Amount ef Ga ee : 
Ce scien ednaeenep en enincnadiaebncienens: 
Sasa a icici ca i a a ed eee cine ereeen 
Amount of conference duties, Schedule C_._.._...._.---~-----~---~--- 
NII ee etree ene cotinine nigieliiiitebemadinasadin 
Or 6.65 per cent. 
SCHEDULE D 
Fh Sox | etre. | eine! : 
. ti } . ‘ - Conference 
Dingley rate. Conference rate. duties. 
a ees eee saeenetnanattlliatinatetnatatity 
PALAGRAPH 200. | 
ee ee ee | One cent . seen therineiisitladiin aii tinincnpuaaimas tail IED ckc:c, sccottmieninindsinebidyeienting $1, 917 
| 
PARAGRAPH 201 
! 
oe = lamber—whitewood, a a b Ome Gabler. .....ccsccccccccccccccccecs inte eneaadeaakiweces 5, 888 
- 266 ten ane rnc candbieecdiibacdenacccccce NID shinies bite inn eernen One dollar and twenty-five cents - 1, 074, 173 
Pianed icbes tit dintidinaaneahnindsneed | Two dollars to four dollars........... One dollar and seventy-five cents to 58, 697 
| two dollars and seventy-five cents. 
PARAGRAPH 204. | 
sa = 
POUR BOI aii idntiiihis divas esestenees I MAT CORD i dices cntecess che dieul BI OUD ccccnccansesceenecedcoses 57,082 | 


* Decrease. 


Conference. 





Per cent. 
216 
e220 
a% ? 
@20 


216 


a2} 
216 
a6 


639 


e11 
«16 


a 33} 


ne 
on 


616 


627 


611 
b11 


Increase, infinite. 


as 
a25 
a<tntnn See 
fle 1, 983, 770 
19, $27, 414 
542, 982 
20, 370, 396 
i, 440, 788 
Conference. 
Per cent. 
a50 
@a50 
@ 37} 
350 
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Comparison of the conference report with the Dingley law on all changed items—Continued. 
ScuHeputs D—Continued. 


Dingley rate. 


Conference rate. Conference 


mm Ty 


nv | 
Clapboards | One dollar and fifty cents 
Fence posts Ten per cent 


Twenty-five cents ......... 


| Thirty comts. ...0scccccccce 


PARAGRAPH 212. | 

Osier, prepared | Twenty per cent 

Osier, manufactured | Forty per cent....... 
| 





@ Decrease. 


neaaieeeee DOOR COUR cs. cecticdvosewsusss< beeen 183, 727 


Shobesebeetk Dele OU i asdnioen oimmenentaniates 441, 883 


Twenty-five per cent 


Seiinabaas Forty-five per cent 


6 Increase. 
SUMMARY, 


Stee, WE Ty cities cB hte ces assen on cc scascaven scp pcan ene Dela ua eh $3, 705, 024 


Amount of conference decreases 


Amount of conference duties 
Decrease over Dingley 


Or 15.53 per cent. 


Dingley rate. 


PARAGRAPH 216. 
Refined sugar 


Saccharine 


Amount of conference bill duties, Schedule E 


ScHEDULE BE. 


exntaneal 


Conference rate. duties. 


| Sixty-five cents 
@ Decrease. 
SUM MARY. 


764, 984 
2, 940, 040 
1 re > 


Conference. 


$60, 338, 523 


2, 657 


60, 335, 866 


BOGCTOREO QUGP TOR cchesitcceercdin tibnctititeecindninm ct lnatihncagiie ee $57 


Or four-thousandths of 1 per cent. 


SCHEDULE F. 


Dingley duties, $26,125,037. 
There were no conference changes. 


Dingley rate. 





PARAGRAPH 234, 


Buckwheat flour Twenty per cent........... 


SCHEDULE G. 


Conference rate. 


Paar ce 


éédvcoccce Twenty-five per cent ............. osee 


| Forty-five cents per ninety-six pounds.| Forty cents per one hundred pounds. 


| Three cents.......... ececes 


PARAGRAPH 262. 
PUNE Cnn 6 dn bac st cntédan ccntnbansonacances | 
Peas, dried 
Peas, split 


sacvectwens Two cents 


| Stxtecn Ginn cs dcucdocwwsdi sacuws oe 


Twenty-five cents 


Stocks, cherry Fifty cents and fifteen per cent One dollar 
PE BEOIS. G00 i cdiainnte aces oatas witceniien | One dollar and fifteen per cent Two dollars 


PIER 6 nccntascideagudlitnsseccocsendhaake Two and one-half cents... 


PARAGRAPH 


Two cents...... 
One-half cent 





Twenty cents 


hkimslt ENED aie niabvecietéawad 


PARAGRAPH 279 


Twenty-five cents 


éossosnseee One and one-half cents ....... wise 


Pineapples in barrels .| Seven cents cccccccccccese| Eight cents...... occcccdoesecosoes 
Pineapples in bulk............... ntinanb se cckntocsinces weseeeeesseee| Eight cents 


* Decrease. 


eo en ee ee 
Twenty-five cents 4 
er ; 


Conference. 
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Comparison of the conference report with the Dingley law on all changed items—Continued. 
ScHEDULS G—Continued. 
Dingley rate. Conference rate. \ “duties. Conference. 
PARAGRAPH 2384. 
3 Per cent. 
Bacon and hams ........0cececcscccsccccs «---| Five cents....... eink dees sae cendeh POU CUM ccuentcenddeesccecedcscoccse $19,017 | 420 
PARAGRAPH 285, 
Veal, CC .. ccosercocesdeendesntstccocesasents OE ccccceccecceseves ecseceeces-| One and one-half cents .............. 15, 036 | 425 
PARAGRAPH 288, | 
Lard. ...csssesenaaes etatnddbwesasqcauces anadood DUO OE cece dcencecccce ecccccecescss|] One and one-half cents. ............0. 60 | 425 
| 
PARAGRAPH 290. 
Tallow ....0s<caseeeneen Udit medienys Three-fourths cent ................ OS SOE a 2,106 | ¢33} j 
WO0] BTCASC ...- ++ eeweneeeneeeeeeeees seeeeeees One-half cent........... eoceccee cocee-| One-fourth Cent..........cccccccsccce 35,068 | 250 
"1 PARAGRAPH 291, 
Chicory. ...-cescecesesedibocdedes Savscccececs ee éecccecccocee) Onoand ome-halé Comte... ccceccce sees 40,667 | >50 
Chicory, GTOUMB. ccc vsdedbendbdndsdececce --.-| Two and one-half cents........ anode I ike snp nctnccenennstniecess 18,660 | 520 
PARAGRAPH 295, 
Saltin bags........ Sih detdetenedases Twelve cents Eleven cents 82,815 | @8 
Salt in bulk Eight cents............- RE Rc ccccncssconcauenceccencecs 102,706 | 412} 
PARAGRAPH 296. 
Common stamUlis céccstnitecedccsevceveccccuss One and one-half cents............... ia cdctnccnesddchdcemséicenese 15,921 | 233} 
PARAGRAPH 297, 
Dextrine .cccancesessduubedsecs Seeceoeecocecce WO GE chctacnsetedsceccececccececs One and one-half cents..............- 72,303 | #25 
ey * Decrease. > Increase. din 
SUMMARY, 
Amount 6 Ti ID ii en epeomenncnniecameann a cl halla cl ca nipchniiaqueinglalmenaengidememoamill $19, 181, 887 
Amount 66) Gn ei seendicteenenanenpamneon, sal ae cia el ait cient enilanineiincnamedanintinieamiieianlaims 108, 691 
eee « 19,073,196 
Dee, Giarchi cnnieitapadinpeininiiipipiscmcices i etviean hte temas etna aalianegesninegmimnieicl 1, 381, 450 
oa csc niietipnyieninnerneecpsinen ancenstigin cent atnennsahith anbientgeren snethctilinantesabaiaietbenseaitaaipiaeittinmanemenenagin — 454, 646 
Terrence Ce alec anid Stipa leh inlet anineteh natinndhicevibiaessenimet emanenenan ner ees lagen ee memereseney ae a 1, 272, 759 
Or 6.63 per cent. 
SCHEDULE H. 
a ~aonbciintyhlediatciaiatinatai . inca 
. 
| Dingley rate. Conference rate. | “duties. "| Conference. 
PARAGRAPH 297, | | Per cent 
Brandy ...c.cconaucunpdaugnandaqageavcechosece One dollar and seventy-five and two | Two dollarsand sixty cents.......... $1,527,477 | 44 i 
| dollars and twenty-five cents. \ 
Alcohol ...ccascsuassnabnan aed Aecécooccedseuves } One dollar and seventy-five and two | Two dollars and sixty cents.......... 203,881 565 
: dollars and twenty-five cents. 
Gin ... .covecsesnneneeen eptintatbdenneatne tenes | One dollar and seventy-five and two | Two dollars and sixty cents.......... 2,173,295 515 
cai | dollars and twenty-five cents. 
Bpitite ...cccsqudnebaindtansshesesceanees One dollar and seventy-five and two | Two dollars and sixty cents.......... 4,249,241 515 
dollars and twenty-five cents. 
PARAGRAPH 299. 
Compounds ..<ccduebtelibsdekabsodhsccchscecs | One dollar and seventy-five and two | Two dollars and sixty cents.......... 65, 622 
| dollars and twenty-five cents. | 
PARAGRAPH 300. - 
Cordials . ..cc: cahsebaiienh tadesctnesenebionse | One dollar and seventy-five and two | Two dollars and sixty cents.......... | 1,566, 665 | 
: | dollars and twenty-five cents. 
Vermatth <3 senbniewenincasccsccccsbeanes Thirty-five and forty cents........... Two dollars and sixty cents.......... 21,131 | 5550 
Vermawthh, Sty Radic Dice cocescscctccvaes | Sixty-two cents and one dollar and | Two dollars and sixty cents.......... 276, 364 | > 200 to 400 
' twenty-five cents. 
Vermuth, im @XCOSS .........cceececeeees ---.-| Four and five cents per pint.......... Two dollars and sixty cents.......... | 109 } 
PARAGRAPH 302. | 
BAY TUM. .ncck Heb eeeee a bedes céccdaccdocece One dollar and fifty cents ............ One dollar and seventy-five cents.... 2,357 | 516 
PARAGRAPH 303. | | 
ed te eee ee Two to eight dollars per dozen....... | Two dollars and forty cents to nine 4, 085, 679 
dollars and sixty cents. 
PARAGRAPH 304. 
Wine im Gp Thizty-five to forty cents............. | Forty-five cents per gallon ........... 612} 
14 DOP CONG GNESI Scan dcachsdese¥s occeavcects Thirty-five to fifty cents..............| Sixty cents ...................2.------ 2, 71 
Wine in bottles or jugs..........sc..2..sssess Eighty cents to one dollar and twen- | Ninety-two and one-half cents to | 
a ty-five cents. one dollar and eighty-five cents. | 
Wite 90 GUUURIIhtescdins be cdcccsecccasctess Four to five cents per pint ........... SER COMES 0c cccccccccccccccccccccccces 1,792 | >50 
PARAGRAPH 305, 
Malt liquors : | 
Bin WRN cde deca thahdedndecsccécccee NEEL th 6honestdceeediaggequsans EE dddbacwss cededtwodsec 904,925 125 
SO UR ila GI, COMB io cccccccncpoceddssiunens Twenty-three cents .................-. 1, 186,920 | 615 
j 
PARAGRAPH 306. ' | 
Malt extenet....c<c.ssec.esese eccccccccccecces Twenty to forty cents ................ Twenty-three to forty-five cents......| 1, 926 
PARAGRAPH 307, | 
CREE JONND. cregicicistioes ewes ee ee iil anne oie se I nes 64,692 | 616 
PRUS PENNS vicieusideuubbabesediccsscccesswce i bnivasheughdusseccognenaaan cbse canetdscdcene | $2,957 | >16 
ere ihr SS SSS se —EEE 
> Increase. 


SUMMARY, 
I ewe ewnenneanenenson $16, 318, 22 
Cee ee enn (A Seed 4, 387, 149 
__ 4, 387, 149 | 
Amount of conference revenue, Schedule H_.....-----------.----------- Sascccndacancanalesenensaeswesoosewcnnce -~ 20, 705, 366 


Increase over Dingley___._______ oe eo ae aa ON ee a iineeen el aidentnentandoentinoerchainearenenenramnc sancti 4, 387, 149 
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Comparison of the conference report with the Dingley law on all changed items—Continued. 
SCHEDULE I. 


| Dingley rate. Conference rate. Copepanee Conference. 


1 
PARAGRAPH 313. | 


Cotton yarn | Three cents and one-fifth cent..... ---| Two -_ a half cents and one-sixth $18,800 | 411 
cent. 


Per cent, 


PARAGRAPH 315. 


Cotton cloth. This paragraph is a marked 
increase on the Dingley law. How much 
can not be estimated. The value classifi- 
eation in all cotton-cloth paragraphs will 
increase the rate materially. It is esti- 
mated that the duties under these para- 
graphs will increase the Dingley para- 
graphs fully $500,000. 


PARAGRAPH 328. 


CIR. 6 cette ei cncs cc nepooccatéath Fifty cents and fifteen percent ......| Seventy cents and fifteen per cent ... 
Stockings, $1.50 dozen “| Sixty cents and fifteen per cent Eighty-five cents and fifteen percent. 
Stockings, $2 dozen Seventy cents and fifteen per cent ...; Ninety cents and fifteen per cent .... 


* Decrease. 


SUMMARY. 
Amount of Dingley duties, Schedule I ‘ $14, 291, 026 
I ra a catenin cain eeepnciineninitinticicntigtiniegirneancniemntarenctersissingiiadglialinlelR Na. cette teenies iidibiindaninthentbibite tbl ditnladsliggiiisainnistieantgtminsiia unin naailldl 737 


289 
, 823 


Amount -of -com@oremen 6s ~<a ni ie iene pearance ar arma enanes anenen cnanen quash reeasenanerereresarenenenananan andes 15, 835, 112 
Increase over Dingley ‘ 1, 544, 086 


Or 10.80 per cent. 


Dingley rate. Conference rate. Conference. 


PARAGRAPH 337, 
tee Ct OE onsinasoc+ccentiigeeeias adikensin | Twenty Gollags............cccss<es .--| Twenty-two dollars ‘and fifty cents... 
Hemp, hackled............-.-.-«++- praeensee E.R ---| Forty-five dollars 


PARAGRAPH 339. 

OUBAR ci atiendathet devestithneiady sccudeis BIEN Nacknwansececsrscconsecte e«--| Three-fourths cent .........cc0 guwout 
j 
| 


PARAGRAPH 340. 


TONES 6 ccccccccccecccteetecduenunenségusses 


Ten cents 
ES cincnncccneescsaegneiaimeanseosauaben Twelve a: 


nd three-fourths cents . 
PARAGRAPH 341, 

Yarns in gray 
PARAGRAPH 342. 

Gill netting 


PARAGRAPH 343. 
Floor matting 
PARAGRAPH 344. 


Carpets Five cents and thirty-five per cent...) Four cents and thirt 
Ten cents and thirty-five per cent ...| Eight cents and thi 


PARAGRAPH 345. 
Hydraulic hose 
PARAGRAPH 847. 


The changes in this are an increase, but the 
amount can not be calculated. 
PARAGRAPH 852. 


Burlaps a cent and fifteen per — cent and fifteen per | 5,486,107 | «10 
cent. c 


@ Decrease. + Increase. 


eee OE Tile TR, TONS Fo an ciss veces ectcntiteen wiernsaseatniliectalalsadiagdateceaiaianitittodl spascieeuencineicansitili tietaahgtincidgacsiciitaecsclinbiaidepiulila aidan Natalia $49, 900, 
Conference bill decreases 311 


Bill as decreased 
Cone Te iene cigimicicnetemnccnecnn cnneuteniknnenbaeniiants sicnaseeneennintnsecagietenn tnagtniehlaisihieapsasiinladaiaiiat ait ata 


Amount of conference bill duties stqursstilianhiiaintiinlidiidibinittinpammmndiiiniitinniiiinrnicinn ti: TOG, 276 
Decrease over Dingiley.......-...~ cn oo ncenne sintatenetnemnsnehaniaaiarnainane cnpeeeiilenscciemnnsililiiieeiinttigiiilldienipinenemenmesitatitieinaineinnitaiamanmghiiines 124, 304 
Or twenty-four one-hundredths of 1 per cent. 
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Comparison of the conference report with the Dingley law on all changed items—Continued. 
SCHEDULE K. 
Dingley rate. Conference rate. oepten - sa Conference, 
i pccncnaincnisietnanmenaiaee 


PARAGRAPH 377. 




















} Per cent, 
Varn ...ccccosecdudwostaceutpeewes SUebeca suse Twenty-seven and one-halfcentsand | Twenty-seven and one-half centsand $29 | «1 
forty per cent. thirty per cent. | 
PARAGRAPH 380. 
Women’s dress goods over 4 ounces .......... | Fifty, fifty-five, and sixty per emmy Forty-five, fifty, and fifty-five per! 2,473,125 
cent. | | 
| 
a @ Decrease. b Increase. 
SUMMARY. 
20 rnt ee ieee eilaietalae aie ab enicinithdeakeonidin dieabeihcheaer enetheneneaidincnenalinastbiasagtn ities <scbevausaniaiaenesaieiaaa $36, 554, 815 
ATi I in eset cealiveempininsithas oasenclidinas nies dimaslaiainsienrtibialdisenceenenanenanis aunasanenasananepatii 128, 601 
Amount of conference bill duties, Schedule K_.......-----------.-.-------~-- eared a ican leses sian annee 36, 426, 214 
Decrenwe Qaim einen aie i i reqs enencsenencjen enn nanan nine Isis ine thas Uebel deegindlcdbenp einai 128, 601 xe 
Or thirty-five one-hundredths of 1 per cent. 
SCHEDULE L. 
aa taney cal a7 
- Cc e " . 
Dingley rate. Conference rate. | — . Conference. 
a slicing Reacts al orca ecettl te ttee tie cg Ahceahccinateatidtndattthinn citing then nteeerrineaeimmaainas scala siatdiciencinicinai — 
PARAGRAPH 397, 
| Per cent, 
Spun ollk, sSPGRRR MINED nines dneadécahedecadsesacccecenccstacsceseenes Wbdnihan dgldtnadadiededandseqtadeddnceeqscess | $1,883,915 | 931 
The increase will most probably be more. 
PARAGRAPH 398. 
Thrown silk and sewing silk, rates I ecaceunmmandnanat 103,690 92 
The increase will be much more. | 
| | 
PARAGRAPH 399, | 
} 
Velvets and plushes..........cccscccececeeeee etre ieee, SPs AS eee Soe eek eae | 1,860,189 | > 20 
This increase will be more, | 
} } } 7 
PARAGRAPH 399. | EF 
| | 
Woven fnbesemi <. dubia daddttocescveced Raaiaie SS qopessbocbedadecoetwdescocqecooses 5 ttt idlinnd Ceneeeweddebnaceadennds és cues 9, 332, 287 629 
| 
PARAGRAPH 400. 
} } | 
Handkerchiefs, not hemmed .....7.......... Sia Soup SdaceeCRS saath cchedentagapenees< etéer icddgunnédecsdsesdcccvewccceocse 7,980 | «30 
Handkerchiefs, hemstitched................. i dbdededbbddbchuhadadssdoncedeseil ccdedelibhes tintecetbanedanededceebasede oacecce 2,479 | 230 
i — 
@ Decrease b Increase. 
SUMMAR ' 
Ore ee eo ie oeteniadeeneainennsdantheipidedphineanant deepen thdhehanunanepcces anaes aoe : iemtiendene .--- $20, 313, 706 
Amore Gir a i nad donncdeebnatindcaucadtucnnsenncooe ic ast apc thinnininat 2, 969 


I ceeaseiinienepllicqnenentertetiinntinnbe ptingsdemmrars an habneliian “ ' = a S| 
ASROUIE Oe Ce cc remendigimugibaneapemngbam@wes ataliinanal . : ene anmake 3, 148, 


Amount of conference bill duties, Schedule L....~. ------------------------------------ oa = — - 23, 458,747 
Increase OVER DR GIOF cies dementia ewcceeseesadn cae eoeen nm een en cnn e none e-en oon oon n nn == === shee iepanatteneinadadiiciredeiid 3, 145, 041 


Or 15.48 per cent. 



















SCHEDULE M. 





aaa ee Conference lai 
Dingley rate. Conference rate. duties. Conference. 








' 
PARAGRAPH 409. | 
. i Per cent, 
Printing paper, two and one-fourth.......... Three-tenths cent ................-.-- Three-sixteenths cent................ $32,748 | 238 
Printing paper, four cents.................--- | Four-tenths cent ............+-------- Three-tenths cent ...................- 503 | 425 














PARAGRAPH 4l1. 


Paper, surface coated, not specially provided | Two and one-half cents .............. RE cal ch Gddddwcsteecceesness $44,158 | 550 
for. | 
Paper, coated with gelatin ..................- | Three cents and twenty per cent..... Five cents and twenty per cent...... 135,352 | 554 





PARAGRAPH 412. 


Lithographic prints. This paragraph Will |..............++-eeesseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees MR I oo < ksi cnecccccesodevccese 656, 418 | > 26 
go much higher. Writing paper is also 

raised, but the new classification destroys 

all previous data, 







PARAGRAPH 415. | | 
Paper, not specially provided for............. Twenty-five per cent................- | POON. Secs discngstcdecwuss 397,983 520 


* Decrease. > Increase. 






Amount)8 Timea aes OOOO, Mi i i nn en enn enn nna ----- =~ - SDigaesapetyereipinnnen meiae - $4, 136,029 
en  sieininbncinteatintamnieppilipemmenianirmynan eee mama ee a lai ie ; 19, 757 


7 Cite ree iiss TASER n we meee itnign > <einiticdaay iinet » 117, 27 
CCS cnbiaannnseawonnacone— a a heat tiie ; 33, 











se tees mew dnamenener ee en awe hittecste é 4, 550, 492 
Cee ele waciiomeectindnasitconseenmennnesennnesnn—o---see= jn aihthoepnittinman dane a 414, 463 


Or 10.02 per cent. 
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Comparison of the conference report with the Dingley lew on all changed items—Continued. 
SCHEDULE N. 


Dingley rate. 


PARAGRAPH 428. 


Bituminous coal 


PARAGRAPH 434. 


Sixty-seven cents....... scaconcenasendl 


Conference rate. Conference. 


Forty-five cents ......0..<.ese- 


TN citi ak Gx owentinissthsdete consescssenes TMisty MOT COR .0cccccccaces easenesceds SENT BAF CORE conncsnmccnanentects 


PARAGRAPH 435. 
Gunpowder 


Four cents 
Gunpowder, 20 cents per pound 


PARAGRAPH 436. 
IIIT... «0 n\'0 cgiouaiiahalesinteiagnansniillineradeniestesadinainll 


Matches in bulk One cent 


PARAGRAPH 437, 
COREIOGR, 200i skdddadck iv aeeantenetice 


PNG « oniisitceaciaduihnetindeiiidieseadiele Two 


PARAGRAPH 438. 


PORE: “RAB: cncccess eacttldhnesiciet 


Fifteen per cent 
Feathers, dressed 


Fifty per cent 
PARAGRAPH 445. 


Crinoline SOT GOUER. cccccccaccceuscencensacesss 


PARAGRAPH 446. | 

Hats of beaver, valued $4.50 

PARAGRAPH 450, 

Hides, raw Fifteen per cent 

PARAGRAPH 461. 

Band belting and sole leather 
Upper leather, etc 


Ht SUNONS 5c dccucccussntcnsevcuababen 
Ea DEED i cccscrerctsncdassbacasinnaiia 


Twenty per cent 
| Twenty per cent 
OO rn ee 





PONE SB TOR. c ccanssiisntcceneiectacwsseiivn Thirty cents and twenty per cent.... 


} 
IDG, 05 cdawisik ictibec Babe ctbimenednbed | Thirty-five per cent 
en EI | Fifty cents and twenty per cent 
Boots and shoes Twenty-five per cent 


PARAGRAPH 454. 


Be, COWES . coccccckanseccesesssouneaen 


Right cents ......ccccoccccceacecs cnesee 


Thirty-five per cent .............. cece 
ollars and thirty-six cents..... 


aD GOO occccctdccsscsseassanend 


Thirty cents and twenty per cent.... 


Two cents 


eeeennenee 


op BREE CURED. .ccccaccasnssasencsesiaes es 


Six cents ...... agupemnansnblinhinnntal 
Three-fourths cent . 


a oe Rs ciseascdunul 
Two dollars'and twenty-five cents... 


Twenty per cent ........ Vceessecdeses 
Sixty per cent 


.| Eight cents 


Decrease, infinite. 


Five per cent 

Fifteen per cent 

OP Oe CODE. 6c ccassccccccnctetbacted 

Twenty-seven cents and fifteen per 
cent. 

Twenty-seven cents and eight per 
cent. 

Twenty per cent 

Fifty cents and ten perceut.......... 


Fifteen percent ........... ehesekhesen 24, 676 


I NG oa in nckg dceaénckncnteas | One dollar and seventy-five cents....| One dollar and twenty-five cents .... 


PARAGRAPH 461. 
Harness 


PARAGRAPH 4653. 


Manufactures bone, Ct ..........ccccccceses | Thirty per cent 


PARAGRAPH 470. 
Paintings, not specially provided for 


PARAGRAPH 476, 


DRG enter ocitassataned Twenty per cent 


* Decrease. 


Amount of Dingley rates, Schedule N 
Amount of conference decreases 


Amount of conference bill duties, Schedule N 
Decrease over Dingley 


Or 11.41 per cent. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield thirty-five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LonewortH]. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to take 
up any time in discussing the general features of this bill. It 
seems to me that the matter has been thrashed out from A to Z 
in this House, and that further discussion of its general features 
is not necessary. I merely want to say that I most heartily 
approve of the bill as reported by the conference committee, be- 
eause I believe it to be a bill which does not depart one iota 
from the true Republican theory of protection, and because I 
believe that it is a substantial revision downward. I am not 
one of those who quibble about the meaning of the word “ revi- 
sion.” I do not believe that to revise merely means to look 
over. I believe that to revise means to take affirmative action, 
and I believe that the promise of the Republican platform was 
to take affirmative action, and that in the direction of a revision 
downward. I sincerely trust that my colleagues upon this side 


| Forty-five per cent .......cccccsceeee 


-| Thirty-five per cent ........... weedece 


Thirty-five per cent ................ wd 


Fifteen per cent........ geccoccsdhocat 
> Increase. 


$29, 896, 505 
8, 950, 198 


25, 946, 307 
538, 192 

26, 484, 499 
8, 412, 915 


who are not suited in every respect by this bill will be content 
to follow the leaders of the Republican party and not worship 
at the altars of the false gods cither of excessive rates or of 
free trade. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. With pleasure. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman asked some of us to follow 
the leaders of the Republican party. I suppose he takes into 
consideration, when he makes that request, that the ordinary 
Member of this House has had precious little to do with this 
bill, and that any compromise now arrived at is a compromise 
between leaders of this body and the Senate, and net between 
the Members of this body and the Senate. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I believe that the Payne 
bill gave, as much as any tariff bill could, a chance to every 
Member of this House to indicate his views and to have them 
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adopted in this tariff bill. I say that this bill is a personal wvic- 
tory for the leader of the Republican party on this floor, ‘the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] I say that it is a personal victery for the 
leader of our party in this Nation, the President of the United 
States. {Applause on the Republican side] And as such it 
should be supported by every Republican in this House. 

But I do not attempt, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HARDY. What is that victory over? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That victory is over, on the one hand, 
those whe advocate excessive protective rates, and, on the other 
hand, those who advocate free trade and the closing up of the 
factories of this country. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, as I said before—— 

Mr. ADAIR. Will the gentleman yield to one question? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I am afraid I will have to 
decline for the moment, as I will have to go on with my subject. 

Mr. ADAIR. Just one short question. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ADAIR. The gentleman stated that this bill has been 
made by the Members of this House. I would like to ask him 
whether or not it is true that, with the exception of four items, 
the Members of this House had no opportunity to offer any 
amendment whatever to the 3,996 items of the bill outside of 
the four? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I am not going to an- 
swer that question. It seems to me that I answered it before. 
If there is anything in the theory of representative government, 
it means men must delegate some diseretion to duly authorized 
representatives. 

Mr. Speaker, I intend to discuss but one feature of this bill in 
detail, and that is the corporation tax. ; 

It was apparent from the outset that whatever the final action 
of this Congress upon the tariff question might be, whatever 
changes might be made in the Dingley law, there would be, in 
one respect at least, a marked departure from the mode of 
raising revenue which has prevailed during the past twelve 
years. During this time the main sources of revenue of this 
Government have been but two, namely, receipts from customs 
and receipts from internal revenue. It was apparent, I say, that 
this bill would surely contain a new method of raising revenue 
in the form of a tax upon other sources than the two I have 
mentioned. 

Whether such a tax is necessary purely from a revenue stand- 
point, or whether any tax for the purpose of supplementing our 
present revenue is mecessary, I shall not diseuss, except merely 
to say that for my part I believe that a substantial addition to 
the revenue is necessary not only for the purpose ef paying off 
the deficit, but also te provide for a larger expenditure than has 
hitherto been made for the improvement of our inland water- 
ways. But whether it is necessary or not, I believe that it will 
be the settled policy of this Government hereafter to tax cer- 
tain. sourees of wealth which to-day pay no tax to the Govern- 
ment. 

As to the exact form that this tax should take there have been 
wide differences of opinion. Three definite propositions have 
been considered since the beginning of this extra session—an 
inheritance tax, such as was comtained in this bill as it passed 
the House; a tax wpon the receipts of corporations, such as was 
contained in the bill as it passed the Senate; and a proposition 
which contained these two; and, in addition, a tax on individual 
incomes, which was presented in the Senate and was known as 
the Bailey-Cummins amendment. It is true that the imherit- 
ance-tax feature of this amendment is not precisely the same as 
that which passed the House, but it is, nevertheless, a tax on 
inheritances. It is true, also, that the corporation tax of this 
amendment is not the same as the corporation tax as it passed 
the Senate, but it is a tax upon the net income of all corpora- 
tions, and im principle they are practically identical. While the 
Bailey-Cummins amendment is generally referred to as an in- 
come tax solely, it is, in fact, in addition to this, an inheritance 
tax and a corporation tax measure. 

Two of these propositions have been discussed with great 
thoroughness upon the floor of this House—the inheritance tax 
and that portion of the Bailey-Cummins amendment which deals 
with individual incomes, and which is essentially the same as 
the income tax contained in the Wilson law. Unfortunately, the 
corporation tax was not discussed here at all, or, at least, very 
little, because it was not a part of the bill as it passed the 
House; and while, for this reason, it may seem to many Mem- 
bers of this House to be a new proposition, and one to which too 
little consideration has been given, I want to try to show, if I 
can, that it is not in fact new, but one which has been consid- 

ered thoroughly, if mot here, at least elsewhere, and to show 
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also, if I.can, net enly the advisability, but the necessity, of its 
adoption as a part of this bill. 

I have heard it frequently said here—I heard it said only the 
other day by the leader of the Democracy, the distinguished 
gentleman frem Missouri [Mr. CiarK], and his statement was 
greeted with great applause on that side of the Chamber—that 
this proposition was evelved merely for the purpose of beating 
the income tax in the Senate. I have no hesitation in agreeing 
to a part of this statement. It did beat the kind of income tax 
that was proposed in the Senate, and I am glad of it. But with 
the other part of the statement of the gentleman from Missouri, 
that the corporation tax was evolved for that purpose, I take 
issue, for it was evolved, practically in all its details, long be- 
fore the Bailey-Cummins amendment was ever heard of—before 
even this Congress was called into extra session. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Is it the intention of your party to make this 
corporation tax part of the permanent fiseal policy of the 
Government? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. So far as I am concerned, I will say, in 
reply to the gentleman, that I sincerely hope so. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And you think your party intend to make it 
a part of its permanent fiseal policy? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Ido. There is one man, and ene man 
only, who is primarily responsible for this corporation tax, and 
to whom, if it shall become part of our permanent law, the 
eredit is due, and that is the President of the United States. I 
know of my own Knowledge that the thing was in his mind be- 
fore his inauguration, that he asked for the advice of many 
well-known economists upon this subject. Immediately after 
his inauguration he required to be drawn up by the Attorney- 
General a corporation-tax measure substantially identical with 
the one that is before us now. His object was not to meet any 
particular condition in the Senate which might arise, not to 
meet any particular measure, but to ingraft upon our taxation 
system a measure which he believed to be right, not only for 
revenue-raising purposes but for procuring a reasonable super- 
vision by the Government of the corporations of this country. 

Mr. JAMES. If the gentleman will permit me, you are 
referring now to what the President intended to do with refer- 
ence to the corporation tax before his inauguration? Why is it 
he did not recommend the corporation tax instead of an in- 
heritance tax, if the gentleman is correct in his statement and 
conclusions as to the position of the President? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I.am coming to that a little later, if the 
gentleman from Kentucky will pardon me. 

Before this Congress met, and while the majority Members 
of the Committee on Ways and Means were engaged in drafting 
the tariff bill, I submitted to the committee, at the President’s 
request, a draft of this corporation tax, similar in almost every 
respect to the measure which finally passed the Senate and 
which is mow before us. It was there most carefully con- 
sidered. That it was not adopted by the committee was not 
because of its lack of merit, but because we did not believe 
that the revenue that it was estimated it would preduce was 
necessary, and because we had already decided to adopt the 
inheritance tax, which had been specifically recommended by 
the President in his inaugural address as a proper means of 
supplementing the revenue. Thus it was not a question with 
us of substituting the corporation tax for the inheritance tax. 
It was a question of supplementing the inheritance tax with 
the corporation tax, and in the opinion of the committee the 
additional revenue that would have been produced was neither 
necessary nor desirable. 

Far from being a legislative trick, designed to meet a partic- 
ular condition in the Senate, or designed to beat any particular 
measure, this corporation tax is a well-considered plan, de- 
signed to go upon the statute books on account of the merit it 
has in it. 

While I do not propose to discuss at any length the geneval 
question of an income tax, it is impossible to pass it by alto- 
gether, because a corporation tax is an income tax, and em- 
bodies, in my judgment, the best features of such a tax. Gen- 
erally speaking, the Bailey-Cummins amendment is an almost 
exact reproduction of the income tax adopted in the Wilsen 
bill. Hardly any change has been made in it, except that the 
exemption has been increased from two to five thousand dol- 
jars. I gathered in the debate here the ether day that some 
gentlemen on the other side would prefer that the exemption 
should be increased even above this point. The gentleman from 
Alabama, in reply to a question I addressed him, said that 
he would exempt incomes of $7,500. Evidently the gentleman 
from Alabama, if be had the drafting of an income-tax law, 
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would see to it that those who voted for it should not be in- 
cluded in its provisions. [Laughter.]j 

Mr. CLAYTON. I would exempt all the poor men and all 
the men with small incomes, so that I might get their support, 
in order in that way to make the multimillionaires, who now 
pay no taxes, contribute something to the support of the Gov- 
ernment. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, the gentleman advocates a class 
system of taxation. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It is not class. Every income tax that we 
have had has recognized these exemptions. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. But no income tax in any country ex- 
cept this exempts more than $800. ; 

Mr. CLAYTON. Your corporation tax itself has exemptions 
in it. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Of corporations, but not of individuals. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And thereby it recognizes the principle of 
exemptions. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. On the contrary, this will exempt only 
a comparatively small percentage of all the corporations. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I would exempt the small corporations. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. And the gentleman’s income-tax propo- 
sition exempting incomes of eight, nine, or ten thousand dol- 
Jars, it would exempt 90 per cent of the population. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does not the gentleman admit that every 
corporation whose net income does not exceed $5,000 is exempt? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Most assuredly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Is not that the same principle that would 
exempt the individual in an income tax? What is the differ- 
ence in principle? I should like to have the gentleman eluci- 
date it. 
~ Mr. LONGWORTH. The difference between investigating the 
personal affairs of an individual and the affairs of a corpora- 
tion, which I think should be made public. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I must go on. I will yield later, if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. CLAYTON. You do not deny the justice of it, but you 
put it solely upon the ground that it is inquisitorial in the 
ease of the individual, but not inquisitorial in the case of the 
corporation? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I have no objection to an investigation 
of the affairs of corporations. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It is inquisitorial in its nature in both cases. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I draw a sharp line between an inquisi- 
tion into the affairs of the individual and an inquisition into the 
affairs of a corporation. 

I am referring to the Bailey-Cummins amendment in this con- 
nection, because I believe that I can best show why I approve 
of this corporation tax by pointing out my objections to certain 
features of the Bailey-Cummins amendment. My principal 
objections to it are four: 

First, that the exemption is too high. I do not believe in 
exempting so large a class as this amendment would exempt 
from the operation of any tax which, it is assumed, is a just tax. 
In the second place, it makes no distinction between earned 
and unearned incomes. Certainly I should never favor a tax 
which did not make this distinction. I can see no justice in 
making one man pay upon an income which he earns with his 
brains or the sweat of his brow the same rate that another man 
pays upon an income which is derived from invested capital, 
and whose only exertion is to collect it. The capital of the first 
is his brains and his hands, and can endure only during his 
years of vigorous life. The capital of the other is, for the most 
part, in the brains and hands of others, and though he may 
spend his entire income, it is not exhausted or even deteriorated. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Very well. 

Mr. SHERLEY. What would the gentleman say as to the 
man’s income derived from bonds of corporations? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I think undoubtedly if the income tax 
shall come before this country, if the country shall demand 
that an income-tax law be passed, that the English system of 
collecting such a tax ought to be adopted, namely, the collection 
at the source and not at the hands of the individual. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman is warranted in saying that 
the corporation tax is superior to an income tax, how is the 
gentleman warranted in not taxing bondholders in place of 
stockholders? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It was seriously considered in drafting 
this measure, as I understand it, whether constitutionally the 
bonds could be gotten at, but it was deemed that it would make 
the measure unconstitutional, and for that reason it was not 

ut in. ; 
. Mr. PARSONS, Will the gentleman yield to me? 
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The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I would rather not yield at all for the 
present. I do not want to be discourteous, but I have much 
more to get through before I close. 

My third objection to the Bailey-Cummins amendment is that 
it is unduly inquisitorial; and later I shall call attention to the 
distinction that I make. between inquisition into the affairs of 
an individual and inquisition into the affairs of a corporation. 

My fourth objection is that it is unconstitutional, in that it 
contains all the features that were held unconstitutional in the 
Wilson income tax; and its passage by this Congress would 
be, in my judgment, little short of an insult to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. The only way to remedy this last 
objection, in considering the question of an income tax in future 
years, was to have taken the ‘action which has, in fact, been 
taken by this Congress to propose an amendment to the Con- 
stitution, so that people may decide through the legislatures of 
the various States whether or not the undoubted power shail be 
given to the Government to assess a tax on individual incomes. 
To my mind the right to assess such a tax in time of war is not 
only advisable but a necessary incident to popular government. 
Whether such a tax is advisable in time of peace would depend, 
in my judgment, upon the form of the tax. That is a bridge 
which we can cross when we come to it. 

With regard to the inquisitorial feature of this tax and with 
regard to the exemption, I want to refer briefly to the English 
system of collecting a tax upon incomes; and I do so because 
it was suggested by gentlemen on the other side in the debate 
the other day, who, in advocating the Wilson tax, quoted the 
English income tax as an argument therefor. I remember that 
several gentlemen said that the English system was an ideal 
system. It seems to me that in using the English income tax 
as an argument for the adoption of the system proposed here, 
gentlemen have shot very wide of the mark. In fact, I fear 
that they have not made a profound study of the English sys- 
tem, for it is no more like the tax here proposed than black is 
like white. 

In the first place, the English law differs from this one in 
placing the exemption at $800 instead of $5,000, and therefore 
reaches an infinitely larger class of the community. In the 
second place, the whole theory of the tax is diametrically op- 
posed to this, for while the system that these gentlemen advo- 
cate would impose a tax upon the income in the hands of the 
individual, the English system taxes it before it comes into the 
hands of the individual, and thus almost entirely eliminates the 
inquisition by the Government into the private affairs of the 
individual, which, to my mind, is the most serious objection to 
an income tax. ° 

That the English system has been successful as a means of 
raising revenue can not be questioned, nor can its popularity 
among the English people—or at least their acquiescence in its 
provisions—be questioned, for it has existed practically in the 
form that it is now for nearly seventy years, and the revenue 
which it has raised has continuously increased from that time on 
until it now reaches the enormous sum of more than $160,000,000 
a year. 

In 1906 a committee of the House of Commons was consti- 
tuted to examine into the general subject of the income tax 
with a view particularly of inquiring as to whether it was prac- 
ticable to differentiate between permanent and precarious in- 
comes, and as to whether it was practicable to graduate the tax 
by assessing it against the individual. This committee was 
composed of some of the leading members of Parliament, 17 in 
all, among them Mr. McKenna, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Keir 
Hardie, the leader of the Labor party, and Mr. William Red- 
mond, the leader of the Irish party. The report was unanimovs. 
In regard to the question of assessing the tax direct, the con.- 
mittee said: 


If that system were adopted, it would be easy to levy a graduated 
rate of tax according to the total net income of the individual. Such 
a course would involve, however, the abandonment of the principle 
which is known as “collection at the source.” The importance of re- 
taining in our revenue system a principle which is mainly responsible 
for the present development of the tax and the ease with which it is 
collected and the extreme undesirability of doin cores which would 
reduce its efficiency can scarcely be overestimated. t the present time, 
indeed, something like two-thirds of the tax is collec before the 
income reaches the person to whom it bel and without any in- 
formation pay obtained or required as to the persons to whom it 
will go. It is interesting to recall the fact that a hundred years ago 
we alandoned direct personal assessment, and collection at the source 
was substituted, with the result that the yield of the tax was almost 
doubled immediately. In 1803 an income tax of 5 per cent, collected 
at the source, yielded within a very small amount as much as a tax 
of 10 per cent did in 1801, when it was assessed and collected direct 
from each taxpayer. 

Your committee are convinced that direct personal assessment for 
the whole tax is not practicable in this country, in the sense of being 
an expedient or desirable means of collecting revenue. 
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The committee further reported that it was practicable and 
advisable to differentiate between earned and unearned incomes, 
and in accordance with, this report these two classes of in- 
comes are now assessed upon a different scale. 

The finance act of 1907 divides taxpayers into two classes— 
those who receive less than $10,000 a year whose income, or a 
part of which, is earned, and those who receive the same 
amount whese income is not earned. To the first class this 
act grants a remission of 3 pence in the pound upon the amount 
of the earned income. So that as the average tax in recent 
years in Bngland has been 12 pence on the pound, this amounts 
to a remission of 25 per cent of the tax. If the distinction 
were recognized in the Bailey-Cummins amendment between 
earned and unearned incomes, as it is in England, the tax 
upon earned incomes would only be 14 per cent. This provi- 
sion of the finance act is the result of an agitation which has 
gone on for many years in England and has finally resulted in 
the adoption of a distinction which, to my mind, is at the very 
basis of a just income tax. 


We are asked, in the only proposition that has been before 
us, to disregard this distinction entirely, to disregard the experi- 
ence 6? great country in which the income tax has been one of 
the principal sources of revenue continuously for the past sixty- 
seven years, and above all we are asked, by taxing the income 
in the hands of the holder, to adopt a principle which was dis- 
earded by England as impracticable, inexpedient, and undesir- 
able as a means of collecting revenue more than a hundred 
years ago. If-we are to have an income tax in the future, let 
us at least profit by the experience of cther countries. Let us 
at least have a tax which is comparatively up to date. 

There is, as I have said, a radical difference between the 
English system and the system proposed here, in that there the 
tax is levied upon the source of income, and here upon the in- 
come itself in the hands of the individual. For instance, here 
an owner of houses or lands would pay a tax upon the rents he 
receives. In England he pays no tax himself, but the tax is 
paid by his tenant. Here the man who receives a salary from 
the Government would pay a tax upon the salary himself. 
There the tax is deducted by the Government from the amount 
he is to receive. Here the creditor would pay the tax upon the 
amount of interest he receives from the debtor. 

Mr. BORLAND. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman will be brief about it. 

Mr. BORLAND. How do they arrive at the tax to be paid 
by a Englishman who draws his revenue from foreign invest- 
ments 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I can not answer that question at the 
moment, ‘There is one schedule under which that comes, where 
the collection is made before it is transmitted to the individual. 

Mr. BORLAND. I do not know as the gentleman under- 
stands me. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I think I understand the gentleman. 

Mr. BORLAND. Suppose an Englishman has money in- 
yested in the United States in railroad bonds, the interest on 
which is remitted directly to him. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That would be probably a case where 
the individual pays the tax himself. So it is in the case of a 
lawyer or a physician, where it is impossible to arrive at the 
source of the income. If it is possible to arrive at the source, 
it is invariably done. ‘There the debtor pays the tax and de- 
ducts it from the interest. More than half of the revenue 
raised from the Bnglish income tax is derived from the tax 
on the earnings of businesses, and at this point we find that 
their theory of levying the tax is precisely similar to the theory 
of this corporation tax in that it taxes the income received by 
the stockholders, not in their hands, but at its source, namely, 
upon the income of the corporation. Thus the only resem- 
blance between the English system and the system here proposed 
lies in the corporation tax; so that gentlemen who urge the 
English system as a reason for the passage of an income tax 
here argue themselves out of court, except so far only as the 
corporation tax is concerned. Instead of an argument for the 
general principles of the Bailey-Cummins amendment, it is a 
most powerful argument against it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman is brief. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman's opinion 
in reference to the income tax that he is discussing, where the 
ae or a part of it subject to this tax is derived from real 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I have said that in England the income 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the gentleman believe if the in- 
come to be taxed consists of rental from real estate that such a 
tax is a constitutional tax? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, I am speaking of the English in- 
come tax. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am referring to the corporation in- 
come tax that the gentleman is talking about. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It is constitutional in England, because 
anything that Parliament enacts is constitutional. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Would it be constitutional in the United 
States, where the law operates? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, I have already said that I believe 
the corporation tax to be constitutional in every respect. I have 
said that my principal objection to an income tax is that it is 
inquisitorial, and I am met by the argument from opponents of 
the corporation tax that it, too, is inquisitorial. Of course that 
is true. It is true of any tax on incomes. But I draw a sharp 
distinction between inquisition into the affairs of an individual 
and inquisition into the affairs of a corporation. 


It is said that this tax is unpopular, and Members of this 
House point to large numbers of communications that they have 
received from their constituents protesting against its adop- 
tion. I have yet to see, however, a communication from any 
source except those interested in corporations. Certainly this 
has been true in my ease. I have received a large number of 
letters and telegrams from such sources in my city, urging me 
to vote against this measure, all based upon the ground that it 
is unjust and discriminatory. I know the officers of these vari- 
ous corporations and know them to be upright and honorable 
men of the highest standing in the community, and yet I can 
not agree with them that this corporation tax is either unjust 
or discriminatory in the proper sense. 

That this measure discriminates between corporations and in- 
dividuals is, to my mind, not a fault but a virtue. I have 
heard over and over again this argument: Suppose A is a cor- 
poration engaged in doing business upon one corner of a street. 
B is a partnership doing a business precisely the same, both as 
to character and volume, on the other corner of the street. Is 
it fair that establishment A should pay a tax to the Govern- 
ment upon its net earnings, and that establishment B should 
go free? My answer is, “Yes.” By virtue of having incor- 
porated his business, A has certain advantages which B, man- 
aging his affairs as a partnership, has not. Among other things, 
his liabilities are limited, and he has the right of perpetual 
succession. He has paid something for the privilege of becom- 
ing a corporation and of enjoying these advantages, and hence 
has shown that he deems them to be of value. It seems to me 
that he is barred from asserting that the Government has not 
at least an ecuitable right to ask him to pay a tax upon the 
profits of his business, or from saying that such a tax is dis- 
criminatory. The members of the partnership have not asked 
from the Government any privileges that they are not entitled 
to as individuals, and it seems to me that they have the right 
to consider that their profits are their own private affair; but 
if individuals incorporate and ask of the Government certain 
privileges to which they would not be entitled as individuals, 
it seems to me that they can not justly object to revealing to the 
Government their profits and paying a tax upon them, if this 
tax shall be necessary to the support of the Government. I 
can give but little weight to the argument that this tax is un- 
just because it discriminates between corporations and indi- 
viduals. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman will 
brief. 


make it very 


Mr. GARRETT. Is there not this inherent injustice in this 
proposed bill, and that is the exemption? I know of thou- 
sands—well, hundreds—of men who own stock in corporations 
that make less than $5,000 net that on much more able to pay 


a tax than thousands and thousands of} men who own stock in 
corporations which make more than $¥,000 net. What about 
the injustice of that exemption? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not unde’stand the gentleman's 
question. I will ask him to state his quostion over again. 

Mr. GARRETT. I know hundreds of men who own stock in 
corporations that make less than $5,000 a year 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. That are much more able to pay a tax than 
thousands of people who own stock in corporations that make 
more than $5,000. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, the gentleman is getting back to the 
question of an individual income tax. 

Mr. GARRETT. But it all falls on the individual. 
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' Mr. LONGWORTH. Probably there is no real justice in any 
exemption, either in the case of an individual income or a cor- 
poration tax. It is a practical question 

Mr. GARRETT. But there is humanity in the personal ex- 
emption, although it may not be 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It is all a question of degree. One gen- 
tleman may think an income of $500 ought to be exempted and 
another man may think, as the gentleman from Missouri, that 
$7,000 should be exempted. There is no settled rule that can 
be laid down. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. May I ask the gentleman 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I will have to ask that I 
be not interrupted for a moment. 

As to the constitutionality of this tax I shall have but little 
to say, because I take it to be beyond argument. If anyone 
holds any doubt upon this question, I would recommend the 
reading of the speech recently made in the Senate by the junior 
Senator from New York [Mr. Root], in which he goes thor- 
oughly into the question of the constitutionality of this legisla- 
tion. His speech is a masterpiece of clearness and force, and 
leaves practically nothing to be said upon the subject. 

Let us see what other reasons there are besides the fact that 
this tax is legal and that it is equitable that it should be passed 
at this time; because the mere fact that any tax is legal and 
equitable is not of itself a compelling reason why it should be 
adopted. Both the Committee on Ways and Means.of this 
House and the Finance Committee of the Senate are agreed that 
further revenues are necessary, and that in the neighborhood of 
$25,000,000 a year additional must be raised by some other forms 
of taxation than those contained in our present law. 

A practical way to do this was to adopt such a measure as 
the inheritance tax, but that was open to some objections; in 
the first place because it was, in the nature of things, impossible 
to estimate what it would produce in any given year, and be- 
cause it was already in force as a state Jaw in more than half 
the States in the Union. With the sharp necessity for an im- 
mediate remedy for the deficit staring us in the face, it always 
seemed to me, while I heartily supported and am in thorough 
sympathy with the principle of an inheritance tax, that we are 
groping in the dark as to the amount it would raise in the next 
two or three years which could be applied to paying off the 
deficit. At the time when this corporation tax was first con- 
sidered in the Ways and Means Committee, which was, as I 
have said, early in March, it was estimated roughly that a tax 
of 2 per cent upon the earnings of corporations would produce 
certainly not to exceed $25,000,000. As investigation progressed, 
however, this amount began to rise, until competent authority 
now estimates that it would raise nearer seventy or eighty mil- 
lions. Thus it became necessary to reduce the rate to 1 per cent 
to avoid what would almost surely turn out to be a surplus of 
revenue. 

There can be no question but that a tax of 1 per cent upon 
the net earnings of corporations will produce a revenue of, at 
the very least, $25,000,000 annually, that it would be simple and 
easy of collection, and that its effect would be immediate. Of 
all the propositions proposed for raising this additional revenue, 
it seems to me that the corporation tax, if viewed only from its 
revenue-producing capacity, is the most logical. 

But there is another feature of this measure which, to my 
mind, is of even more importance, and that is the feature of 
publicity. I have long thought that this was at least the first 
step in the solution of one of the most important questions that 
is before the American people—the question of the reasonable 
regulation of corporations. How can we legislate intelligently 
upon this subject? How can we determine what corporations 
are managing their affairs honestly and with due regard for 
the interests of the public? How can we determine what corpo- 
rations are managing their affairs dishonestly and with con- 
temptuous disregard for the public welfare, unless we have 
some means of ascertaining what their business really is? How 
can we separate the sheep from the goats unless we have some 
means, outside of mere rumor, of judging which are the sheep 
and which are the goats? This measure is conceived in no 
spirit of hostility to corporations. It does not compel the dis- 
closure of any trade secrets which might bring upon some 
small corporation a ruinous competition from some greater and 
stronger one. It merely compels the corporations to state in 
general terms what their gross earnings have been, what has 
been charged off to repairs, renewals, maintenance, and over- 
head charges, and what remains which can reasonably be con- 
sidered their net profit from the business every year. To my 
mind, it will be of immense advantage to the stockholders of 
corporations throughout the country. I venture to say that the 
vast majority of all the stockholders have no real idea of what 
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their legitimate profits have actually been. In many cases g 
few insiders have gotten together and juggled the accounts to 
suit themselves, and the ordinary, every-day stockholder has 
been left out in the cold. 

I have heard again and again urged against this measure the 
old argument that it will cut into the savings of the widows and 
orphans. This is the argument we always hear when any legisla- 
tion is contemplated which affects a corporation. I believe this 
measure is for the direct benefit of the widows and orphans and 
ali stockholders, to whose interest it is that the affairs of the cor- 
porations of which they are part owners shall be wisely and 
intelligently administered. 

The junior Senator from New York, in his speech, called at- 
tention to another feature of this measure which I think is of 
the greatest importance, and that is the difficulty of making a 
well-considered protective tariff with the almost inconceivably 
meager information that we really have concerning the affairs 
of corporations which the tariff really affects. As he says: 


What do we know about those corporations? Upon the one hand, we 
have garbled and partial statements; upon the other, equally garbled 
and partial statements, and no means of distinguishing the truth. 


And he says further: > 

I should like to see in the office of the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue the next time a tariff bill comes before Congress statements, under 
oath and tested year by year, about the business of all these vast multi 
tudes of corporations that come appealing to us here for. help, so that 
we shall not again be compelled to come to the conclusion that all the 
business of the United States is on the brink of failure. 

I think perhaps the Senator exaggerates in saying that ap- 
parently all the corporations which came before us were on 
the brink of failure; but it is true that not one of the represent- 
atives of any of the corporations which appeared in the public 
hearings before the Ways and Means Committee gave the re- 
motest hint that they were unduly prosperous. If, as the Sen- 
ator suggests, we could have turned in every case to the files 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, it would not have 
been necessary for the distinguished gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Griees] to preface the testimony of every representative 
of a corporation who appeared before us with the question: 
“Are you making any money?” We would have all known, in- 
cluding the gentleman from Georgia, whether or not they were 
by merely examining the records. 

I thoroughly believe in publicity in the affairs of corporations. 
I believe it will be a benefit, not only to the public at large, not 
only for the benefit of the small stockholders, but for the benefit 
of the corporations themselves. There is no question but that 
the disclosures that were made some years ago of reckless (is- 
honesty in the management of a few of the great corporations 
destroyed the confidence of the investing public, both here and 
abroad, in all corporations—a confidence which has not yet re- 
turned and which will not wholly return until the public has 
some means of knowing what the affairs of these corporatious 
really are. I believe that a reasonable publicity will cause mil- 
lions of the public’s money to come out of hiding and seek in- 
vestment in corporate stock, and that floods of money will come 
to this country from foreign investors. I believe that incal- 
culable benefit will come to the present stockholders because 
they will have a means of knowing whether a fair amount of 
the profit of the corporation in which they are interested finds 
its way into their hands or whether it is diverted, by the pay- 
ment of unreasonable salaries to the officers of the corporation 
or in other ways, from its proper channels. I believe that the 
safest tribunal before which any corporation can be judged is 
before the bar of public opinion, and that the reasonable pub- 
licity which this measure requires will show that corporations, 
no matter how big, will be fairly judged, and will show further 
that the vast majority of all the corporations of this country are, 
in fact, managed honestly, intelligently, and with due regard for 
the interests of the public. 

I believe that this measure is in line with the great progres- 
sive measures which have been enacted by the Republican party 
in the past eight years for the supervision and regulation by the 
Government of corporate wealth, the question which, to my 
mind, together with the question of the conservation of our 
national resources, overshadows all others in importance. I be- 
lieve that in evolving and advocating the passage of this law 
that the President of the United States has redeemed in tlic 
fullest measure his pledge that he would, during his administra- 
tion proceed along the paths blocked out by his predecessor ; 
that he would use every effort to bring to his policies their ful!- 
est fruition. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, who is controlling the 
time upon the Republican side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr, Payne], who is temporarily absent. He has some 
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two hours and fifteen minutes, and the gentleman from Mis- 
couri has some one hour and eighteen minutes. 
" Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield to Mr. UnpERwoop of Ala- 


ama. 
bairhe SPEAKER pro tempore. 


How much time? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. As much time as he desires. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the important pledge the 
Republican party made to the country last fall, as defined by 
their candidate for President, was a promise to revise the tariff 
downward. There are some members of that party who claim 
that the pledge to revise the tariff did not mean a revision down- 
ward, but their candidate for President of the United States 
defined his position in such a way that there could be no possible 
mistake as to what he meant and as to what he pledged himself 
to the people of the United States to accomplish. 

Now, the question before us is not how you have written this 
pill or why you have written this bill, but as to whether you 
have kept the pledges of your standard bearer. I take it that 
when the President of the United States pledged himself to the 
people in favor of a downward revision he was honest and 
candid in that pledge, that he did not favor a revision merely 
on the face of the paper, but that when he said he was in favor 
of a downward revision he meant such a revision as would lift 
from the backs of the masses of the people of this country the 
burdens of taxation that they had borne under the Dingley 
pill. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I take it that he did 
not mean a revision that would revise the tariff in the interest 
of the manufacturers of this country, but that he meant a re- 
vision that would revise the tariff in the interest of the masses 
of the people of the United States. 

Now, in estimating how far this revision has gone, some ex- 
pert employed by the conference committee, or acting in behalf 
of the conference committee, has estimated that there is a very 
slight reduction in this bill below the Dingley rates, less than 
1 per cent; but I understand that that gentleman's figures have 
been repudiated by the Treasury Department. We who are sup- 
posed to represent the minority on the conference committee have 
had no opportunity to go into their inner councils and to know 
what they were doing. For three weeks they sat behind closed 
doors, deliberated together as to what they would do, and had 
every opportunity to estimate whether their bill was a revision 
downward or a revision upward. The minority were given only 
twenty-four hours’ notice to work out the result of the bill. 
Now, I want to call your attention to the fact that the chairman 
of the Ways and Means Committee, the representative of this 
House on the conference committee, when he presented the 
original Payne bill to the House last winter gave a detailed 
statement of the increases and the decreases in the Payne bill 
as compared with the present law, of the actual rate on each 
item, and of the final increase of the bill over the Dingley bill; 
but in presenting this report to the House, containing the final 
conclusions of the representatives of both Houses, he gives no 
information showing whether the new law will be higher or 
lower than the old one, 

Mr. CLAYTON. Referring to the cenference on account of 
the disagreement between the two Houses over this bill, is it 
not a fact that the Democratic conferees of the House were in- 
vited to stay away from that conference? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, the Republican Members of the | 


conference committee adjourned the conference committee and 
went into a caucus. 
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| 
| 


A MempBer. Were you not in a polite way told that the Demo- | 


crats were not needed in the conference, and they did not want 
you? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

A MEMBER. 
ence committee? 
the conference committee hold hearings before that committee? 
A number of people appeared before them, did they not, from 
time to time? And were you, as a member of that conference 
committee, permitted to know what happened in that com- 
Inittee? 

_ Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, as I have said, we had no 
information of what went on in the committee at all, and we 
were not informed. 

A MemBer. It was only yesterday or the day before that you 
knew anything that they had done? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. But I have no complaint to 
make that those gentlemen excluded the Democrats from the 
committee. The country is not going to try the Republican 
party on the question as to how they treated the Democratic 
inembership of this House. The real issue before the people is 
how they are treating the people of this country in passing this 
bill. (Loud applause on the Democratic side.] That is where 
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And do you know what happened in that confer- | 
Did not these Republicans when they held | 
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the verdict will be found, and I desire, as I said before, to call 
your attention to the fact that although the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee when he brought the original Payne 
bill into this House informed the House as to the actual per- 
centage of increases and decreases in every rate brought before 
the House, to-day we are presented a bill that no man in the 
country except 11 men on the conference committee had an 
opportunity of knowing anything about more than forty-eight 
hours ago. He has not presented the figures showing wherein 
this bill was increased and where it is decreased. They have 
had every opportunity to make a detailed statement, and have 
not done so; and they know the reason why. They know when 
the final estimate is made as to the rates of this bill that it will 
show an increase over the present law on an average of at least 
2 per cent. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Highty per cent of the items contained in the bill presented 
by the conference committee are the rates of the present law— 
the Dingley bill—unchanged in any particular. Twenty per 
cent of the rates have been changed. There are about 6 per 
cent decreases and about 14 per cent of increases in the bill. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.} In advance of our receipt 
of the conference report the Democratic members of the com- 
mittee had reviewed the bill as it passed the Senate and the 
House and worked out every separate item in the bill as to 
the rate of duty it bore. We had worked it out on the Senate 
rate and on the House rate. Therefore when the conference 
report was presented to us we merely had to substitute the 
conference rate in place of the other rate to find the result: It 
has been worked out on the same basis as the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee worked it out on his first report 
of the Payne bill to the House. He took the imports for the 
year 1907 as the basis in forming his estimates. We took the 
imports of 1907. We calculated the increases and decreases in 
the same way that he did, and we find the rates of duty levied in 
this bill are an increase over the Dingley bill rates of 1.71 per 
cent; but in making our estimate we left out of our calculations 
all those items that were taken from the free list in the Dingley 
bill and put upon the dutiable list in this bill, because we did 
not have any returns from the Treasury Department to show 
the amount of importations on these items. When they are ulti- 
mately included they will show an additional increase above 
our findings. 

By leave of the House I shall insert in the Recorp a state 
ment prepared under the direction of the minority members of 
the conference committee, showing the increases and decreases 
in this bill as compared with the present law. The first column 
contains the Dingley revenue for 1907 by schedules and the 
second is estimated by applying the rates of the conference bill 
to the imports of that year. The duties of the conference bill 
will be largely increased by the changed classifications of the 
cotton and silk schedules and the many new items of taxation 
introduced. 











Estimated revenues of the conference tariff bill upon the Payne- 
Aldrich biil. z 
[Increase (+). Decrease (—).] 
Percentage 
' ' 
ae Dingley Conference \of the latt 
Schedule— duties. duties. on the ass 
| former. 
' scistelinsial eee 
| Per cent. 
Bee GL, CU, detec ctcunemsencncusss« | $11,186,860 | $11,816,214 | + 5.63 
B. Earthenware, ete...................-..| 15,349,939 15,290,982 | — .22 
Be Pe Blt pancccdmenscencasenee asnine 21,811,184 20,370,396 — 6.65 
i eesinineniniindene « 3,705,022 | 3,128,553 | —15.53 
pL GG aptinibmgwocdédccnaueeséecuemes 60,338,523 | 60,335,866 004 
F. Tobacco, ete_....-...-..-...--.........| 26,125,087 | 26,125,087 | No change. 
G. Agricultural products_................., 19,181,888 | 20,454,646 6.63 
RE EE ee 16,318, 220 20,705,360 26.88 
Be Ee Sitetbecesemuecesccu......-] 14,353,088 15,835,112 10.80 
ee BN ei ditt iwocescocceces 49,900,580 | 49,776,276 24 
ie trtemmaisencistetnece 36 554,816 36,426,214 | .35 
BS Sees me fk oe Fy 15.48 
ES OU itienticddnccuwesseseses 4,136,629 4,550, 492 —10.02 
W. Sundries...............................| 29,806,500 | 26,484,490 11.41 
Se.» > F Be Fe 
Increase over Dingley, $5,649,002, or increase of 1.71 per cent above 


the present law. 


We did not include the raise in rates caused by the change 
of classification in the cotton schedule, but no one can deny that 
that change will increase the rates above our We 


estimates. 


had no Treasury Department reports on which to estimate the 
rates as to the items affected by the new classification, and we 
have not included these items in our estimate of the increases 
in the cotton schedule. 


I am sure that when the reclagsifica- 
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‘tion of the items in the cotton schedule and the items taken 
from the free list and put on the dutiable list are included that 
the average rate of increase in taxation will be at least 2 per 
cent above the present law. 

There is no responsibility resting on the Democratic party 
for this increase. We have stood here day in and day out, for 
months, ready to reduce these rates to a reasonable revenue 
basis. The Republican party all this time has had a majority 
on that side of the Chamber. They had pledged the country 
through their President to a revision downward in the inter- 
ests of the people; and we find to-day, when the verdict is about 
to be written into law, that they are keeping those pledges by 
revising the tariff upward at least 2 per cent above the Ding- 
ley rate. 

I said in the beginning that I did not believe that when the 
President of the United States pledged himself to a revision 
downward that he meant to be captious in making his pledge. 
I believe that he made an honest pledge and meant revision 
downward in the interest of the masses of the people. I want 
to call your attention to this fact, that notwithstanding there 
has been no revision downward in the main, that where they 
have revised it down in some items it has not been in the inter- 
ests of the people, but in the interests of the great corporations 
of this country, or the manufacturing interests, in the main, 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

They have revised downward the tariff on iron ore. _Who will 
receive the benefit of that revision downward? It will go into 
the pockets of Mr. Schwab and Mr. Carnegie at the Bethlehem 
Iron Works, of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company in its plant 
at Sparrows Point, Md., and of other great corporations. 

Now, do you think that revision downward on iron ore is going 
to be handed down to the people of this country? It takes two 
tons of Cuban ore to make one ton of pig iron. The reduction 
of the rate on those two tons of ore amounts to 50 cents, or 50 
eents on a ton of pig iron. If they were willing to hand it 
down, and wanted to hand that 50 cents down to the ultimate 
consumer, how much would the man who buys a 20-pound plow 
receive? It would not amount to 1 cent on a 20-pound plow, if 
he got all that was coming to him. The same thing is true in 
reference to fence wire and the ordinary commodities purchased 
in daily life. It is true the great corporation that might buy a 
$3,000 boiler might receive some benefit of that reduction on 
iron ore; but it is so infinitesimal, when it comes down to the 
article purchased by the consuming masses of the people, that 
they will never hear of it and never know of it, and these great 
corporate interests are going to receive the benefit of that reduc- 
tion of the tariff and not the people. And yet in estimating 
how much they have reduced the tariff iron ore is included. 

More than that, consider the reduction on hides; you are going 
to exempt the boot and shoe and leather manufacturers of this 
country from paying $2,000,000 into the Treasury of the United 
States. It is one of your boasted points of revision downward. 
I may be mistaken, but I do not believe that there is a man in 
the United States who will buy his shoes one cent cheaper after 
this bill is passed than he does to-day. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] And that $2,000,000 will go as a revision down- 
ward for the benefit of the manufacturing corporations of this 
country. 

And so on you might go through the list. 

Mr. HILL. Does the gentleman object to this bill because of 
its high duties? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. HILL. What was the rate on pig iron in the Wilson bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘The rate on pig iron in the Wilson bill 
was $4. 

aha HILL. What is it in this bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Two dollars and a half. 

Mr. HILL. What is the rate on scrap? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The rate on scrap in the Wilson bill—— 

Mr. HILL. No; under this bill. It is $1, and under the Wil- 
son bill it was $4. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. I have been comparing, commencing with acetic 
acid, the first item in the bill, and I found item after item 
where the rate of duty in this bill is cut in two, as compared 
with the Wilson bill. That occurs over and over again. In the 
cotton schedule some of the rates of duty were higher under 
the Wilson bill than they are under this, and I make the asser- 
tion now, simply based on a guess, that a comparison of these 
rates where the reductions have been made will show that the 
bulk of the reductions have brought the duties below those of 
the Wilson bill. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SABATH. In favor of the trusts, too. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am delighted that the gentleman from 
Connecticut has made that statement. There is no man in the 
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United States who knows better than the gentleman from (op. 
necticut that since the Wilson bill was put on the statute books 
there has been a revolution in the production of iron and stee] 
products in this country; that what was a low rate twenty 
years ago is a high rate to-day, due to improved machinery ang 
improved methods, and that what was a reduction under the 
Wilson bill is high now. 

Mr. HILL. Is that true of the chemical schedule? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not so well informed on the 
chemical schedule as I am on the iron and steel schedule. 

Mr. HILL. I would suggest to the gentleman that there is a 
profitable field for him in which to work his intellect. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut that that is answered by the fact that you raised the 
chemical schedule upward instead of lowering it downward. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, the gentleman refers to the reduction on pig iron and 
the reduction on scrap. Does the gentleman know anybody in 
this country who makes clothes eut of pig iron, or makes any- 
thing out of pig iron, except the manufacturer? Have they 
reduced the finished product in this bill proportionately to the 
rates which they have reduced on raw material? The greatest 
importation in the iron and steel schedule that came into this 
country was pig iron; it was the main competitive item, and 
they cut it more than anything else; and yet the conferees have 
raised the duty on structural steel, that is a finished product 
to be sold by the manufacturers and not purchased; they not 
only were not content with the raise made in the Senate bill, 
but they struck out both rates, so that it would fall into the 
basket clause and be raised above both—raising when they come 
to the finished product that the people consume and cutting 
down the rate when they come to the raw material, or that 
material which approaches raw material, that the manufacturers 
of this country will use; and that is how they have revised this 
bill downward. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainty. 

Mr. CULLOP. By the reduction from 25 to 15 per cent, does 
it not take the iron-ore schedule below the Dingley rate; but 
when you add 25 per cent ad valorem, which is provided in 
section 2, it really has not been cut down at all? 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I am coming to that. I am discussing 
the minimum rates in the bill. When you add the 25 per cent 
ad valorem to the minimum rates and arrive at the maximum 
rates they become extremely oppressive. Of course we all know 
that this is not the bill; that we are going to raise it 25 per cent 
ad valorem after a while, but I am basing my argument on the 
bill as presented to the House to-day. 

Now, the distinguished gentleman from New. York never pre- 
sented his case to the House more lamely, with less force and 
with less facts behind him, than he has presented this confer- 
ence report. In fact, he has been driven so far from any base 
to stand on that he has been compelled to go into Democratic 
fields for an opportunity to make his argument. He has issued 
a statement to the country as to the reductions and increases 
made in this bill. He does not give the rates of reduction and 
the rates of increase, but he gives to the country the number of 
products that are affected by the reductions and increases made, 
and it is very misleading. 

I had some one ask me to-day if the Payne-Aldrich bil! had 
not reduced the taxes $4,000,000,000. ‘Now, here is what the 
gentleman said in making his report. He says: 

The following table shows the consumption value of articles on which 


the rates of duty have been increased and decreased in all cases where 
the amount of reduction could be ascertained, 


The consumption value! Why, my friends, you might take a 
product where there was six hundred millions consumed in the 
country and only $60,000 imported. Reduce the rates of duty 1 
per cent and the government taxes would be reduced $600, but 
the total amount of the product on which the reduction was 
made would be $600,000,000. ‘The gentleman must think the 
American citizen is an easy mark to make such an argument. 
And, more than that, the gentleman is not even accurate in lis 
figures. He states that there are $4,978,000 worth of articles 
affected by the decreases in his bill; he does not state how much 
of these commodities are produced at home and how much come 
in at the custom-house. The total consumption of the United 
States, as shown by the census of 1905, was $14,000,000,000. 
One billion three hundred million dollars of that was commodi- 
ties that are on the free list. Of the articles enumerated in the 
dutiable list there are $12,780,000,000 consumed yearly in this 
country, but the total value of our imports for the year 106 
amounted to $1,226,562,446, and the importation of articles 02 
which the gentleman claims to have reduced rates will not 
amount to one-tenth of that amount. 
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Of course it is refreshing to hear the chairman of the Re- 
publican Ways and Means Committee assert that of the $352,- 


000,000 worth of coal consumed in the United States in the 
year 1908, the entire people of the United States have been 
benefited by the reduction of the duty on coal from 67 to 45 
cents a ton. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] If that is 
so, if the people of the United States from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific Ocean have received this great benefit on the reduction 
of coal, then, of course, the gentleman from New York must 
admit that the people of the United States from one ocean to 
the other are being taxed 45 cents a ton on over 300,000,000 
tons of coal. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HILL. May I ask the gentleman another question? I 
go not want to interrupt him if he does not wish to be inter- 
rupted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I know the gentleman wants to be perfectly fair 
in regard to the matter. The largest single schedule of con- 
sumption in the United States, of course, is the metal schedule. 
It amounts to over three billions. That is equal to any other two 
schedules the gentleman will see if he will look down his list. 
Is not the gentleman cognizant of the fact that the greatest 
reductions that have been made in this tariff bill have been 
made in the metal schedules? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, of course, but—— 

Mr. HILL. Then, they have made on the largest single item 
of production and consumption in the United States the largest 
reductions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, for the benefit of the manu- 
facturing interests and not for the ben«ilt of the common people. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HILL. The manufacturers do not make things to keep; 
they make them to sell. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I challenge the gentleman to show 
where the schedule is reduced in the interests of the common 
people in the United States. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman admits that the largest single 
schedule has been reduced to the largest extent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; that is true; and one of the great- 
est reductions in the iron and steel schedule is the reduction 
in the price of steel rails from $7.84 to $3.92, and when the 
great railroad interests of this country buy their rails cheaper 
than they did before this bill will be passed. I suppose the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut will insist that that is in the interest 
of the common people. 

Mr. HILL. Not at all.. The gentleman will pardon me just 
a moment, and I will not interrupt him if he objects. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, I do not object. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman is perfectly familiar with the 
metal schedule and he knows that barbed wire, which every 
farmer in ‘the United States uses, has been reduced far more 
than steel rails. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not. 

Mr. LATTA. But it is 200 per cent too high now. 

Mr. HILL. I am not disputing that. I am stating what I 
believe to be a fact. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Is it not a fact that in the metal 
schedule, which the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hir1] has 
emphasized so much, the reductions in nearly every case are re- 
ductions on schedules that are already prohibitive, and there- 
fore the lower schedule, being prohibitive, gives no relief, 
although it is less than the old schedule? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not say that I agree with my 
friend from Texas in that assertion, because, as I said a while 
ago, in some of the cases where the greatest importations came 
in they have made the greatest reductions. They have not re- 
duced this schedule, basing their reduction on the question of 
importation, to balance the difference in cost at home and 
abroad, but the great reductions that have been made in the 
main in this schedule have come for the benefit of the men who 
were manufacturers of other products, who wanted cheaper iron 
and steel for their manufacturing plants and wanted to avoid 
paying their share of taxes. I admit that there has been a 
greater reduction in this bill on iron and steel than any other 
schedule ; that it is one of the great products of consumption in 
this country; but I want to say to you this, that the iron and 
Steel schedule does not bear on the backs of the people like these 
other schedules that they have not reduced. When you raise 
your revenue from iron and steel, wealth pays far more of the 
taxes than poverty. The man who builds a railroad or a sky- 
scraping building pays much more for the iron and steel that 
goes into it than the man who is a farmer and buys a plow; but 


Will the gentleman yield? 


when you come to the cotton schedule, which has been raised, 
and to the woolen schedule, which has not been changed, they 
rest absolutely on the backs of the masses of the people of the 
United States. They could reduce tise tron schedule, when the 
pressure from certain manufacturers forced them to do it. They 
could put hides on the free list, when the boot and shoe manu- 
facturers demanded it, but when the people of the United States 
asked for cheaper clothes and cheaper blankets and cheaper 
food, not one cent of reduction is given to them in this bill. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

As I said, in presenting his figures on these questions the 
gentleman from New York has estimated that under “ sundries ” 
the reductions affect $1,719,000,000 worth of products consumed 
in this country. Now, I would like to call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that under the census of 1905 the total 
consumption of articles under Schedule N, sundries, amount to 
only $1,584,000,000. In the sundry schedule there are 55 para- 
graphs. There is a reduction in but 10 of those paragraphs, 
and yet the gentleman in his statement says the number of 
products of consumption that have been affected by the reduc- 
tions in this schedule is over $200,000,000 more than the entire 
consumption of products in this schedule as shown by the census 
report. So when the people, if they are expected to believe this 
report that there has been a reduction on $4,900,000,000 worth of 
articles of consumption in this country, come to consider it, I ad- 
vise that they look into the census reports and ascertain where 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] gets his figures. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman allow me to ask him a question there? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. This $4,000,000,000 that is 
mentioned in the report of the majority is on the articles con- 
sumed in this country, whether produced in this country or 
imported from abroad. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Well, is not that an admis- 
sion on their part that the tariff charges are put on the articles 
produced in this country for which the protection is granted? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. So I just stated, [I will say to my 
friend, that the gentleman from New York had been driven to 
the Democratic position to defend his bill and show that he 
had done something for the country. It is not necessary for 
us to go into detail as to the increases and decreases of all 
of these items, but as has already been pointed out by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLarK], on the commodities that 
the people of the United States are most interested in, those 
that go into their homes and their everyday life, the clothes 
that they wear on their backs and the food that they con- 
sume, the same high rates of duty are maintained in this bill 
which were in the Dingley bill and in some cases they have 
been made higher. We have heard a great deal in the last 
week or ten days about the great victory that the President of 
the United States achieved, a great victory that he had won for 
the people and redeemed his pledges. We found the President 
of the United States fighting for a reduction of duty on five 
items. He was fighting for free ore. In the interest of the 
people? No; in the interests of the manufacturer. He was 
fighting for free hides. In the interest of the people? No; in 
the interest of the manufacturer. 

He was fighting for a lower rate on gloves. Fighting fora re- 
duction below the Dingley rates that he had been pledged to revise 
in the interest of the people? No; he was merely fighting that 
the old Dingley rate might remain, and that we would not put up 
the price of gloves to women and children of this country above 
the old Dingley rate—a great fight to redeem the pledges of the 
Republican party in favor of revising the tariff downward! 
He was fighting for a reduction in the hosiery schedule. For a 
reduction below the Dingley rate? No; fighting to make the 
conferees bring back these schedules to the rates in the Dingley 
bill that he was pledged to revise. And did he succeed? No. 
When he got through they reported a bill to this House with 
an increase in the hosiery schedule of 20 per cent. So ‘what has 
he won in all this great fight that has been made in the inter- 
est of the people as they claim; all this great fight that has 
been made to redeem his pledges? He has succeeded ih, keeping 
gloves at the Dingley rate, in not letting them go more than 20 
per cent above the Dingley rate on hosiery, and in giving free 
ore and free hides to the manufacturing interests of this coun- 
try. A great victory, a great victory for the people of the United 


States! But during that time the President of the United States 
knew what was in this bill. He knew that in order to make the 
rate on boots and shoes proportionate with the reduction on 


hides that he had to force a rule through this House to make 
it in order. 


When he knew that he had to have that rule to 
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make that in order he knew that that same rule would make in 
order other things in the bill. The Dingley bill and the bill as re- 
ported to this House have a duty of 67 cents a pound on cheap 
blankets, the blankets that the common people buy to keep 
away the cold of winter. It is equal to an ad valorem rate of 
165.42 per cent. One hundred and sixty-five and forty-two one- 
hundredths per cent of tax on the blankets that must protect 
them from the winter’s cold; and there is but 23 per cent of 
wages that go into the manufacture of that blanket, and on the 
balance the manufacturer is protected. [Applause on the Demo- 
eratie side.}] Have we heard anything from the President or 
the Republican party about reducing the rate on blankets? I 
find that cheap worsted serge bears a rate of duty of 105 per 
cent in the woolen schedule, and worsted dress goods 101 per 
cent, and another grade of cheap worsted goods 127 per cent. 
These are worn by the plain people. When the President was 
making this strenuous fight to redeem his pledge, to redeem the 
honor of the Republican party, why did he not stand for a re- 
vision of the woolen schedule? 

Mr. HILL. May I make a suggestion to the gentleman? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman seems to bear rather hardly upon 
the hosiery schedule. I wish to submit as a perfectly fair 
proposition that under the Wilson bill common hosiery had a 
duty of 30 per cent, and under this bill it is 30 per cent ad valo- 
rem, precisely the same as under the Wilson bill, and the duty 
on fme hosiery was 50 per cent ad valorem, and here has the 
specific duty of 50 cents and a duty of 15 per cent. Now, then, 
cotton to-day is worth 124 cents, is it not? It was worth in 
1895, when the Wilson bill was in operation, 7 cents. Your Wil- 
son bill duty of 50 per cent, if continued to the present time, 
would be higher than what you condemn now in the hosiery 
schedule. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Do you believe that the Wilson bill had any- 
thing to do with the price of cotton? 

Mr. HILL. I am speaking of the duty, which was 50 per cent 
ad valorem under the Wilson bill; and if you apply it to the 
present price of cotton, your duty under your Democratic law 
would be higher than this specific duty or by ad valorem. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. We got wiped out of power be- 
cause the Wilson bill was not Democratic. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is no man in this House that 
knows better the woolen schedule as in that bill to-day than the 
gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL. And I have condemned it from start to finish. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I knew the gentleman did, and knew it 
was an outrage. 

Mr. HILL. But, understand me, it was the way in which it 
was applied and not the rate, because they are absolutely 
dependent upon the rate on wool. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman admits it is wrong, and 
that it is an outrage upon the people of this country, and the 
gentleman is very tactful in attempting to carry me off from 
the woolen schedule and point out some of the inequalities of 
the Wilson bill. 

Mr. HILL. I have not desired to take the gentleman from 
the woolen schedule. He made a misstatement a moment ago 
when he said there was no reduction. There is a reduction 
made on ladies’ dress goods, the kind of goods that ladies in 
the country wear. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In the woolen schedule? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, I will tell you-—— 

Mr. HILL. Evidently the gentleman has not read the bill 
he is talking about. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have read the bill and have read it 
carefully. I find but one reduction as reported by these con- 
ferees in this bill so far as I have examined it, and that is on 
wool tops. 

Mr. HILL. No. They have madea reduction on cotton-wool 
dress goods and a 5 per cent reduction on yarn. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is in the cotton schedule that the 
reduction is made. It is not in the woolen schedule. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; it is. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘Then I overlooked it. I congratulate 
the gentleman, and I congratulate the country, that in all 
these various items in the woolen schedule they did give some- 
body a reduction of 5 per cent. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. CULLOP. Nota 5 per cent reduction when you add the 
25 per cent in section 2. It increases it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will you answer why it is that the cloth- 
ing manufacturers all over the United States are sending out 
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cards notifying the trade that there is an advance in woolen or 
all clothing of 334 per cent? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Because they know that although the 
woolen schedule has not been raised directly in this bill, it 
has been reenacted as it is in the minimum bill, and that on the 
Sist day of March, 1910, there will be an increase of 25 
per cent ad valorem, and they know it is going to stay there, 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

a I will not spend any further time in discussing these 
rates, 

Mr. SHARP. Is not the protection under this bill hidden jp 
the specific duty? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Absolutely. I want to say a few words 
in reference to this minimum and maximum rate. I do not in- 
tend to go into it fully, because the gentleman from Missouri 
has already discussed the question. But, as you all understand, 
the bill as reported to the House, the bill we have been consid- 
ering, is the minimum bill, or will be the minimum bill, on the 
3ist day of March, 1910. On that date the 25 per cent ad 
valorem inerease will go on every article that comes into the 
United States that is on the dutiable list. 

It will be a blanket clause that covers everything, and it wil! 
stay there until the President of the United States reduces it 
to the rates of this bill. Now, how can the President of the 
United States reduce these rates of duty? He has not the abso- 
lute right under this bill, when he sees proper, to reduce the 
rate and bring it down. Not at all. He can reduce the rate 
to the minimum rate only when certain conditions prevail in 
the country to which the rate applies. If there is any country 
in the world that is discriminating against the United States 
in its trade relations or that pays an export bounty to its own 
manufacturers or producers, then the President has not the 
power to reduce these rates. Therefore we are not putting 
these advances in the hands of the President of the United 
States to take care of, but we are putting this increased tax on 
the American people at the will of a foreign government. Some 
one to-day said that there will be no difficulty about reducing 
lumber to the minimum rate. It is a recognized fact, and no- 
body denies it, that although we have pretended to reduce the 
duty on rough lumber from $2 a thousand to $1.25 a thousand 
feet, that on the 3ist day of next March, when the maximum 
clause of this bill goes into effect, that there will be an ad 
valorem duty of 25 per cent added to all articles in the bill, and 
on rough lumber it will amount to a duty of $3.75. How are 
we going to get that reduced? They say we can depend upon 
the good wishes and good will of Great Britain to see that Can- 
ada does not discriminate against us, and that the maximum 
rate will not be enforced as to lumber coming from Canada. 
Great Britain has no authority or the right to control the 
Canadian government in its domestic matters. ‘This bill does 
not apply to a particular article. If Canada diseriminates 
against us on any article, the maximum rate on lumber will 
remain in force. She may be willing to give us terms on lum- 
ber; but if she discriminates against us or pays an export 
bounty on anything at all, this increased 25 per cent rate is 
going to remain in force. Great Britain can not control it. It 
is only the Canadian government which can control the situa- 
tion; and let me tell you now that the Canadian government 
is paying bounty upon the manufactures of iron and steel 
in Canada to-day, and they do not dare to take those boun- 
ties off. 

If they took those bounties off or failed to continue their dis- 
criminating tariff on iron and steel, the American manufac- 
turers would take their market. So they can not do it. 
They can not wipe out their bounty. And if they do not repeal 
their laws discriminating against iron and steel, then tle 
maximum duty of 25 per cent ad valorem on lumber is going to 
stay up. The same is true as to France and Germany. Does 
anyone for a moment think that Germany is going to reduce 
her bounty on sugar that her sugar manufacturers are entirely 
dependent upon? It is the absolute basis of her agricultural 
system, and yet if she does not remove her bounty on sugar, 
this entire 25 per cent ‘will stand against every product that 
comes into this country from Germany. ‘That is what the 
American people are getting in this bill. They claim that there 
is a great reduction on coal—from 67 cents to 45 cents a ton. 
But if Canada does not stop paying her manufacturers a bounty 
and reduce her discriminatory rate you will not have a reduc- 
tion of the difference between 67 cents and 45 cents on coal, 
but on coal that is laid down at $3 a ton at the seaboard—and 
that is a fair estimate—25 per cent ad valorem will amount to 
75 cents. Add to that 45 cents, and you have got $1.20 that the 
people of the United States have got to pay on coal that is im- 
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ported into this country instead of 67 cents that they have to 
pay to-day. 

Take shoes. They claim a great reduction on shoes. They 
have reduced the rate ef duty from 25 per cent ad valorem to 
10 per cent ad valorem, but they turn right around and when 
the maximum rate goes inte effect they are going to add 25 per 
cent ad valorem to the duty on shoes, making it in the future 
35 per cent ad valorem instead of 25 per cent. 

So that there can be no doubt that there is great danger 
to the people of this country in the maximum tariff rate they 
have adopted in this bill. The danger not only lies in the fact 
that we have conferred on the Executive a power of this mag- 
nitude, but, more than that, it lies in the fact that the Execu- 
tive has not control of the matter if some foreign government 
chooses te discriminate againsi us en some one item. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.j 

Mr. JAMES. And in case the President did have the power, 
which I concur with you he has not, under certain conditions, 
we might have another President, who might be skyward in 
his ideas of the tariff which even exceeds the present Executive 
and keep it on. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly; and we are not altogether 
sure that this one is downward in his tendencies. 

Mr. JAMES. No; we are not. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will not attempt 
to co into other details of the customs taxes provided for in 
section 1 of this bill. Everyone admits that they will not 
produce sufficient revenue to overcome the present deficit in 
the Treasury revenues. Before closing I desire to call to your 
attention a provision “in the bill that the Republicans have in- 
troduced under the pretense that it is intended to raise revenue. 
That is the Clause that lays a tax of 1 per cent on the net 
incomes of corporations. I know there is a sentiment among 
some people that is amtagonistic to corporations; that in some 
quarters the antagonism to cerporate interests is intense; but 
the American people are just and can not be misled by an appeal 
to prejudice, so I am surprised that a great political party 
should, under the cloak of that sentiment, attempt to put a 
tax on the people of the United States that is not imtended 
primarily to raise revenue, but has for its ultimate goal the 
purpose of invading the rights ef the States in their con- 
trol of domestic corporations. [Applause on the Demeoeratic 
side. } 

Equality in taxation is justice. We will all agree to that 
simple principle. We will all agree that the man who has a 
yast amount of property receives more protection from the 
Government than the man whe has none, and that in proportion 
to his wealth he receives protection from the Government, and 
therefore in proportion to his wealth he should pay taxes to the 
Government. . That is the rule in the States. That is the just 
rule here, The Democratic party has stood for that proposi- 
tion in advocating an income tax, and why? Under our system 
of collecting taxes at the custom-house and the internal-revenue 
taxes, we tax men on their living expenses. The surplus 
wealth of the country goes untaxed. In other words, you can 
divide the accumulations of any man into two classes, the con- 
sumed earnings and the unconsumed earnings. The consumed 
earnings he pays for his clothes, his food, his house, and his 
children’s schooling. The unconsumed earnings go into the 
savings bank or are invested for the future. Now, under our 
system of taxation at the custom-house and as to internal- 
revenue taxes every man pays taxes on his consumed wealth. 
He pays it to the Government in internal-revenue taxes or at 
the custom-house, or he pays it to the manufacturing interests 
that are benefited by the tariff; but as to his surplus earnings, 
his unconsumed wealth, he pays no taxes whatever. The Demo- 
cratic party, recognizing that every man should pay in propor- 
tion te what he has, proposed to exempt him on his consumed 
earnings, the money that the ordinary man spends in his living 
expenses, because he is already paying his taxes to the full 
amount of his ving expenses, and proposed to adopt an income 
tax to make him pay taxes on his unconsumed wealth that the 
Government is protecting for him. Now that was fair, that was 
Just. It was so just that when the Democrats in the United 
States Senate proposed such an amendment to this bill the Re- 
publican ranks could not stand the fire, and they broke to our 
Standard. [Applause on the Democratic side.] They came to 
our proposition, that to put an income tax on the unconsumed 
te lth of this country was equality in taxation, and therefore 

st, 

To defeat that proposition, to prevent that righteous verdict 
from being found, the President of the United States and the 
Republican leaders in Congress proposed this tax on the invomes 
of corporations—incomes that go to the poor as well as the rich; 
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income that is consumed in living expenses as well as that which 
is unconsumed and hoarded. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Suppose a corporation, which for the pur- 
pose of the question I will denominate corporation A, a holding 
corporation, has a net income of $5,000 derived from business, 
and in addition to that it owns four-fifths of the stock in a dozen 
other corporations, no one of which other corporations has a net 
income exceeding $5,000; then this holding company would re- 
ceive $53,000 net income if the income of each of these 12 corpo- 
rations was $5,000; and yet under the provisions of this corpora- 
tion-tax law as now written it would not pay one cent of taxation 
on that net income. Is not that correct? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman is absolutely correct, 
and his illustration is a good one to show the inequalities of this 
proposition. 

Now, here is the proposition when you analyze it. The great 
corporations in this country that are violating the law of the 
land should be regulated by the Government, but there is no 
prejudice in the minds of the peeple against the little domestic 
corporations in the States that are doing a legitimate business. 
Their charters are granted by the States. If the people of the 
States think these corporations are performing an unrighteous 
act, they have the power to revoke their charters or to regulate 
them; but when you reach out, as in my opinion this law is 
intended to do, and first make these little corporations pay a 
small tax, then say they must take out a federal charter when 
they pay that tax, and then put an additional tax on all state 
corporations that have not taken out a federal charter, your 
state control has gone to the winds; you have destroyed your 
control at home and you have built up the vastest power in the 
Federal Government that the mind of man can conceive of. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Gentlemen on the Republican side of the Chamber can not 
deny the ultimate object of this corporation tax. They did not 
want it for the money that it raised, because, although they 
have got a deficit in the bill, they reduced the tax from 2 cents 
to 1 cent. The Attorney-General of the United States only a 
few days ago in a public speech said that this tax was the fore- 
runner of federal control of corporations. Now, you are facing 
the question, Do you want the people of your State under their 
legislative authority te contro] their domestic corporations and 
reculate them, or do you want the power fixed in the Federal 
Government here in Washington, so that when a corporation 
goes into the State and violates every principle ef honesty and 
decency the people of your State will have no control over it 
and must depend for justice on the will of the Federal Govern- 
ment? I think that is the whole question. I think there has 
been no more dangerous proposition ever presented to those 
people and those Representatives who believe in the sovereign 
power of the state government. 

As to the question of the justice of the taxation, you can 
readily see that the great millionaire who has got hundreds of 
millions of dollars invested in bonds, hundreds of millions in 
real estate in some great city which is protected by the Gov- 
ernment, pays no tax under this corporation-tax law he would 
pay under an income tax. And yet the small mercLaxt or a 
dozen little fellows off in a State who have ten or twenty thou- 
sand each invested in some little corporation, the income from 
which they are spending in living expenses, every dollar that 
they are getting out of those corporations, paying taxes on it 
when they buy their clothes, when they buy their cigars, when 
they spend their money—and yet must have an additional tax 
placed on them because, forsooth, they have joined together 
under the state law for a legitimate purpose. For what pur- 
pose? Not for the purpose of raising more revenue for the 
Government, but to give the National Government control of 
domestic corporations, and that it might be used as a weapon 
to defeat an honest income tax that would equalize the burdens 
of taxation on all the people. [Great applause on the Demo 
eratic side.] 


APPENDIX. 


An exhaustive presentation, showing labor’s share or the labor cost 
in 177 specified industries (about 200,000 establishments and 5,470,000 
wage-earners) in comparison with the Dingiey tariff rates on the 
articles manufactured. The wages and vali of products are taken 
from Volume 1, Special Census Reports for Manufactures, and cover 
the year 1905. The share of labor is a simple computation which 


roves itself, and the detailed tariff rates are 
xperts, by Evans, for the year 1907. | . s 

The average tariff rate for all imports in 1907 was very nearly three 
times the labor cost for all industries connoted by the census of manu- 
factures for 1905. 


taken from Imports and 
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General table showing industries, wages, production, labor’s share, and | General table showing industries, wages, production, labor’s share, ang 
tariff rates on certain goods. tariff rates on certain goods—Continued. pan 
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Blades. ......-ascccs-eses | we een nnn nnn | mew ene nen nn nn | +--+ = + +e 88 to 95 

Handles. ...-.-.....-«.-- epee enennansespeennnsncnencnmnethineene se 88 to 95 

RaZOPS—_ ------ enn no on ooo een nn nnn | =~ +2 2-2 eee + | ----- ++ +e 53 to 57 

Razor Date ..ncnncncmen ee 53 to 57 

ee 26 to 35 

Bw CO OR ctccumcuiicdstedianinn i acistictsdarigestiea tad dichseninianomectdtiadbsa iba Banaa’ 26 to 35 
Table knives— | 
Mother-of-pearl han- 

Rid nn cnt poccencncddnneselponansnnteccoccccs pnceewane 75 

Deerhorn handle_____ leblanc tinpenincacetsitigel talib 66 

SR irntictiainin citnsielptininininanenantimniernastaneia 52 

Silver handles...... crac lahat Tl cenitadtibstinceiisiatans Riainiatibiaal 68 

\ll other handles____! 68 


and forks, same as 
above. 
Cutlery and edge tools: 
Butcher knives— 


Carving, kitehen, but-| | So. 
ter, and cheese knives, 
Mother-of-pear] han- 
it cittimmetneennespeancnenssesqeceepitiebiiiin 
Tron handle..........}... 


8 
Deerhorn handle...__}... 58 
ee ee 36 
a i cicenccisdenheanadcncctuiitinniebbiamnndides 36 
Celluloid handle... I nin daha LEID cnniniimalesicieh Aad Eitnkinandbiis 36 
64 


} 
| 


Other materials... _- 
Hunting, painters’, 
plumbers’, and shoe 
knives same as above. 


Dyestuffs and extracts. ..... 1,264,000 10,393 ,000 3 | 
Cn CUR TAs Weel ccnichndntthn titan eenccnttinsninnnndigiiinletihats 30 | 
COE Ci cnciciitntnnediines a ait arene aati lil oa nenentiiehl 20 | 
Extraets— | 

NN airtel i ciectenceiainieesechseres tccingciennsitent ananstlcancis 18 | 


iit i hinrestiie i sininenrtatiataniinscaraesceinntnepastniinaiagtaniie 


eee 1,629,000 10,222,000 16 20 to 35 
Balt G00GB. noanntsnnndescce 1,356,000 8,948 ,000 15 5 
TER.....~-.nagieteeniataeenentel 1,514,000 4,391 ,000 34 33 to 87 


i pay 33 
TelD I ete db ccnettenticithbcnanssctiiinadiabiiimatndn 81 
WOOTEN, cnn nneiiiltindithindn 25 to 389 
Fireworks 7 
Ta ee e...uuws— ‘Gi M6862: 1% k:........ 
a SS ee a ne 12 to 106 
F OBRinccpntstnnibbintiaintnatind 12 to 105 
Cotton bags. ...__......... 9 
OE «ccc tinh dhiitiedn eintntimncnmmilinénumsinniatiein item 26 
DUTT nvcsnnidilhaiintiaiil $2 to 40 
We Sia sek ehetlcacctibadinkinnaceincctennantinitiiiaica 22 to 57 
Oo ea eee 10 to 25 
Pics cnnncpliiibamiesid 10 to 35 
Carpets. 20 to 77 
COI a iia acccecscencnielncnentnt ett tiie 49 
P| RS ae 40 to 87 | 
Te i 40 | 
I 5O | 
WP ctecasinttinhesidinttnnien 55 } 
Do eo 
LGO0Gcicnnncntiilaitiiedl 60 
 _ (i SL TT Ls a 50 
COC ee tte a 60 
TOU stitial 60 
CN ian cessed ci ed cnstetitaiianeel Raia iain iil 7 
SE Sa teil 
Shirts 
ey REE ee ee 
DOM ie cinccenctisione 
WEB... csadicnaubicl an & i 
Glatt... .thiapacondibiadioall 7,288, 79,607 ,000 ee | 
i ai ai neti eaten tibial Ee tel 30 to 87 | 
OUI St 40 to 48 
TU ties i er 45 | 
, SSE OC PT PPPS Cry 45 
CU i cciticenteindcnninnanecote ealiibansdaicdedei lad Ps ieeaed 45 to 108 | 
Wanda ee ieee ess dass alia aniianCed 15 to 100 | 
Ca | eet 22 to 69 | 
ae enmeeiem ck BOD BEA 
Gloves, leather............._ 3,840,000 17,740,000 Se eee 
eel 31 to 58 
RO | De ci cation io aaa $4 to 84 
NO ccncilaaliiinanaiineedsksiateiliininiteh id ancnnmindtnmnneneanmininkstt SO oe 
Maasai A Bie 31 to 493 
Men’s— | 
ee -| %2to 64 
eet iit delenit ne cnanniaminncksa adit. sie: Sate 
Sheep... neannnnnnnne s inenichenentnstenesdli ical 11 to 8t | 
Pee Rl, OR 
_, A ei oo il cil i cin 57 
880. a. sac Bi inate, 1,774,000 24,566,000 7 55 
GOR,» ncgracseenananseiebcb aint 1,528,000 10,034, 000 15 | 20to 34 
ee eee ia dada icitt -Abicstinae 29 to 42 
Grease and tallow._......__ 2,714,000 | 18,814,000 BP ican dial 
Ca ae le A eno ae } 20 
i eB i inal 10 
Orindisteln iis ae 274,000 | 7 a aa 10 
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General table showing industries, wages, production, laber’s share, and 
rates on certain goods—Continued. 





















































linac —— ee 
| j i ‘ A 
Industry—Details. Wages Value of Labor’s| Tariff \t8 
product. } share. rate. r 
— : a if 
‘ \Percent.| Per eent. f 
RE iianecenncanescece. $834,000 $1,782,000 18 " 25 p 
Hammocks.................. 91,000 446 ,000 20 15 f 
i ceccicnictisttiniens 14, 580, 000 45,770,000 & i... : 
dirs einen tient inerndea Remicsenmnitininininn aman baanie th 
i ensliene 9 an 
Wire, round_..._...____.. i siscoiieettitadesielsi Detaawieponens aii tt ite 
TITEL ith ceed epanindinannmndedianmenmennneneenalinn 10 12 
| te aD i ae I 45 to 5l ist 
Wire rope...............- Decarodnenmnstenivasesanemnencereieesce=== “<a { 
Amles..............-..-|.--.------------|----- a 0 2 
CT A aD fs 10 
ME oo nmninditstncinicnns ni iid ee Sn ae 29 
Ra i tiie hl 29 i 
ieee 65 +3 
Cards 1. - iy 
Castings | > iEB 
Chain | 49 eg 
Cutlery.....------------- SL asabiieenmanes Disceainemencenenipmaiiatal 28 to 75 ih 
tt a iene tee oni oenediies eine So 
TO a itchiness cesta 7 
I 45 Hi 
I cade aks initiaited at ee ee 338 (ee 
I ne aca S Oe De eee ai Ree 17 oe 
aan ccchecttiiccbtitece coined ts aerial ac 5 4 
(TTR SAT ed api deciles a ciate nical 6 to 48 ig 
naan id cna ctcheiaiaiaD beatae |..-----.------=- Te aaah ada ic aemenianncid 6 to 41 7 
I 9 
a ._| 16to 638 { 
I eM a > te 
IT cae aes a eae eae ee 7 e 
Hats and caps: | , 
I iiedinctbecittabtiniaiaitdinies _ 619,000 2,457,000 25 25 to 86 ae 
a Sellfiiontencouscsaisensiattnenetiineancsl 17,069,900 59,941,000 , | f 
a a a eae | 40 ig 
RE FRE ae aaeed Reape seit ase 35 to 50 ; 
I scsi crinttnaidttincisieaeasil 126,000 798,000 15 24 { 
SII cassrstepscntniphendrdininiatianad 31,536,000 136 , 558,000 DP Wiieesitesea ig 
woe OR [>= a a+ en nenn nnn |--n22-----n een nne a 36 to 68 i : 
tern ai el iia tele tee ata 76 7 
een ee len 5 lsapuiishdiihiiessediniaal ; # ‘a 
I cnciabioniaiel 474,000 5, 774,000 . 25 ' 
i cenesccnecscucnen! 169,000 1,881,000 | 9 25 a 
Iron and steel, blast.....____ 141, 426,000 | 905,787 ,000 . Beeeette a 
Ore kali eiesieslh eS 16 a 
Si Mitensecdeennt ae lee i 
Te a a a ace 0 : 
ae i cE — at ee 27 ‘a 
TT SS a a sean ai egies ice ‘s 
ae calgaiebsihntpieganalbdiddegaitonancananntmsiagdiia: aa on Ls 
es aR Sea atic tan a ana 19 to 38 te 
mon Deicide icine dlliidlieccoenenmieninesalimianstongil 1 MN a 
Icicle lata rentnrennncsrtnensiititinanitinintines a aa el stein 32 to 51 a 
tS ce isd ee es 5 to 67 a 
I | shauna 7 to 53 ra 
<a ete: iar ads aeicedlcndemmmaniaidaei ies shh 2 ¥ 
(ei, SI Stninthomennnnnadeline aia te ta 9 to 18 Hy 
lah ear ecetilelnccreene tie a 9 to 58 i 
Iron and steel bolts_____- 3,642,000 14, 687,000 ‘Seat f | 
EE nantes a Cnmnpesmeaaie 83 : 
| Iron and steel nuts, wash- | 
ers and rivets: “ 
SN ci teriieieetaettiei anhdenntlaiihantinaandniintlpatietananantsenanee sitll 77 : 
ati seine petnammeniges easiihadlicitaaeaeneti idiciitiama” 9 {3 
Rivets- ide ir cae mansooocdhiiiiadh lili crs cixeniiisiiaaiateale ra) i4 i 
Iron and steel forgings...___ 3,428,000 12,110,000 28 | 35to 45 : 
Iron and steel nails...._..__ 1,684,000 8,922,000 18 }... . 7 
> Se Sees a sietlltie aie cia a”) ~ 
i atteniitenenis Leeianetdimeamnineendnlitimanttadendninemensess ciiedauiinadl ) 
| yeeoeonenn annaheemngeinecnyienmmnenetieaanael >, 200e 
I eect heatbiad since al samas'iitiiateelns pani tg timid 13 i 
i iirninisitinateicacss Rp annmamaigjuiediiityl i cincus-unpsighsiipiendsanitamalamiianil 8tol4 a 
Tron and steel wrought | a 
aa eae 2,472,000 | 17 , 400,000 13 25 to 35 f 
Jute and jute goods_________| 1,917,000 | 9,065, 000 21 15 tf 
Kaolin and ground earths_- 898 , 000 t, 438,000 BUI Bi cccheatigin £ 
Kaolin.....-.-......----_|-—---------- ‘ ae , ; i 
De  cincscscnciicicaiinilihitanil pamoccnamainee . catenealiaietiiiadlti 18 to 35 : 
ee ss apscsicmaniiiadlitinipatdiin , cities ae iB 
Dn ateciatieminalins ‘| 6to18 : 
Labels and tags_.........___ | 609,000 | 2, 462,000 “ t_.. 3 
a CRSP eet be seedie ae a i ed, oe F 
0 EE a paints ’ 
Nc lias Innere enemies Ss as : . 
in an cnncpalibiideadidinah 219,000 6,128,000 3 } i 
OE SE ee ee eee 405 , 000 9,277,000 tt i 
ee Dp 6ccondahibebncesee<as n * 19 h 
I i iti ti ct cdnnieimed scenes ecsnsneduieliinnaiedea 48 t 
i eccncanalicenbnas lnccccecasanaaess ere pie mente ts i" 
i Naa a Rs mealies Ti satin Ginuitencnettidistinne oemeie 1S ia 
EE iteaninnteccnadetnadeocesaacccenannapnccesséscoencecce|aenees is ‘ 
ET a Ss aiid i ‘ . 
Bit btininenncccinacne ee I a ) 5 
p EE SE ee ee 27,049,000 | 1), 000 11 al : 
A coumennneses 0 i 
a Oe  eeeneidl ---| 0 . 
ic ninnmnnntnanae« slinehane ) ia 
TG I ) rk 
ee inincienennmeae Lendentanes | v ii 








SI t4| 
15 tt 
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Gencral table showing industries, wages, production, labor’s share, and 
tariff rates on certain goods—C ontinued. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Labor’s| Tariff 
share. rate, 


Value of 


Industry—Details. product. 


Wages. Industry—Details. 


Leather—Continued. 
UG GIG. .ccaheticudene 
Other manufactures. -.-.. 
Lime and cement 


Paints—Continued. 


I nditeeeianenind 
ea 
Cement GG ib nncantecdududed 
Liquors, distilled 
Alcohol 


MNO... cecccccccees 
Brandy 


London purple.........-- 
VOR BOE. ccccccccccce 


Compounds..........-.--. Vermilion red............ 


a: 4 ins biet emit | 

Liquors, malt EEO, onnccanaceces 
Bottles. BP GUE... . co cccuacoss 
Kegs.. ; Sulphide of zine 
Malt-. 38 All other 


EMO cncdacsiassccnat’ Paper and wood pulp 
Liquors, vinous...........-. | 


Champpagne............-- s 
Still.- | m Copying 

. Playing cards 
Stereotype 


$32,019,000 


SN SIORG.. .cencn-stesed 
Lithographing 
Looking glass and picture 
PE nidpendwuavesiasoese< 
Lumber and timber prod- 
WB ccc ctienkcusscedasacecccs 
Unmanufactured.......- 


Photographic 
3,314,000 13,269,000 
: Sheathing 
Parchment 
Surface-coated 
ii cha cael 


All other 


183 ,021 ,000 580, 022,000 


Dia binned pts Ceveweruw 
Be cvtniadcsdéadaped 
Sawed boards..-......-..- 
Lumber, planing mills, Paper goods, n. s. p. f 
sash and doors, planed... Patent medicines and coni- 
Malt 56 30, 288, Ses 
‘ With aleohol_........... 
Without alcoho! 
All other 
Paving materials............| 
Brick 
Vitrified 
Hewn stone 
Asphaltum 
Marble paving 
Marble slabs 
Onyx tiles 
Pencils, lead 


Papier-maché............ 
8,712,000 


4,351,000 


952,000 





Burrstones. 
WRENNER. 5 éicascececcuss 
Granite 
DG ONBs x cccksass cscs 
Limestone 

Matches 

Mats and matting 
0 a 
6 nkss tends cswwens 
DOE as citric ctanchcs 
pg Lidiwbbideidedennnes SS iwee waged a eed 


Stylographic and foun- | 
tain (new rate) 
Perfumery and cosmetics | 
(new rate higher) 
Petroleum refining 


Crude and refined 
Phonographs and grapho- 
phones (new) | 
Photographic apparatus, | 


Photographic materials... _-. 


Cotton SN acaincch incall aired 
Mineral waters.............- | 


eS es Pickles, preserv es, and sauces | 


—F 
Ae NG  iccdsbevewne Be rec gs te ae vod Si ditbdntbeeiass dedi e ! Pickles. ce ea ee 
Exceeding L Sscccesescadste Bis deo adhd eae edie alee | : 
numents: i reserves 
7“ | Pipes, tobacco 
| a supplies 


Tombstones. -.......-...- 8,213,000 
a ee ae 
Dressed 





POHUOD. b ccnddiasawisednes | 
Mucilage and paste 
Musical instruments_-_- 5 
Needles, pins, hooks and | Pottery........- 
Printing and publishing: | 
Book and job 


Nets and seines 
Spangled. ......s.cscsees! 
OCOCtGR.. .cccccescacccceced 


Lithographic labels...... 
. Photographie paper 
Castor 
Essential 


All other 
Oileloth and linoleum 
Optical goods-.-...------..---- 
Spectacles. .....-..-...-.- 
Opera glasses........-..-. 
TARMEE vcncensaecncosccese ! 
Watch dials..........-..-.4 
Paints 
Unmanufactured_._..... 
Manufactured_.........-. 
) RE ER 
eee 
oe ey waa-saa 
, 
Browns 
Ohrom*: 


JULY 31, 
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$188,715,000 


35 to 44 
26 to 38 
25 


45 


”) 
%” 
54 
10 
40 to 107 
10 to #0 








1909. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Gencral table showing industries, wages, production, labor’s share, and 
tariff rates on certain goods—Continued, 


Industry— 


_ 


Details. 


2oofing materials....-..-.--: 


Wages. 





$4,007 ,000 


Value of 
product. 


$19,870,000 


Piteh......-----------<---- Ses erermctanr ate setasanns 
ee 


Rubber and elasties_......--- | 
Gutta-percha...........- 


Elasticon... 


Substitutes............-- | 


Manutactures.......-..... seat cides! aS laa 
Rules. ......cneshbaeiaseainene | 54,000 | 248,000 

W008. <cecuisebantiidipbathts .aoccedbeeiddelsscccescsancubens 

IVOPY.j -ccccccccddssededes cal al tie besnhdnepetienithenenciiieiiiiiaiiatl | 
Saddlery and harness_...... 7,634,000 42,054 ,000 

§ ac ciate ne edntinn ee 464ednnencheeeenwuns 

H arnelO.ccccssnctseeebanl ich athe aise ree | 


9, 412,000 


62,995,000 


Bridles... ncccocacéiiiedinclodenedacéuee 


Salt 


VY, a ee ae 


Bulk 


| 


SawWs...ceshieun 
Cireular | 


Pit 
Drag 
Band 


Shirtings sy 
Linen shirts. 


Woo! shirts, 


Shoddy. 


2,707,000 


Crosseut.... 


a 





SRF Oe thle ead Ma aie Aad Riad 
Flannel shirts 


Silk and silk goods 


Part manufactured 


Velvet ribbons._....____. 
Plush ribbons........_._- 


Chenilles 


lan dni Shae biti deena dada | 50to 





Labor's 
share. 


Tariff 
rate, 








Percent.| Per cent. 


| ee 
Se eeitinlia | 45 
easiatliliat | 30 to 62 
leoccessse 12 to @ 
EE 45 | 
Sa 









5 

) 

45 

er a ee eg wenalemmneecinm 45 
CSUR ee tcaemenee } 45 
Breet, ck ckiik eee a en ee lela, esate 45 
Beltieti. te op eT a a ed aia Dic eae aaah 45 
Braids... 3. Beer . ne ee ee ae | 45 
jo A owes Re ate ea ee aT 45 
GallOetlh..coscussettion a Raia ett re a laa ad | 45 
Pring cenntitiite a ie I ee 45 
Oerdit.... .accanidianita se: era eeee as We ae et 45 
Taseelt... cst et ae) eee eee | Se eee tae 45 
Bone casings__.__...____|| i ee ei ieee | 50 
Cords and tassels__..___. i S caciaiaaale 50 
Gert... cae TR 50 
TS en enn ee iccclesecanacel 50 
Webbitint, tee ie ee a Aa eo ae nae 5O 
Hat bands............... A es aa ar aoa 50 
Buttoe. . 6 oc ee as tet TA Reker epee eae | 5D 
4-ounce fabries.......... OR ad ee eee fh naabuahe | 67 
A Gs cde ev ennne iad 50 
1}-ounce fabries.......... i ee LETC D | 68 
Boiled off............ SMEARED eee ee | 54 
Deel. een OP it ide | 59 

aes  cicieatibaa 50 
S-Ounmee Se i | 73 
20 to 30 per cent silk. |..............-- 56 

SO OO Gy oc. alecenpeccocetunsee 67 
Meth. cine ee a. ccee 78 
Dyed Si 55 
20 to 30 per cent silk. |.............--- 52 

30 to 45 per cent silk. |............-.-- 51 
iti 87 
Dyed i ee 54 
oa 


30 to 45 per cent silk_/..............-- 


More 


Bdkin cesta 
Hemstitehed— 


Dyed 

Dyed in 
op 
Neck rufflings 


Ruchings... 









Teta, atcticanatecee 








et Meeiniie att ie deiebannecawain | 
Se iaiditarttiar laminin amend 
Total free ecopper-_.-.- 
Manufactures— 
ic nnncoccstecuene 
etnias ehsiiibaisienmuin cite 
SE Se a | 
Wire | 


PR. otis eee... aE 





intial ier cistidilasld, spin iennciepatinhaaianibcais 


Wire. 


SG eliiiacastiethasccsodniescnian’ 


3,856,000 
Ce GN ititnddeccaccekubutee 
eel ate tittle eceencitnnliintian te dike 
nttindheatindnninawentanpaneddied 


Smelting and refining zinc: | 
ee i i eeanmninennns 


dhcnncnhtdbadbend naccnnccsdeokin 
BO Fecteccne loncoes 


Double-barrel shotguns_.'............-. 


CO EEE ee ri 


I tcctiehtus ode cacdéuccbbtedan | 
856,000 
 idlacctdiblensied: cibured booewiienee diners 


rT sc eekeebns Bs 
ea cteimcimemenne 


"1,498,000 | 
ale ele onarnneieenee 


24,791,000 
784,308 


Soap and candles...... ....-- 5,056, 000 
Se ieuinth dkbncknwsd osecscnshosak 
lia lanareeil cmnmaiciiinpentea 
Ss SER Ea ea cae: 
OG i ddde cits ten censcatiscscie ; 

tin citttinitted tes atntinbbeaue 

Sporting goods____....._-._-. 1,641,000 
Muskets, muzzle-loading-'............-.- 
Rifles, muzzle-loading-...'..........-.-...- 
EE eee 
Breech-loading shotguns:'..............--. 


8,867 ,000 


enc L cw artnnananee- 


eh sel wnccaduesenedeel« 


Penholder tips........... 
Pens, metallic__........ 
eo a 
ne ecccasdcesccsoce 


a t. cancnecasecal= 


i... owoccsesess 


A 


ie cicmemne 
Envelopes. 
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General table showing industries, wages, production, labor’s share, and 
tariff rates on certain goods—Continued. 





| | 
ba ile Value of |Labor’s| Tariff 
Industry—Detalls. Wages. product. share. | rate. 
ce ae 2 a didi 
Silk and silk goods—Cont’d.| Percent.| Per cent. 
talline a acienravisinis si onside x. iN 50 
ania aia taeih ih endeinaiell iain catemeeiansitinind ieee et ww 
EGE A EE CRE, Aa 60 
ida thiichhacintt a Rciceitssensinneitinn booncmaniinn a 60 
Ce iiiitnecisoqessén ae is oa Serre ete 2 60 
a asinine 60 
See ee iat s eS ee 60 
a ceitteesipte lh ccersciaibiaenaiiamadidieeslt kus ass sds | 60 
I a lait tel 60 
in tinned tanta sana il Senses 60 
I alain taal 60 
Pa ct aati och a cncecenciictinhsticsemiintarialieianmsanieantysdicoattthietni wiiamalin 50 
Silversmithing and silver- | 
Ee $5, 265,000 $20,700,000 | SP Thee aa 
CE ancnttilttiadiin mintiediaisths vlad ldicntianiiaas 25 
RE CS ae : identical 25 
Silver laces.......... hate teretitamncipin ait oiiaradiin ti cetciadi asitprtaniasaeaesititel saaudel 60 
I i _ ae 60 
I I cciinteesiinhinateiell Sesiisinstivenpiti 60 
ici apeiiediianahtciisllnceididediatiistiadirateemstdenpnmenuintinsialiaieetisal 60 
Trimmings.._....-- peice cS ia aastl sien anid aaeer 60 
assent ei alacacialll casann aniyiishisapibihihe enna aesthetician | 141 
I eli | 35 
eet dineractnpcemneninenaeasuinenaintawnmnetnnl 15 
Slaughtering and meat | | | 
packing, wholesale_-____--- | 37,000,000 | 801,757,000 | 4.6 ite 
a a aa ica aia eal enone insane aie 23 
a etncelieimndatgeinets i teceatenctlt alll iain italiani at 23 
I a a i inal ree. i 18 
tics lataeini ete ties hintaan ts srianlsipeicictpnnianiein de asl -| 23 
a irlnitertninment aaa idl i arta ietitmentecclieige ee 13 
Rls criteria ee ae : tS | aiieinls “| 16 
 icethtelainiaatidan kitateelas on achisithinsicenatitinahwinhnwbntithbacctiiaaiaa” waa 
inci nin anita enciscllbnainalatesita Rbuanantneuasit Sees 21 
Se tinepcarneieies: svcsneaisetilletiiniahinlaiinaliaiatatiidiebendtieneaniagiieinale 18 
irae tit lotta ili ceca entities ae | 23 
hcl apt nian trettiate: pen aseniibitcis tintin dling ntesan a ahtiinann daecaemannte | 2) 
iat tains cece asthe ncaa encaabtianainiuiaadeabiea | 36 
SE ceeiieieadl edna egtigteertl ns cicnsnrncniinmcsdhinensaccitniilania dnititbemmniiatai anda 20 
» se Ps Wa tae a a a es a } 10 
Smelting and refining: } 
SE ia iettctsicialiittiimmciis 10,827,000 | 


28 
15 
is 
“) 
“a 
io to 

i4 
4) 


"69 
to 
40 
‘7 
®% to 3S 
45 
35 
‘ 
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Wing and sm 
Tobacco—eigars and ciga- 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I now yield one minute to tlie 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, all I wish is to correct a statc- 
ment which I made when the bill was in the House in March. 
I stated that the President of the United States had said th:t 
if Congress would agree to admit sugar from the Philippine 
Islands coming into the United States free of duty to tle 
amount of 300,000 tons in any one year, he would oppose furtlic' 
legislation on the sugar schedule; that he would go to tlic 
extreme and say that during his term in office he would use t) 
veto power to oppose further legislation in sugar. 

Through a mistake I misstated what the President intend! 
to say; I misunderstood him. What he meant was, so far :\s 
sugar coming from the Philippine Islands into the United States 
was concerned, and from no other country. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I am a Republican and a protec 
tionist, and it is with the greatest reluctance that I rise in iy 
place for the purpose of expressing the reasons whieh actu: 


I enpiiinntonisiaial REE EE: 
¢ There is no free sugar, 


me in voting against the conference report on the tariff bill new 
pending and in favor of sending that report back to conference, 
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so that the true interests of the print-paper manufacturers and 
the print-paper consumers may be properly eared for and the 
dignity of this House and the importance of this legislative body 
preserved and not minified in the proportion of 7 to 1 in favor 
of the Senate. [Applause.] 

- It is my desire to discuss in the few minutes which are 
allotted to me what I conceive to be the natural results of the 
conference report if enacted into law upon the pulp and paper 
industries of the United States and the consumers of those 
ro ‘TS, 

pr oon WOOD PULP. 

The present tariff upon ground wood or mechanical pulp is 
$1.67 per ton. Leaving out of consideration for the moment the 
application of the proposed maximum tariff, the ground wood 
pulp item in the conference report is unobjectionable and similar 
to the provisions of both the bill as it passed the House and 
the Senate amendment. The tariff is nominally left at $1.67 a 
ton on ground wood, with the proviso, however, that it shall be 
admitted free of duty from any country, dependency, province, 
and so forth, which does not forbid or restrict in any way the 
exportation of pulp wood or levy any export charge upon pulp 
wood, wood pulp, or print paper. So far as that proviso is 
concerned, I certainly can not object to it, because, as the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Payne] said, I drafted it for the 
conference committee and believe it is satisfactory to all parties 
concerned. The result of that proviso will be that ground wood 
pulp will be upon the free list coming from the different Prov- 
inces of Canada, if those Provinces remove the restrictions 
which they now have upon the exportation of pulp wood. I say 
Canada, and I shall refer in the course of my remarks spe- 
cifically te Canada, although the item in the bill and the pro- 
viso itself are in general language, covering all foreign coun- 
tries, but in practical effect the application in each case is only 
to Canada and her different Provinces. 

We import from the Province of Ontario large quantities of 
ground wood pulp. We obtain some from the Province of Que- 
bec. Most of the pulp wood in Ontario is owned by the provin- 
cial government, and that government, under its present regula- 
tions, requires that all pulp wood which it sells shall be manu- 
factured within the Dominion of Canada, so that, practically, 
the Province of Ontario to-day forbids the exportation of pulp 
wood to the United States, though this does not apply to the 
small quantities of pulp wood cut from the lands owned by in- 
dividuals. The Province of Quebec owns on her public lands 
most of the forests suitable for pulp wood within her borders, 
and under the present regulations of that Province, where the 
right to cut pulp wood in her forests has been sold, the Province 
makes a stumpage charge of 65 cents a cord for the pulp wood 
cut, with an allowance or rebate of 25 cents per cord if the 
pulp wood is manufactured within the Dominion. These rates 
now existing will, under their own terms, soon expire, and the 
Quebec government is considering a change in the stumpage 
rates, with the likelihood, unless deterred by our legislation, of 
increasing the stumpage charge and also either increasing the 
differential between the charge for exportation and home con- 
sumption, or forbidding entirely the exportation of the pulp 
wood cut on the public lands of the Province. So that we are 
confronted with this situation: Ontario now forbids the expor- 
tation of wood pulp and Quebec makes an extra stumpage charge 
where the pulp wood is exported and threatens to increase that 
charge or forbid exportation. 

The Canadian and provincial governments have reached the 
conclusion that possibly, if not probably, they will be justified 
in absolutely forbidding the exportation of a raw material to 
the United States, which is certainly necessary for the continu- 
ance of the paper-making industry in the United States, unless 
we grant concessions which, in their opinion, will be an equiva- 
lent for giving us the right to bring pulp wood from there here 
for use in manufacture in our mills. 

So far, however, there is no controversy between the Senate 
and House provision, and by the conference report we will ob- 
tain wood pulp free from those Canadian Provinces which re- 
move or do not impose restrictions on exportation of pulp wood, 
wood pulp, or print paper. 

The wood-puip paragraph of the conference report would be 
entirely satisfactory if its effect were not destroyed by the 
print-paper tariff and the maximum and minimum tariff clause, 
4S reported from the conference. As the tariff bill passed the 
House, the maximum tariff did not apply to wood pulp, but as 
agreed upon in this conference report the maximum tariff will 
add « tariff of 25 per cent of the value of wood pulp, which 
value is in no case less than $20 a ton and in most cases more, 
8O that if the maximum tariff goes into effect as against Canada, 
the tariff on ground wood pulp, instead of being $1.67 a ton, as 
it now is, will be $1.67 plus at least $5 a ton, making a tariff of 
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at least $6.67 a ton on ground wood pulp, and under all of the 
provisions of the pending conference report, the maximum tariff 
is as sure to go into effect between Canada and this country as 
that God made little apples. [Applause.] 

However, I will discuss that more fully in connection with 
the print-paper schedule. 

PRINT-PAPER TARIFF. 

Let me recall to you the situation. The present tariff rate on 
print paper is a flat rate of $6 per ton, plus any export charge 
which the foreign government may impose, so that print paper 
now coming from Canada pays $6 per ton, with a slight plus 
export charge on some paper coming from Quebec made from 
pulp wood cut on her public lands. 

The tariff bill as it passed the House made the print-paper 
tariff $2 per ton from those Canadian Provinces which remove 
the restriction on the exportation of pulp wood. In other words, 
by the House bill we offer to make this exchange with Canada, 
that we will reduce our tariff to $2 a ton on print paper if she 
will permit the free and unlimited exportation of pulp wood 
from her Provinces which we need in our paper industries. If 
there be anything of advantage in that proposed trade, it is on 
our side and in our favor. It is impossible to make cheap print 
paper without ground wood. 

The print-paper mills of the United States can not continue 
without an ample supply of pulp wood. The print-paper in- 
dustry of the United States can not continue without obtaining 
spruce pulp wood from Canada. There is not sufficient pulp 
waod in our forests to make the ground wood pulp for cheap 
print paper, and it can not be found anywhere without bringing 
it from Canada. We have not the supply of spruce pulp wood. 
They have it. We have to have the finished product, which is 
print paper. All that Canada needs to do is to “stand pat” 
and say, “ You have to have our spruce pulp wood in some 
form. You will take it in the form of paper manufactured by 
ourselves.” 

In the House bill we offered them then this trade of making 
the tariff on print paper $2 if they would give us pulp wood free 
of restriction, but if any of the Canadian Provinces should re- 
fuse to let us import from there pulp wood free of restriction 
the tariff on print paper as to that Province was to remain 
under the House bill $6 a ton. In other words, we proposed 
a concession to Canada of $4 a ton, not in the form of a threat 
or a penalty, but a concession from the existing tariff rates to 
each Province which would remove its restrictions upon the ex- 
portation of the raw material, which we must have for our 
manufacturing industries, 

There is not a pulp or paper mill in the United States but 
knows that if Canada should to-day or to-morrow forbid the 
exportation of pulp wood from Canada that spruce pulp wood 
in the United States would increase at once 50 per cent in value 
and that print paper, such as newspapers are printed upon, 
would go at once to more than 3 cents a pound. It is true that 
there are two great States in this Union which would not 
suffer by that event. There are 35,000,000,000 feet of stand- 
ing spruce in the United States east of the Rocky Mountains. 
Twenty-one billion of the thirty-five billion are in the State of 
Maine, represented by the distinguished Senator upon the con- 
ference committee. Five billion of the thirty-five billion are in 
the State of New Hampshire. These two States have between 
them 26,000,000,000 of the 35,000,000,000 feet of standing spruce. 
Five billion feet of the remainder are in the State of New York, 
of which, however, more than one-half is in the state forest 
preserves, and under the constitution of that State can not now 
be sold or cut. 

Mr. Speaker, I express the deliberate judgment, based upon 
much investigation, of one who at least is honest in his opinion, 
after as careful a study as I have ever been able to give to any 
subject, that under the provisions of the House bill no new 
restrictions upon the exportation of pulp wood would have been 
imposed by the Canadian Provinces and the existing restrictions 
would have been removed and that our print-paper industries 
would have obtained a plentiful supply of pulp wood from Can- 
ada at reasonable cost for all time. 

When the bill left the House, then, it provided for the exist- 
ing tariff of $6 a ton on print paper, with a proposed reduction 
of $4 a ton, making the tariff rate $2 per ton if the Canadian 
restrictions were removed. As the bill passed the Senate, it 
provided for increasing the present rate of $6 to $8 per ton, if 
the Canadian restrictions were not removed, and for a tariff of 
$4 a ton if they were removed. 

The conference report now before us provides for a tariff on 
print paper of $5.75 per ton if the Canadian restrictions are not 
removed, and $3.75 per ton if they are removed. The House 
provision offered a concession of $4 per ton for the removal of 
the restrictions and a reduction in the rate to $2 per ton, which 
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about represents the difference in cost of manufacture in the 
two countries, The Senate amendment maintained the $4 dif- 
ferential, but the conference report reduced the differential to 
$2 per ton and raises the lowest tariff to $3.75 a ton. If the 
relative prices of paper should again prevail which prevailed 
before the panic of 1907, under normal manufacturing and con- 
suming conditions, the Canadians could better afford to export 
their paper to other countries, like England and Australia, 
than to the United States over a tariff of $3.75 per ton; and the 
reduction of the present tariff rate of $6 a ton to $3.75, as pro- 
posed by the conference report, still leaves the tariff high enough 
to be no special inducement to the Canadian paper manufac- 
turers. 

Mr. SWASEY. 

Mr. MANN. 
time for me. 

Mr. SWASEY. Go on. 

Mr. MANN. Under the provision of the conference report 
there is no inducement, unless the maximum tariff provision 
goes into effect, for the Canadians to take off their prohibitions 
or restrictions on exportation of pulp wood. 

if they have statesmen in Canada—and my observation and 
experience has been that they have wise men, men as keen in 


Will the gentleman yield? 
Not unless the gentleman will secure further 


reference to protective tariff as our best leaders on this side | 


of the House—they will know that they hold the whip hand; 
that they have the pulp wood; and “not having been offered 
concessions by this country which are fair to Canada, they 


will maintain for Canada her right to manufacture within her | 
own borders her pulp wood, and then if we want it, we will | 


pay the price which they fix upon it. So that if the maximum 
from Canada as to pulp wood. We can not run our mills with- 
out spruce pulp wood. When two years ago the western mills 
went to the Prevince of Quebec and bought 50,000 cords of 
pulp wood, already piled up for sale to the eastern manufac- 
turers, that purchase sent pulp wood skyward and added from 
$3 to $5 a cord to the selling price within a short time. What 
will be the effect if the Canadians prohibit the exportation of 
pulp wood’? The Wisconsin mills have paid for the spruce pulp 
wood which they now have $11.25 a cord, because they have 
} Nod to eo for it to Minnesota, which itself is short 
of a full supply. If those Wisconsin mills could obtain pulp wood 
from Ontario, they could continue to manufacture print paper, 
with their great water powers, against the world on even terms. 

out Waat will sappen if the Canadians prohibit the exporta- 
tion of pulp wood? The price of pulp wood in Maine will in- 
crease. The price of pulp wood in New Hampshire will in- 
crease, and instead of this revision of the tariff having any 
effect toward reducing the price of print paper, the threat which 
is said to have been made two years ago that print paper would 
be increased to 3 cents a pound, or $60 a ton, will soon have 
become past history and print paper will be more than 3 cents 
a pound. And then I suspect that some gentlemen upon this 
side of the House, who propose to vote for imposing this tariff 
conference report upon the print-paper industry of the country, 
will regret their attitude, but they can not say they were not 
warned. [Applause.] 

The Canadians will make more money by refusing the lower 
rate proposed in the conference report. Under the conference 
report, if Canada imposes no restrictions on the exportation of 
pulp wood, then the American paper mills will have an even 
chance in buying pulp wood, and the only difference in the cost 
at the mill would be the difference in the cost of transportation 
and delivery. In other words, in such case the American paper 
milis would be offered all the advantages which the Canadian 
paper mills would have as to obtaining a supply of pulp wood; 
but when it comes to selling the paper in the United States, the 
Canadian mills would have a disedvantage or differential against 
them of $3.75 per ton, the amount of the tariff. But suppose, 
on the other hand, the Canadian government and the provincial 
governments forbid the exportation of pulp wood from Canada. 
As the amount of spruce pulp wood in the United States has in 
recent years been wholly insufficient to supply the demands of 
the print-paper mills, the price of pulp wood in the United 
States would be at once greatly enhanced. We now import from 
Canada about one-third of our spruce pulp wood, amounting in 
1907 to nearly a million cords of importations. If this importa- 
tion be stopped, the demand for domestic pulp wood will greatly 
increase its selling price on this side of the Canadian border. 
In such case the increase in cost is inevitable. 

It takes about a cord and a half of pulp wood to make one 
ton of print paper, and the increase in the cost of pulp wood under 
the circumstances will be much greater than the $2 a ton addi- 
tional duty levied on Canadian paper. The increase in the price 
of pulp wood will be in the United States, but not in Canada. 
It will be caused by the regulations forbidding it coming across 
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the border line, and it will be distinctly to the interest, under 
the terms of the conference report, of the Canadian paper mili; 
to pay the additional $2 a ton duty on print paper if they cay 
increase the cost of pulp wood to the American manufacturer, 
say, to the extent of $3 to $10 per ton on print paper. It is 
not unlikely that the increase in the selling price of pulp wood. 
under the circumstances enumerated, might almost, if not 
quite, double as compared with the present prices. 

This increase in the price of pulp wood would not only be in- 
jurious and perhaps ruinous to the print-paper manufacturers, 
but it would be completely disastrous to the wood-pulp mills 
which make ground wood for sale. 

In other words, Mr. Speaker, leaving out of consideration 
again for the moment the question of the maximum tariff and 
considering this conference report wholly upon the paragraphs 
relating to pulp and paper, it seems to me certain that the re- 
sults of the adoption of this conference report will be to pro- 
hibit or further restrict the exportation of pulp wood from 
Canada and thereby cause an increased cost of wood pulp and 
print paper in the United States which will be far greater than 
the $2 a ton additional duty levied on print paper and $1.67 a 
ton duty levied on ground wood pulp. 

The provisions of the House of $2 and $6 a ton on print paper, 
which were recommended by the select committee after a ten 
months’ careful investigation, would have been effective in ob- 
taining for the American people and paper manufacturers the 
opportunity to import freely from Canada pulp wood without 
restriction. We have assurances that the concessions which we 
proposed on this subject were satisfactory to the interested 


_ persons in Canada, and that our proposition of a reduction of 
tariff provision is not to apply, we will obtain no concession | 


the tariff in consideration of the right to import pulp wood from 


| Canada would have been favorably considered by the provincial 


and Dominion governments. That opportunity will be thrown 
away if this conference report be agreed to. 


MAXIMUM TARIFF. 


Mr. Speaker, so far I have been referring to the ordinary pro- 
visions of the bill relating to the subjects discussed, but I now 
come to the question of the application of the maximum tariff 
to Canada and its effect upon these industries. Certainly, if a 
“club” be necessary, the maximum tariff is a club for Canada, 
as related to the paper industry. The second section of the 
bill, as reported by the conferees, contains a maximum and mini- 
mum tariff provision quite different from the one which passed 
this House originally. By the House bill it was provided that 
if a foreign country shall impose a higher rate of duty on our 
products than it does on goods from other countries, then we 
shall impose a higher rate of duty on her products coming 
here; and it was expressly provided in the House bill that 
there should be no increase in the tariff on ground wood pulp 
in any event. 

The provision now reported from the conference goes way 
beyond the provisions of the original House bill. Among other 
things, it provides that the maximum tariff shall be imposed 
upon a foreign country if that country shall impose any export 
duties. That provision was not in the House bill. It was not 
in the bill as it passed the Senate. The words “or imposes no 
export duty’ were inserted in conference, and I believe were 
inserted at the suggestion of a few paper manufacturers in 
order to impose the maximum tariff upon paper coming from the 
Province of Quebec. I do not recall any other country which 
to-day is imposing an export duty upon articles which come to 
the United States not now on the free list. So far as I know, 
the only place where this provision hits is on pulp and paper 
coming from the Province of Quebec, for it has been ruled by the 
courts that the 25 cents additional stumpage charge added by 
Quebec on pulp wood cut on the crown lands and exported to 
this country was in effect an export duty as to paper manu- 
factured in Canada from pulp wood cut on the crown lands. 
The maximum tariff would be applied against Quebec unless 
that charge be removed, though it is quite likely that such 
charge would be removed if that were the only thing in the w2y. 

Another provision in this maximum section is that the maxi- 
mum tariff shall be imposed against a foreign country unless 
“such foreign country shall accord to the agricultural and man- 
ufactured and other products of the Unite@ States treatment 
which is reciprocal and equivalent,” on its! face a very fair 
proposition until you investigate the facts. 

Canada has an antidumping law. We have not. We say by 
this proposition to Canada that unless she repéals her antidum)- 
ing law, which she is not likely to do, we will impose an addi- 
tional tariff on paper as a maximum tariff to thé. amount of 2° 
per cent ad valorem, or at least $8.50 on every ton of paper, 1nd 
also impose a tariff of 25 per cent of the value additional on 
wood pulp. 

The maximum-tariff provision as it passed the House e- 
pressly excepted from its operation the reciprocal arrangements 
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between Canada and England and between Canada and the 
British West India Islands and other colonies of Great Britain. 
Canada has reciprocal arrangements with England, and I be- 


lieve she has reciprocal arrangements with some of the other 
British colonies, but by the provision in this conference report 
we say to Canada, not as a concession or as an inducement, but 
as a “ big stick,” “ Unless you are so little, so ready to be brow- 
beaten, that you will yield the advantage you have in holding 
the main supply of pulp wood on this continent, we will impose 
a maximum tariff on every pound of wood pulp and print paper, 
adding thereby to the other tariffs on print paper at least $8.50 
yer ton.” 

; Do you think that any men with Anglo-Saxon blood in their 
yeins are So craven as to yield before this threat? No. This is 
a serious proposition. 

Every gentleman in this House has newspapers in his dis- 
trict. Probably I have a smaller number than almost any other 
Member of the House. When these papers find out that in our 
attempt to browbeat Canada we have entered upon a trade war 
with that country, with the advantages mainly on the Canadian 
side, and the result is that when the paper owners pay their 
pills the price of paper has increased from $2.15 a hundred 
pounds—about the present average rate—to $3 and perhaps 
$3.50 per hundred pounds, there will be some gentlemen here 
who will then realize the effect of the offense for which they are 
about to yote. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] It is 
all well enough to talk about “ protecting” an American indus- 
try. Our proposition will in fact protect the paper manufac- 
turers by providing them with the pulp wood with which to 
operate their mills, and at the same time we will provide cheap 
print paper, so essential to the comfort and education of the 
people of all classes throughout the country. 

It is easy to say “put up the price of newspapers.” It is 
easy to say that the newspapers have no rights, but certainly 
the readers of the papers have some rights. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] It is easy for some to slur and sneer at the 
newspaper men, who are constantly criticising us, often un- 
justly and unfairly, but after all they are doing a great service 
to the people of this country and a service which few, either of 
the thinking or unthinking, would be willing to part with. At- 
tempt to abolish the newspapers! Try it once. Attempt to 
greatly increase the price of print paper unnecessarily! You 
will try it once, but you will not have an opportunity a second 
time. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

I saw men in this House a little more than a year ago shak- 
ing in their shoes, anxious for a chance to vote to repeal the 
tariff on print paper, crazy for an opportunity to vote to repeal 
the tariff on print paper. I went on the select committee on the 
subject as its chairman, and took the responsibility of making 
a preliminary report against that proposition at a time when a 
report the other way on the subject would have afforded a cheap 
political effect as a campaign document, and I took all the crit- 
icisms which went with my action. Some of my friends here, 
who at that time were urging me as chairman of that committee 
to bring in an early report before the last election in favor of 
removing the duty on print paper without obtaining any con- 
cessions from Canada, may well study what they are about to 
do now before yoting to adopt this conference report. 

Mr. Speaker, the $3.75 rate in the conference report is 
illogical. The House made a rate of $2 per ton; the Senate 
fixed the rate at $4 per ton. The conferees have compromised 
on $3.75 per ton. It might just as well be $4. The distin- 
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], for whom 
I have the highest respect, who was the leader of the House 
conferees, stated this morning that they compromised on $3.75, 
as I understood him, because the Senate would not concede 
anything more. I take it, then, that in influence in the con- 
ference in deciding between $2 and $4—a difference of eight 
times 25 cents—the influence of the Senate conferees was 
equal to seven times 25 cents and the influence of the House 
conferees was equal to 25 cents only once. 
seeing this House yield to the insistent demands of a few 
Senators who say they will or will not vote for a proposition 
according as they have their own individual and selfish ways. 
Let them vote as they please. It is our duty to stand by what 
we believe to be right for the country, and we should have 
equal power and influence in a conference report or elsewhere 
in legislation with the Senate of the United States. We have 
the responsibility for our actions, and I am in favor of ac- 
cepting that responsibility and not cowering before the selfish 
demands of a few Senators. [Loud applause.] 


_Mr. PAYNE. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Marpy]. 


[Mr. MALBY addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


I am tired of | 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I have not been able to get 
everything I have wanted into this bill nor to keep out of it 
everything I did not want in it; but, taking the bill as a whole, 
it is broadly constructed and fairly representative of the di- 
versified needs and industries of this vast country, with its 
many conflicting interests. I shall vote to agree to the con- 
ference report. 

As is usual in the enactment of laws in a representative gov- 
ernment, there have of necessity been compromises between con- 
flicting claims. Some are complaining that their industries are 
not sufficiently protected to save them from a ruinous foreign 
competition. Importers are complaining that duties are levied 
on their imports so high as to enable industries to start the 
manufacture of similar products in our own country and thus 
injure their business as the importers and agents of foreign 
products. 

Those having commodities to sell have wanted a protected 
market in which to sell, and those wanting to buy have wanted 
a free-trade market in which to buy. The time will never come 
when a tariff law, or any other, can fix it so that those who 
produce may sell for a high price and those who consume may 
purchase at a low price. 

An analysis of this bill shows but few increases and many 
decreases in duties: 


The following table shows the consumption value of articles on which 
rates of duty have been i and decreased in all cases where 
amount of production can be ascertained : 


Duty in- 








Duty de- 
Schedule— creased. creased. 
EEE . a ae: - 
ii I I neem $433,099,846 | $11,105,820 
3B. Earths and earthenware..........................- PE TI Bceninsncriomsiitiins 
©. Metals, and manufactures of.._......._......_.._. 1, 248,200,169 | 11,482,255 
Barak ainith lt canlictesdipit edlnesincisantrctipentniiametanbiatiotence 566,870,958 | 31,230,372 
| SA TERE Te SE ae I I Peritnnstenincincidiestial 
F. Tobacco. No change. 
OE ea ee 483 430,687 4,380,043 
H.Wi cnvdadieiintiltinnndal Cie 
Bea I Siac athennnninséccenesistibiniadts SieGpianitcitdinda~Aimninienibittininel 41,622,024 
i ints snsen ncinienemmcecitetinenstseniedlailiimaidie 22,127,145 804,445 
K. Wool. No statistics; no change. | 
EE i i a ee 7,047,566 | 106,742,646 
Ie itis 67,628,055 | 81,486,466 
tian cetrianpchnaltindainen inlet cl Ni Bi 1,719,428 ,069 | 101,656,598 
0 TS a ee fe mh 





Of the foregoing increases the following are luxuries, being articles 
strictly of voluntary use: 


Schedule A, chemicals, including perfumeries, pomades, 

and like articles $11, 105, 820 
eS ee ee 462, 001, 856 
Schedule L, silks 106, 742, 646 


a ike cadence grtnen itinithien m 579, 850, 322 


This leaves a balance of increases which are not on articles of luxury 
of $272,662,203. 

In preparing this table the experts used all of the available infor- 
mation from the Census Office and other sources, but all of these are 
not sufficient to present the total consumption of either class of ar- 
ticles. If the total amount of consumption were available, the con- 
trast between the amount of goods on which duties were lowered and 
those increased would be still more striking. 

The following statement is based on a comparison of the rates in 
the conference report with the Dingley law: 


INCREASES. 
SCHEDULE A.—CHEMICALS. 


The principal increases over the present rates are as follows: 

Oxalic acid from the free list to 2 cents per pound. 

Liquid anhydrous ammonia from 25 per cent ad valorem to 5 cents 
per pound. 

Manufactures of collodion increased 5 per cent. 

Coca leaves increased 5 cents per pound. 

Alkaloids of opium and cocaine increased 50 cents per ounce. 

Fancy soaps increased from 15 cents per pound to 50 per cent ad 
yalorem. 

SCHEDULE B.—EARTHENWARE AND GLASSWARE. 


A slight increase was made on the smaller sizes of plate glass. 
SCHEDULE C.—METALS. 


Structural steel, when fabricated and fitted for use, was placed in 
the basket clause with a duty of 45 per cent ad valorem, an increase 
above the present law. ; ; 

There was an increase on razors, and also upon nippers and pliers, 
there being a specific rate with an added ad valorem in each case. 

Lithographic plates were increased from 25 per cent to 50 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Chrome metal, ferrosilicon, tungsten, and other new metals used in 
the manufacture of steels were put on the dutiable list at a duty not 
exceeding 15 per cent ad valorem. Tungsten ore was made dutiable at 
10 per cent. : ; ; ee 

e duty on watches was readjusted, remaining at about the same 
the Dingley law. 
— of 1 cant per ound was put upon the zine in the ore where 
it contains more than 25 per cent of zine. On zinc with less than 20 
per cent there is a lower rate of duty. Zinc now has a duty of 20 
per cent ad valorem, 
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There was an added duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound upon plain 
bottle caps, and on decorated bottle caps the duty was increased from 
45 to 55 per cent. 

SCHEDULE D.—LUMBER. 


The duty on shingles was increased from 380 cents per thousand to 
50 cents per thousand. 


A omy of 15 per cent was placed on brier wood and laurel wood for 
pipe makers’ use, now free. 
SCHEDULE G.—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 

Bvoems corn was taken from the free list and made dutiable at $3 
per ton. 

Sweetened biscuit, valued at over 15 cents per pound, was made 
dutiable at 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Hops were increased from 12 cents per pound to 16 cents per pound. 

Figs were increased from 2 cents per pound to 24 cents per pound. 

Almonds were increased from 1 cent to 14 cents per pound. 

Pineapples were increased from $7 to $8 per thousand. 

Chicory root, unground, was increased from 1 cent to 14 cents per 
pound. Chicory root, roasted or otherwise prepared, was increased 
from 23 cents to 3 cents per pound. 

SCHEDULE H.—LIQUORS. 


Wines and liquors were increased by an additional duty equal to a 
15 per cent advance upon the present duty. 


SCHEDULE I.—COTTON. 


This schedule was reconstructed and readjusted to bring the duties 
up to those collected during the first four years of the operation of the 
Dingley law and to the rates then collected under said law. Since that 
time the rates have been lowered, in some cases, from 60 to 6 per cent 
by court decisions. These new rates are equivalent to an addition, on 
the whole, of 3 per cent ad valorem increase over that collected under 
the present law for the year 1908. 

Cotton hosiery, fashioned, valued at not more than $1 per dozen, 
from 50 to 70 cents per dozen pairs. More than $1 and less than $1.50 
per dozen pairs, from 60 cents to 85 cents per dozen pairs. More than 
$1.50 and not more than $2, from 70 cents to 90 cents per dozen pairs. 

The remaining rates on stockings are the same as under the present law. 


SCHEDULE J.—-HEMP, FLAX, AND JUTE. 


Hemp increased from $20 per ton to $22.50 per ton. 

Hemp, hackled, from $40 per ton to $45 per ton. 

Certain high-priced laces made on the Lever or Gothrough machine 
increased from 60 per cent to 70 per cent. 

The cheaper laces remain at the same rate as in the present law. 


SCHEDULE M.—PAPER AND PULP. 


Surface-coated papers, wholly or partially covered with metal, from 
8 cents per pound and 20 per cent to 5 cents ee pound and 20 per cent 
ad valorem ; other surface-coated paper, from 24 cents per pound and 15 
per cent ad valorem to 5 cents per pound. 

Lithographic prints, including post cards, cigar labels, decalcomanias, 
and other like articles, have been readjusted as to classification and 
rates. On many of these there has been an increase, while on some of 
them the rates remain practically the same. It is not possible at this 
time to state exactly the changes made. 


SCHEDULE N.—SUNDRIES. 


Fireworks other than firecrackers increased from 20 per cent ad 
valorem to 12 cents per pound. 


Wearing apparel made of fur increased from 35 per cent to 50 per 


ent. 

The jewelry paragraph has been recast with new and specific defi- 
nitions, and this being an article of luxury, the duties on the higher- 
riced articles have been increased and on the lower priced reduced. 
Inder the present law the duty is 60 per cent ad valorem. Under the 
proposed bill the duties run from 45 per cent to 85 per cent. 

Pencil leads have been changed from ad valorem to specific rates, 
with slight increase in ~ fi 

Moving-picture films and kindred articles are provided specificall 
for the first time in this law. The negatives are given a rate of 2 
yer cent ad valorem, and the — a rate of 14 cents per linear 
oot. Under the present law they were 20 per cent and upward. 


DECREASES. 
The principal reductions from the present law are as follows: 
SCHEDULE A.—CHEMICALS. 


Boracic acid, from 5 cents to 2 cents per pound. 
Chromic acid and lactic acid, from 3 cents to 2 cents per pound, 
Salicylic acid, from 10 cents to 5 cents per pound. 

Tannic acid or tannin, from 50 cents to 35 cents per pound. 

Galic acid, from 10 cents to 8 cents per pound. 

Tartaric acid, from 7 cents to 5 cents per pound. 

Alum, from one-half of 1 cent to three-eighths of a cent per pound. 

Sulphate of ammonia, now dutiable at three-tenths cent per pound, 
is transferred to the free list. 

Argols and wine lees, from cents per pound to 5 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Cream of tartar, from 6 cents to 5 cents per pound. 

Borax, from 5 cents to 2 cents per pound 


5 
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M 
Lead 
po 


Borate of lime and other borate material, from 4 cents to 2 cents per 


ound. 

» Chloroform, from 20 cents to 10 cents per 

Collodion and all compounds of pyroxylin, from 50 cents to 40 cents 
per pound. If in sheets, etc., from 60 cents to 45 cents per pound. 

Copperas, now dutiable at one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, reduced to 
fifteen-hundredths of 1 cent per pound. 

Sulphuric ethers, reduced from 40 to 8 cents per pound. 

Spirits of nitrous ether, from 25 to 20 cents per pound. 

Fruit ethers, oils, of essences, from $2 to $1 per pound. All other 
ethers, from $1 to 50 cents per pound. 

Gelatin, glue, isinglass, valued at not above 10 cents per pound, is 
reduced from 24 cents per pound to 20 per cent ad valorem. 

lodoform, from $1 to 75 cents per pound. 

Licorice, all forms of, from 44 cents per pound to 2} cents per pound. 

Cotton-seed oil and croton oil are transferred from the dutiable list to 
the free list. 

Flaxseed, linseed, and poppy-seed oil are reduced from 20 cents to 
15 cents per gallon. 

Peppermint oil reduced from 50 cents to 25 cents per gallon. 

Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, and umber and 
umber earths, if ground in oil or water, reduced from 1) cents per 
pound to 1 cent per pound. 

Orange mineral, from 3g cents to 33 cents per pound. 


ound. 


JULY 31, 


Red lead, from 2% to 2§ cents per 


d. 
Varnishes redu 


poun 
from 35 per cent to 25 per cent ad valorem 
ethylated and spirit varnishes reduced from $1.32 per gallon and 35 
per cent ad valorem to 35 cents per gallon and 35 per cent ad valorem 
Vermilion red, containing lead, from 5 cents per pound to 4j cents 


per und. 

White lead, white paint, and pigment containing lead, from 27 cents 
pet poune to Bh oom r pound. 

iting and Paris white, ground in oil or putty, from 1 cent to one. 
half of 1 cent per pound. 

: Acetate of, white, from 33 cents per pound to 8 cents per 

Brown, gray, or yellow, from 2} cents to 2 cents per pound 
itrate of, from 24 cents to 23 cents per pound; litharge, from 23 cents 
to 23 cents per pound. 

—— and chromate of potash, from 3 cents to 23 cents per 

und. 

Chlorate of potash, from 24 cents to 2 cents per pound. 

Plasters, healing, etc., from 35 per cent to 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Santonin, from $1 to 50 cents per pound. 

Crystal carbonate of soda, from three-tenths of 1 cent to one-fourth of 
1 cent per pound; chlorate of soda, from 2 cents to 1) cents per pound. 

Hydrate of or caustic soda, from three-fourths of 1 cent to one-half 
of 1 cent per pound; nitrate of soda, from 24 cents to 2 cents per pound, 

Sal soda or soda crystals, not concentrated, from two-tenths of 1 cent 
to one-sixth of 1 cent per pound. 

Soda ash, from three-eighths of 1 cent to one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound ; arseniate of soda, from 14 cents to 1 cent per pound. 

Silicate of soda, or other alkaline silicate, from one-half of 1 cent to 
three-eighths of 1 cent per pound. 

Sulphate of soda, or salt cake, or niter cake, from $1.25 per ton to $1 
per ton. 

Seceaes and manufactures of, from 40 per cent to 30 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Strychnia or strychnine, from 30 cents to 15 cents per ounce. 

Sulphur, refined or sublimed, or flowers of, from $8 per ton to $6 

r ton. 

Vanillin, from 80 cents per ounce to 20 cents per ounce. 

SCHEDULE B.—EARTHENWARE AND GLASSWARE. 


Fire brick, glazed, enameled, etc., reduced from 45 per cent to 35 per 
cent ad valorem; brick, other than fire brick,-if glazed, enameled, etc., 
reduced from 45 per cent to 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Plaster rock or gypeum, crude, from 50 cents to 30 cents per ton; 
if ground or calcined, from $2.25 to $1.25 per ton. 

ilter tubes, from 45 per cent to 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Unpolished, cylinder, crown, and common window glass, smaller 
glass and cheaper values, reduced one-eighth of a cent per pound. 

Onyx in block, from $1.50 per cubic foot to 65 cents per cubic foot. 

Marble, sawed or dressed, over 2 inches in thickness, from $1.10 
to $1 per cubic foot. Slabs or paving tiles of the same containing not 
less than 4 superficial inches, and not more than 1 inch in thickness, 
from 12 to 10 cents per superficial foot; if more than 1 inch and not 
more than 1% inches in thickness, from 15 to 10 cents per superficial 
foot; if more than 1% inches and not more than 2 inches in thickness, 
from 18 cents to 124 cents per superficial foot; if rubbed in whole or 
in part, from 3 cents per superficial foot, in addition, to 2 cents. 

Mosaic cubes, not over 2 inches in size, from one-half to one-fourth 
cent; if attached to paper or other material, from 10 cents to 5 cents 
per superficial foot. 

Granite, freestone, etc., not dressed or polished, from 12 cents to 10 
cents per cubic foot. 

Mica, cut or trimmed, from 12 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad 
valorem; unmanufactured, from 6 cents per pound to 20 per cent ad 
valorem ; and mica cut or trimmed, from 12 cents ye pound to 20 per 
cent ad valorem; all the foregoing to 30 per cent ad valorem; mica 
plates or built-up mica, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


SCHEDULE C.—METALS. 
Iron ore, from 40 cents per ton to 15 cents 


Pig iron, iron kentledge, and spiegeleisen, 
per ton. 


ound. 


r_ton. 
rom $4 per ton to $2.50 


Goan iron and steel, from $4 per ton to $1 per ton. 
Bar iron, from six-tenths of 1 cent to three-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Round iron, less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter, from 
eight-tenths of 1 cent to six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms less finished than bars, from 
five-fenths of 1 cent to four-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Charcoal iron, from $12 to $6 per ton. 

Beams, girders, joists, angles, etc., not fabricated, from five-tenths 
of 1 cent to three-tenths and four-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Anchors, from 14 cents to 1 cent per pound. 

Iron and steel forgings, from 35 per cent to 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel, not thinner than No. 10 wire 
gauge, from five-tenths of 1 cent to three-tenths of 1 cent per pound; 
thinner than No. 10 and not thinner than No. 20, from six-tenths of 
1 cent to four-tenths of 1 cent per pound; thinner than No. 20, from 
eight-tenths of 1 cent to six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. Steel bands 
or strips, untempered, for making band saws, from 3 cents per pound 
to 35 per cent ad valorem; if tempered, from 6 cents per pound to 20 
per cent ad valorem and 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Cotton ties, from five-tenths of 1 cent per pound to three-tenths of 1 
cent ae pound. 

Railway bars and steel rails, from seven-twentieths of 1 cent per 
pound to seven-fortieths; railway fish plates, from four-tenths of 1 
cent per pound to three-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Iron or steel sheets, valued at 3 cents pee pound or less, thinner 
than No. 10 and not thinner than No. 20 wire gange, from seven- 
tenths to five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; thinner than No. 20 and not 
thinner than No. 25. from eight-tenths to six-tenths of 1 cent per pound: 
thinner than No. 25 and not thinner than No. 32, from 17; cents to 
eight-tenths cent per pound; thinner than No. 32, from 1 cents to 
nine-tenths cent per pound; corrugated or crimped, from 1 cents to 
eight-tenths cent per pound. 

Sheets, polished, planished, or glanced, from 2 cents per pound to 
14 cents per pound; if pickled or cleaned, two-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound in addition. 

Rolled sheets, of iron, steel. copper, nickel, etc., from 45 per cent ad 
valorem to 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Tin plates, from 14 cents to 1.2 cents per pound. 

Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, and slabs, etc., valued at three-fourths 
of a cent per pound or less, from three-tenths of 1 cent per pound to 
seven-fortieths ; valued above three-fourths of a cent = pound and not 
above 1.3 cents, from four-tenths to three-tenths of 1 cent per pound; 
valued above 1.3 cents and not above 1.8 cents, from six-tenths to five- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued above 1.8 cents and not above 2.2 
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cents, frora seven-tenths to six-tenths of 1 cent per 

© 2 cents and not above 3 cents, from nine-tenths to eight-tenths of 1 
cent per and; valued above 3 cents and not above 4 cents, from 1.2 
cents te 1.1 cents per pound; valued above four cents and not above 7 
cents, from 1:3 cents to 1.2 cents per pound ; valued above 7 cents and 


; valued above 


not abeve 10. cents per und, from 2 cents to 1.9 cents per pound; 
valued above 10 cents and not above 153 cents per pound, from 2.4 cents 
to 2.3 cents per pound; valued above 13 cents and not above 16 cents 
per pound, from 2.8 cents to 2.7 cents per pound; valued above 16 cents 
and not above 24 cents per pound, from 4.7 cents to 4.6 cents per pound. 

Round iron or steel wire, not smaller than No. 13 wire gauge, from 
13 cents per pound to 1 cent per pound; smaller than No. 13, and not 
smaller than No. 16, from 14 cents to 1% cents per pound; smaller 
than No. 16, from 2 cents to 13 are pound. 

Steel bars or rods, cold rolled, cold drawn, or cold hammered, or 
polished, from one-fourth cent per pound in addition to the above rates, 
to one-eighth of 1 cent per pound; on oteips, lates, or sheets of iron 

ro 


or steel, other than ished, where col led, etc., from 1 cent 
per pound in addition to the rates on plates to five-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound. 


Anvils, from seven-eighths to five-eighths of 1 cent per pound. 

Axles, ete., from 1 cent to three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

Blacksmith’s hammers and sledges, track tools, wedges, and crow- 
pars, whether of iron or steel, from one-half to three-eighths of 1 cent 


per pound. 
Bolts, with or without threads or nuts, from 1} cents to 1§ cents per 


ound. 
, Cost-ioan pipe, from four-tenths of 1 cent to one-fourth of 1 cent 

r pou . 

Peodst — ware, coated, glazed, or tinned, from 2 cents to 14 cents 
er pound. 

’ Chains not less than three-fourths of an inch in diameter, from 14 
cents to seven-eighths of a cent per pound; less than three-fourths of 
an inch and not less than three-eighths of an inch in diameter, from 
1g cents to 1g cents per pound; less than three-eighths and not less 
than five-sixteenths, from 1§ to 13 cents per pound; iecss than five- 
sixteenths remain at 3 cents per pound. But no chains will pay less 
than 45 cent ad valorem. 

Lap-welded, butt-welded, seamed, or jointed iron or steel boiler tubes, 
etc., if not less than three-eighths of an inch in diameter, from 2 cents 
to 1 cent per ; if less than three-eighths and not less than one- 
fourth, from 2 cents to 14 cents per pound; if less than one-fourth, 2 
cents per pound; welded cylindrical furnaces, from 24 cents per pound 
to 2 cents per pound; all other iron or steel tubes, from-35 per cent to 
30 per cent ad valorem. 

Table, butchering, carving, etc., knives, with pearl, shell, or ivory 
handles, from 16 cents each to 14 cents each; handles of deerhorn, 
from 12 cents each to 10 cents each ; with handles of hard rubber, bone, 
celluloid, ete., from 5 cents each to 4 cents each; with other handles, 
from 1} cents each to 1 cent each, with the same ad valorem addition 
of 15 per cent: Pro 
rate than 40 S cent ad valorem, instead of 45 in the present law. 

Files, etc., 

25 cents per dozen; over 23 inches in jength and not over 43 inches, 
from 50 cents to 474 cents per dozen; over 44 inches in length and 
under 7 inches, from 75 cents to 624 cents per dozen; 7 inches in length 
and over, from $1 per dozen to 774 cents per dozen. 

Cut nails, spikes, from six-tenths of 1 cent to four-tenths of 1 cent 
er pound. 

, Horseshoe nails and hobnails, from 23 cents to 14 cents per pound. 

Wire nails, not lighter than No. 16 wire tehtee from one-half of 1 
cent to four-tenths of 1 cent per pound; lighter than No. 16, from 1 
cent to three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

Spikes, nuts, washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoes, from 1 cent to 
three-fourths of 1 cent pound. 

Cut tacks, not i 16 ounces to the 1,000, from 13 cents to 
five-eighths of 1 cent per 1,000; exceeding 16 ounces, from 14 cents to 
three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

Steel plates engraved, etc., from 25 per cent to 20 per cent ad valo- 
Trem. 

Rivets, from 2 cents to 13 cents per pound. 

Crosseut saws, from 6 cents to 5 cents per foot; mill saws, from 10 
cents per linear foot to 8 cents per linear foot; pit and drag saws, from 
8 cents per linear foot to 6 cents per linear foot; circular saws, from 
25 per cent ad valorem to 20 per cent ad valorem; steel band saws, 
from 10 cents pound to 5 cents per pound, and 20 per cent ad 
valorem remaining; all other saws, reduced from 30 per cent to 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Screws, more than 2 inches in length, from 4 cents to 3 cents per 
pound; over 1 inch and not more than 2 inches, from 6 cents te 5 cents 
per pound; over one-half inch and not over 1 inch, from 8% cents to 8 
ow pound; one-half inch and less, from 12 cents to 10 cents per 
pound. 

Wheels for railway go or he thereof, from 14 cents to 1% 
cents per pound; ingots, blooms, or blanks for the same, from 13 cents 
to 1 cent per pound. 

Aluminum, in crude form, from 8 cents to 7 cents per pound; in 
Plates, ete., from 18 cents to 11 cents per pound. 

Bronze powder, from 12 cents to 10 cents per pound. 

Hooks and eyes, from 5% cents to 44 cents per pound, retaining the 
additional 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Monazite sand and thorite, from 6 cents to 4 cents per pound. 

Cash registers, jute manufacturing machinery, linotypes and all 
typesetting machines, machine tools, printing presses, sewing machines, 
typewriters. and all steam engines, from 45 per cent to 30 per cent ad 
valorem. Embroidery and certain lace-making machines and machines 
used for the manufacture of linen cloth, and tar and oil spreading 
machines used in the construction of roads, are admitted free of duty 
until January 1, 1912. 

SCHEDULE D.—LUMBER. 

Timber, from 1 cent per cubic foot to one-half cent per cubic foot. 
arated beards, planks, etc., of whitewood, sycamore, and basswood 

om $1 per thousand to 50 cents per thousand. 

All other sawed lumber, from $2 per thousand to $1.25 per thousand. 

DRESSED LUMBER, 


If planed or finished on one side, from $2.50 per thousand to $1.75 
per thousand; if planed or finished on one side and tongued: and 
srooved or planed or finished on two sides, from $3 per thousand to $2 
per thousand ; if planed or finished on three sides, from $3.50 to $2.374 
meas if planed or finished on four sides, from $4 to $2.75 per 


Paving posts, railread t tele, 
to 10 per cent ad oo eee teen ae ae eae 


, That nome of the above shall pay at a less 


Clapboards, from $1.50 a thousand to $1.25 per thousand. 
Kindling wood transferred to the free list. 

Laths, from 25 cents per 1,000 pieces to 20 cents per 1,000 pieces. 
Fence posts, from 10 per cent ad valorem to the free list. 


SCHEDULD E.—SUGAR. 


Sugar, refined, from 1.95 cents to 1.90 cents per pound. 
SCHEDULE G.—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 

Cabbages, from 3 to 2 cents each. 

Bacon and hams, from 5 cents per pound to 4 cents. 

Fresh meat, from 2 cents to 14 cents per pound. 

Lard, from 2 cents to 14 cents. 

Tallow, from three-fourths of 1 cent per pound to one-half of 1 cent 
per pound. 

Wool grease, from one-half of 1 cent to one-fourth of 1 cent. 

Dextrin, burnt starch, etc., from 2 cents to 1§ cents per pound. 

Peas, green, from 40 cents per bushel te 30 cents per bushel. 

All starch, except potato starch, from 14 cents to 1 cent per pound. 

Sugar beets, from 25 per cent ad valorem to 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Salt in bags, sacks, etc., from 12 cents per hundred pounds to 
11 cents per hundred pounds; im bulk, from 8 cents per hundred pounds 
to 7 cents per hundred pounds. 


SCHEDULE J.—FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTS. 


Single oan, not finer than eight lea, reduced from 7 cents to 6 cents 
per pound. 

Flax gill nettings, from 25 to 20 per cent ad valorem. 

a, mats, etc., from 5 cents per square yard and 35 per cent 
ad valorem to 4 cents per square yard and 30 per cent ad valorem, 
when valued not above 15 cents per square yard; if valued above 
15 cents, from 10 cents per square yard and 35 per cent ad valorem to 
8 cents per square yard and 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Hydraulic hose, from 20 cents per pound to 15 cents per pound. 

Oilcloth, including linoleum under 9 feet in width, from 20 cents per 
square yard and 20 per cent ad valorem to one bracket of 6 cents per 
square yard and the other bracket of 8 cents per square yard and 15 
per cent ad valorem, and over 9 feet in width reduced from 20 cents 
per square yard and 20 per cent ad valorem to one bracket of 10 cents 
= square yard and 15 per cent ad valorem and the ether bracket of 

2 cents per square yard and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

SCHEDULE K.—WOOL. 

On tops there was a reduction to readjust the proper relations be- 
tween tops and yarns and other manufactured articles. ‘There was also 
a small reduction on yarns and on cloths with a cotton warp. 

SCHEDULE M.—PAPER AND PULP. 

Mechanically ground wood pulp, from one-twelfth of 1 cent per pound 
to exemption from duty on pulp from any country not imposing export 
duty, etc., on certain forest products. 

Printing paper, valued at not above 24 cents per pound, from $6 per 





$3.75 rt ; valued above 23 cents ¢ ) x 7 2 
inches in length and under, from 30 cents per dozen to | ton to $3.7 aa on; valued above 2; cents a pound and not above 2% 


cents a pound, from $8 per ten to $3.75 per ton. 
Paper envelopes, from 35 per cent to 20 per cent. 
SCHEDULE N.—SUNDRIES. 
Bituminous coal, from 67 cents per ton to 45 cents per ton. 
Gunpowder, valued at 20 cents and less per pound, from 4 cents per 
d to 2 cents; valued over 20 cents per pound, from 6 cents per 
pound to 4 cents. 

Matches in boxes containing not over 100 matches per box, from 8 
cents to 6 cents per gross; imported otherwise than in small boxes, from 
1 cent to three-fourths of 1 cent per 1,000. 

Cartridges, from 35 to 30 per cent ad valorem; blasting caps, from 
$2.36 to $2.25 per 1,000, 

Hides of cattle, from 15 per cent ad valorem to free list. Band 
and sole leather, from 20 per cent ad valorem to 5 per cent ad valorem. 
Dressed leather made from hides of cattle, from 20 per cent to 10 per 
cent ad valorem. Calfskins, chamois skins, goatskins, and other lonther 
not provided for, from 20 pér cent to 15 per cent ad valorem. Patent 
leather, weighing not over 10 pounds per dozen skins, from 30 cents 
per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem to 27 cents per pound and 15 

er cent ad valorem; weighing over 20 pounds and not over 25 pounds, 
rom 30 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem to 27 cents per 
pound and 8 per cent ad valorem; pianoforte leather, from 35 per cent 
ad valorem to 25 per cent ad valorem; boots and shoes made from 
leather from hides of cattle in whole or chief value, from 25 per cent 
ad valorem to 10 per cent ad valorem; made from other leather, from 
25 per cent ad valorem to 15 per cent ad valorem; shoe laces, from 50 
cents per gross and 20 per cent ad valorem to 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Agricultural implements, plows, etc., from 20 per cent ad valorem to 
15 per cent ad valorem, and further provision to free list from any 
commie admitting American agricultural machinery free. 

Works of art, including paintings and statuary, more than 20 years 
old, from 20 per cent to the free list. 

The articles mentioned in the other paragraphs of the bill are rated, 
substantially, at the same duty as under the present law. 


Mr. Speaker, up to this time I have in the main contented 
myself with urging my own views and the views of my constitu- 
ents on this bill before the committees. For eight months I 
have given almost constant attention to the work that has been 
done in framing the bill. I attended the sessions of the Ways 
and Means Committee daily prior to the convening of Congress 
in reguiar session last December. I have listened to our own 
producers and manufacturers as well as to importers and rep- 
resentatives of foreign manufacturers. Each from the stand- 


point of the interests represented forcibly pressed their claims. 
I listened daily to discussion on this floor for a month. I was 
a constant attendant at the sessions of the Senate for seven 
weeks, and there listened to a discussion of the principles and 


schedules embodied in this legislation. During these eight 
months I have presented the claims of the people of my district 
for protective rates of duty on coal, oil, lead, zine ore, zine 
spelter, glass, cement, and other products of mine and factory, 
in addition to the agricultural schedule. I have laid before the 
committee the claims of farmers and stock raisers for maintain- 
ing a duty on hides. 
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I have pressed the claims of all these industries for protective 
duties because I believe in the policy of protecting the products 
of American industries and American labor against open compe- 
tition with like commodities from the other countries of the 
world. 

I have presented during these months the petitions of nearly 
15,000 coal miners for a duty on coal and oil. I have urged the 
claims of thousands of glass workers for maintaining duties on 
glass. I have presented the claims of zinc miners and zinc 
smelters for duties on zinc ore and zinc spelter. I have sought 
in every honorable way to secure a full measure of protection 
for every industry in which the people I have the honor to rep- 
resent here are interested. 

Under the policy of protection there is a large zinc-smelting 
industry, employing large numbers of men, in my district and in 
the United States. The zinc-smelting industry has been created, 
as have thousands of other industries in our country, by impos- 
ing tariff duties on the product of foreign smelters high enough 
to protect the industries in this country from a ruinous competi- 
tion. There is now a duty of $30 per ton on zinc spelter. It 
has not been below $20 per ton for fifty years and has been as 
high as $35 per ton. This bill makes the rate $27.50 per ton. 

I doubt if there would be a glass industry in my district or 
in our whole country if it were not for tariff duties levied 
high enough to protect the glass industry in this country from 
foreign competition. And what is true of these industries is 
true of every variety of industry that is to-day to be found 
throughout the Union, making our whole country a very hive 
of industry, with a higher standard of citizenship, based upon 
higher wages and a higher plane of living, than is to be found 
anywhere else in the world, making us the greatest consumers 
of farm and factory products of any people. 

Mr. Speaker, during these months of interesting and some- 
times heated discussion my faith in the broad principles of 
the American policy of protection has not been shaken. If 
we would maintain American standards of living, we must 
maintain the protective policy of Hamilton, Clay, Blaine, and 
McKinley, as advocated by the Republican party for more than 
half a century. 

The policy is simply this: If products are imported into the 
United States from foreign countries that compete with like 
products produced in our own country, the importer of these 
products is required to pay a tariff or tax into the Treasury of 
the United States for the privilege of entering our market with 
his foreign products. 

It is manifestly fair that the importer of any article from a 
foreign country should pay a tariff for the privilege of entering 
our market with it. In the first place, the foreigner maintains 
his industry, employs his labor, pays his taxes, and supports 
government outside of the United States. The foreign manu- 
facturer does not pay in any country more than one-half the 
wages that is paid to labor in the United States, and in some 
instances the wages are as low as one-tenth of the wages paid 
in the United States. 

It is plain, therefore, that if we open our ports to a freer 
trade, we declare, to that extent, for the “open shop” in the 
United States, which will result in closing our industries or 
lowering our scale of wages and standard of living to the level 
of the countries with whose products we compete. 

Mr. Speaker, this makes fifteen times we have made a gen- 
eral revision in our tariff since the adoption of the Constitution 
in 1789. 

In addition to these fifteen general revisions we have tink- 
ered with and altered our tariff laws 144 times. 

In all these years every time we have lowered duties below 
the protection point our industries have suffered and the polit- 
ical party responsible has been rewarded with defeat. 

I doubt if there has been a time when there was a greater 
necessity for the maintenance of the strict policy of protection 
than to-day. Heretofore we have protected our labor and in- 
dustries against the cheaper labor and capital of Europe. 
To-day we must not only protect our markets against the prod- 
ucts of Europe, but also against those of Asia. 

Europe pays her labor from one-fourth to one-half of what 
we pay ours. Asia pays her labor from one-tenth to one-seventh 
of what we pay ours. Japan and China are waking up. They 
are starting new factories, with new machinery, and are begin- 
ning to make goods for the world’s markets. Patent laws do 
not interfere with them, They have bought or leased our most 
modern machinery and duplicated it in their mills and fac- 
tories, They have sent their young men to our schools, our 
mills, and factories, where they have learned all we could teach 
them, and have gone back to iheir own country to become manu- 
facturers instead, as we had hoped, of becoming missionaries 
for the products of our country. Already they are sending their 
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wares to our markets. They have established mills and fac- 
tories, aided by loans and subsidies from the Government, for 
the manufacture of cottons, woolens, silk, cement, iron, stec|, 
glass, brick, matches, paper, shoes, and other leather products. 
They are diminishing their imports from other countries and 
increasing their exports to other countries. In 1890 Japsun’'s 
exports were nineteen millions; in 1904, one hundred and twenty 
millions. Our sales to Japan in 1898 were thirty-one millions, 
and in 1907 they increased to only forty millions. Their sales 
to us in 1898 amounted to twenty-five and one-half millions, ang 
in 1907 they had increased to sixty-six millions. 

They are largely supplying the markets of Korea, Manchuria, 
China, the Philippines, of Hawaii, of the Orient, with products 
from their mills and factories which we formerly sold these 
people from our mills and factories. The Orient, in and beyond 
the Pacific, has 800,000,000 of people—600,000,000 of laborers 
entering and ready to enter the mills, the shops, and factories to 
produce for the world’s markets. Laborers in these industries, 
men and women, work ten hours for from 12 to 15 cents per day. 
Common machinists get 20 cents a day; the best machinists, 30 
cents a day; and the most skilled artisans, men who make the 
finest surgical and astronomical instruments, 50 cents a day, 
The supply of this labor is unlimited 

After a sleep of centuries, the yellow man of the Orient is 
awake and beginning a day of marvelous activity. The wise 
will watch him and protect themselves against him. We must 
guard our civilization against his encroachments, whether he 
comes with the mailed fist of the warrior, or the skilled hand of 
the artisan, with battle ships for war, or merchant ships for 
commerce. In either case he comes for conquest. 

We must exclude him and protect our labor against com)eti- 
tion with the products of his labor. Our standards and our 
civilization are in our keeping. We are able, if we will, to pro- 
tect ourselves, and we will, Mr. Speaker. 

In all these months of discussion I have heard no new argu- 
ments urged in favor of freer trade that has not been used for 
three-quarters of a century by opponents of the policy of pro- 
tection and the advocates of free trade everywhere. Those who 
have spoken in behalf of the importer and of the right of foreign 
products to enter our markets at more favorable rates, whet |r 
they have been new recruits or old warriors against the policy 
of protection, have used the old weapons that have been useil 
against protection through all the years since its establish- 
ment and maintenance in the United States. 

The declaration that imposing a tariff on a foreign product 
imported into the United States that comes into competition 

| with a like product produced in the United States increases the 
cost of the American articles to the American consumers is not 

| true and is denied by the results that have followed the levying 
of duties and the creation and maintenance of industries in this 
country. 

I have examined the Statistical Abstract of the United States 
from the year 1840 down to the present year, and find that the 
wholesale prices of the principal manufactured staple com 
modities entering into general use have been greatly reduced in 
price rather than increased, as a result of establishing indus- 
tries under a protective tariff in our own country. 

Let me cite a few items to illustrate: English white stone 
plates, 7 inches across, sold in 1870 for 8} cents each, wholesale. 
In 1908 American plates of the same size and quality sold for 
43 cents each. 

Tin plate, made in Wales, sold here in 1890, at wholes:'le, 
per box of 108 pounds, at $6.75; in 1908, American tin plate, 
Same grade and quality, for $3.75. 

Manchester gingham, in 1860, sold here for 16 cents per yard: 
in 1908, American gingham sold for 5 cents per yard. Fla»- 
nels, in 1880, sold for 50 cents per yard; in 1908, for 46 )«\ 
yard. Bleached sheetiny, in 1880, sold at 264 cents per yard: 
in 1908, at 243 cents per yard. Half-gallon glass pitchers, mae 
in Belgium, sold here in 1860 for $8 per dozen, and in 1908, our 
own, made in protected glass factories, sold at 96 cents pcr 
dozen, and glass is one of the most highly protected industrics 
in the United States. The price of all glass products, includii¢ 
window glass, has been reduced more than one-half. 

Calico, in 1870, sold at 18 cents per yard; in 1908, at ©: 
cents per yard. Print cloths, in 1870, sold at 7} cents per yar: 
in 1908, at 34 cents per yard. Women’s solid-grain leather 
shoes, in 1870, sold, wholesale, at $1.37} per pair, and in 1!)’s 
at 96} cents per pair. Sheffield knives and forks sold in 187) 
at $18 per gross; American knives and forks of the same graiec 
sold in 1908 at $5.41 per gross. Shirtings, in 1870, sold for 17 
cents per yard, and in 1908 at 8} cents per yard. 

These reductions have been made to the American consumer 
in the prices of these manufactured articles of general con- 
sumption by levying protective duties and establishing indus- 
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tries in our own country that have supplied us with these com- 
modities, and on all these items the duties have been high and 
are high to-day, and yet the price of all these articles, and 
many others that could be named, has been cheapened under 
and by a protective tariff. 

There has been a great deal said about the increased cost of 
ladies’ hose. I stepped into a store this morning on the way 
to the Capitol and purchased two pairs—one of German manu- 
facture and one of our own manufacture. They are of the same 
grade and quality. Members sitting near me here have diffi- 
culty in telling which is the German and which is the American 
hose. I paid 50 cents for the German hose and 35 cents for 
the American hose. The dealer from whom I purchased these 
informed me that when he began doing business in Washington 
thirty years ago he sold few but foreign hose, and that they 
ranged from 85 cents to $1.25 per pair for the same grades that 
I have here. 

There are some who insist upon having imported articles, 
just as some people go far from home to trade. Those who in- 
sist on having imported articles generally pay a higher price 
for them than they would have to pay for the same grade of 
article of our own production. 

For some years the general tendency of the price of farm 
products has been upward, and the farmer’s grain, meat, poul- 
try, dairy and vegetable products make up the larger part of 
the average family’s cost of living. 

The price of beef, pork, poultry, poultry products, and dairy 
products are higher than ever before in times of peace and 
sound money. ‘The increased cost of living is not due to in- 
crease in the price of manufactured articles, but largely to the 
increase in the price of farm products. 

Much has been said about the consumer. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, our people are, with rare exceptions, all | 
producers as well as consumers. Some produce farm products, | 
some mill, some fectory, and some mine products; and others | 
transport and distribute the products of all these, who are | 
alike producers and consumers. If the farmer must take a 
low price for his product, he can not pay a high price for fac- 
tory and mine products, and he will not stimulate transporta- 
tion and distribution and activity in industry. 

If the man in the factory gets low wages and low prices for 
his work and for his products, he can not pay high prices for | 
the products of the farm, the mill, and the mine; and if the 
miner does not have employment and good wages, he can not 
pay high prices for the products of the mill and factory and 
the farm; and when there is inactivity in all these branches of 
industry, transportation and distribution are dull and do not 
afford profitable employment and wages to those engaged in 
transportation and distribntion ; and these, in turn, are unable to 
buy the products of the farm, the factory, the mill, and the mine. 

When we speak, therefore, of producers, we speak of all our 
people. When we speak of consumers, we speak of all our 
people. They are both producers and consumers, and each must | 
enjoy prosperity in his industry in order that the country may | 
prosper as a whole. 

All our people must enjoy prosperity together or suffer ad- 
versity together. 

There is a cheap mav, a cheap home, cheap living, and a 
cheap country behind cheap products of labor. 

I have been in countries where a suit of clothes such as were 
commonly worn there could be purchased for 90 cents, but men 
and women alike were almost naked, and children wore no 
clothes. It was a cheap country. Everything was cheap, but 
no one had anything with which to buy. Where I have seen 
everything the cheapest is where I have seen the people the 
least able to buy. Food was cheap, such as it was, but the 
native laboring man never sat down to what in our country we 
would call a “square meal.” 

If we supply our wants from the output of foreign mills and 
factories, we to that extent close our own industry and throw 
our own labor out of employment. 

My deep concern therefore in the preparation of this bill 
has been to have it so framed that when the business of the 
country is adjusted to its provisions not one American work- 
ingman will be thrown out of employment by it. I am anxious 
that not even one American workingman be out of work and 
that every dollar of our money shall be profitably employed. 
Thus there will be prosperity in every field of industry and in 
every mart of trade. 

Even the importer, for whom there has been so much solici- 
tude in the press and elsewhere, will prosper, for those who 
prefer the foreign to the American article will be able to buy 


aa imported article if they want it, whether the duty is high 
ow. 
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It is wise from time to time to revise and adjust the tariff 
to our growth and changed conditions, but it is-not wise to 
depart from the strict policy of protection that guards the 
wages and employment of the American laborer and guar- 
antees the activity of American industries and the well-being 
and prosperity of the American people. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker— 


When shall we three meet again, 
In the lightning and the rain? 
When the hurly burly is done, 
When the battle is lost and won. 

Who are we three? Is the battle lost or won? We have been 
informed many times that the Democrats were not elected to 
make this tariff bill and should have no part or parcel in it. 
That has been verified by events. Thou canst not shake thy 
gory locks at us and say, “‘ We did it.” We three then consist, 
or, at least, have consisted, though we may never meet, nor con- 
sist again, of the following persons: 

First, the President; genial, jolly, versatile, judge, diplomat, 
political pastmaster and magician in that accomplished art 
which molds and masters men, holding in his hands the destiny 
of the Republican party. 

Second, the chairman of the Senate Finance Committee; the 
renowned and magical wizard of protection, confident, skillful, 
and daring, who controls his legislative associates absolutely at 
his will. 

Third, our own great big gun, the mighty CANNON; self- 
satisfied, alert, and radiant “ Uncle Joe,” the scapegoat before 
the people for the sins of his party in the House, which are 
many and “red like scarlet.” When he rules in triumph, ac- 
claimed as doing good, he is no better than when denounced and 
accursed as doing evil. What he does, he does as the instrument 
and servant of his party in the House, and is absolutely blind 
to the complexion of the work and instruction given. It is all 
the same to him. He is the slave of the Republican majority, 
executing their orders, and he knows how. All he asks or seeks 
to know is what the Republican majority in the House wants. 
He believes that a majority made of Democrats and insurgent 
Republicans would be unparliamentary and unconstitutional. 
He can not see nor hear them. Only a Republican majority can 
issue orders to him, and no other sort is permitted to give ex- 
pression, except in disjointed factions, generally under lock and 
key, widely separated in time and place, so as not to be counted 
by division, tellers, nor roll call. 

All who vote for him in the House are responsible for him 
and his acts. Those who elect him constitute Cannonism. If 
anybody would defeat Cannonism in this country, the way to 
do it, whether he be insurgent, mugwump, Populist, Prohibition- 
ist, Democrat, or anything else, and the only way to do it, is to 
vote against the Republican party at the polls. The progress of 
this bill has disclosed two other Republican “isms” quite as 
inimical to good government, to wit, Aldrichism and Taftism. 
The first is bold, bald, and outspoken, candidly demanding li- 
cense to rob for the sake of robbery, and laughing at the men- 
tion of “ the interest of the consumer.” The latter patronizing, 
loud in profession and multiform in protestation, pretending to 
do the people good, while studiously avoiding any injury to 
the protected interests, will sooner or later be detected and 
held accountable by the people. A good, hearty, strong pull, all 
together, will wipe out the entire trio in the well merited and 
long merited defeat of the pdrty, which will spawn and develop 
other obnoxious “isms” to betray, distress, and rob the people 
until it is wiped out of existence. The different orders of 
insurgents deserve passing notice. Some of them deserve well, 
because eight or ten at each end of the Capitol have voted right 
a time or two. There is considerable speculation, however, as 
to their probable fate, not so much at their respective homes as 
here. An irate Speaker may unhorse committeemen and an 
incensed administration may deny admission to the “pie 
counter” to those unauthorized insurgents who are outside the 
machine and ring, but what is going to be done with those ad- 
ministration insurgents who kick out of the traces and over- 
turn the apple cart just when we think everything is fixed and 
all serene? Are insurgents near the throne, insurging in line 
with the views of the majority, to escape more lightly than 
the malefactors who lifted up unholy hands against the ma- 
chine? 

I want to enter a special plea in defense of my gentle, able 
friend, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], who always 
works and talks for others, but modestly and unselfishly ab- 
stains from doing anything for himself. His guilt is mitigated 
by two extenuating facts—he is the ablest insurgent and capa- 
ble of more damage to the machine than any of the variegated 
assortment of insurgents since the celebrated performance of 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY], who has been 
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the most successful and brilliant insurgent of the present gen- 
eration. Yet the gentleman from L[llinois has really done the 
machine very little harm. Consequently I resent the treatment 
of the gentleman from Illinois. When we were sending the 
bill to conference there was some levity indulged at the 
modest protest made by the gentleman from Illinois against the 
increases in rates on print paper made by the Senate bill, and 
his intimation not to accept a conference report approving the 
increase. The conferees have done worse than laugh at him. 
The House rate approved by him was $2. It was increased to 
$4. The conferees have beautifully split the difference by re- 
ducing it to $3.75, taking off one-eighth of the increase and 
retaining seven-eighths thereof. The Washington Post made 
the following statement: 

Incidentally Senator HALE walked away with a brand from the burn- 
ing by obtaining a duty of $3.75 on print paper. He was very happy, 
almost radiant, when he departed from the conference room. 

He also seems to have “ walked away” with the gentleman 
from Illinois and a good chunk of the importance of the House 
conferees. 

The gentleman from Illinois, as chairman of the special com- 
mittee, had worked a year on pulp and paper and knows more 
about the subject than any other man in the United States, more 
even than all the conferees and the President put together. 
His work, great knowledge, and high character should have 
been respected, and would have been if the principles and 
sensibilities of all the others had been equal to his. The news 
paper men will doubtless take notice that this was not a casus 
belli in the President’s belated and limited declaration of war. 

I do not agree with our leader from Missouri in his ex- 
pressed opinion, that the Republicans could have won last year 
without professing a conversion to tariff reform, and stealing 
that gonfalon from the Democrats to rally patriots from their 
defection to help them save the election. The sequel has 
satisfied me that it was the coup d@’état which, with their 
usual luck, they performed just in time to save themselves 
when they appeared to be hopelessly lost. The Democrats, 
detecting them in the act, flagrante delicto, with the stolen 
goods on their persons, bearing the pilfered standard so awk- 
wardly, that in their platform the Democrats charged the theft 
outright, and warned the people that the Republicans had no 
intention to carry out their promise, and that owing to Repub- 
lican affiliation with the trusts, it would be impossible for 
the Republicans to reform the tariff even if they so desired. 
In fact the Republicans were so unfamiliar with the doctrine 
that they could not even advocate it coherently in the cam- 
paign. They could not discuss it so as to be comprehended 
alike by people at both ends of the country. With that goody- 
goody, smiling, happy-go-lucky, catch-’em-all faculty of the 
President for glittering and pleasing generalities, he em- 
phatically and repeatedly expressed the high-sounding idea 
that the revision wanted and promised was such as “ the people 
needed and wanted.” 

The magnates of the Hast, regarding their own clans and fa- 
yored associates as “ the people,” construed the revision to mean 
more iron-bound and tightly protected and highly elevated rates 
for their products above all competition, and the removal of all, 
even revenue-producing, duties from the material they must buy 
from the people, so as to give them all advantage, both in buy- 
ing their material and selling their finished product, thus leay- 
ing a pillaged people entirely helpless against their unbridled 
exploitation and ravages. On the other hand, the mighty West, 
at last opening its eyes to the truth, and observing that the 
same benignant Dingley bill, which professed to improve the 
seasons, regulate the weather, and improve both crops and the 
prices thereof, had also increased the power of-the trusts to rob 
by prices so altitudinous as to be out of all proportion to the ad- 
vantages conferred, leaving, if possible, less margin between in- 
come and expenses than realized during hard times, complaining 
loudly of the gross inequalities of a system which deprived mil- 
lions of the reward of toil to enrich a few, was demanding re- 
yision downward. The western folks naturally thought the 
President meant what “ their people ” needed and wanted, so that 
like the double-faced shield about which the two knights, looking 
from opposite sides, disputed, the promise conveyed a different 
significance to the different parts of the country. ‘The western 
people do not yet share the doubts this week accredited by the 
public press to the President, as to whether low tariff would ope- 
rate in favor of low prices to the people. That is elementary 
and sufficiently answered by the fact that the protectionists 
are so insistent upon high rates. If they did not carry the power 
to raise prices, they would not be forced upon us. Later on I 
will refer to some compensatory concessions made in considera- 
tion and return for securing the President’s demands, which 
would hardly have proven so effective in suppressing opposition 
if tariff duties had no effect on prices. Meantime while the two 
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knights were fighting, aided by their followers, as to what prom. 
ise was written, the standpatters said the tariff needed no re- 
vision, and they would make none, and they did not make muc} 
This extra session will live in the history of legislation ang 
the Republican party as most masterly in the successful ex. 
ploit of preventing all reforms while promising the people every 
reform. Its history will stimulate patriots to administer the 
proper punishment to the majority for its flagitious conduct iy 
murdering a glorious opportunity for tariff reform while again 
deluding a confiding people whom their policies have so long 
and so outrageously robbed. Of course the 6,000,000 people who 
voted against the dominant party are not deceived. They ex. 
pected nothing ana got exactly what they expected. Have the 
labored efforts of the President and his party leaders to prevent 
tariff reform while pretending to bring it about deceived the 
good men in their own party? The public press does not so indi- 
cate. The conference report will not be the end, but really the be- 
ginning, of new. more earnest, more powerful, and overwhelming 
tariff agitation. “he conference report goes beyond all prece- 
dents, vielating decency and morality in its wanton, unparal- 
leled, unnecessary, and uncalled-for knavery. Even the inorii- 
nate rapacity of insatiate greed has in some instances repudi- 
ated benefits offered unasked in that bill. They have read about 
“ killing the goose that laid the golden egg.” The distinguished 
authors of this production evidently believe that the goose is 
immortal. This bill will not satisfy the honest toiling masses, 
It will increase the prices the people pay for necessaries. It 
will not put sufficient money in the Treasury, and it will un- 
justly transfer from the pockets of the people billions to the 
coffers of greed. The fraudulent, contemptible spawn of hypoc- 
risy and instrument of robbery will soon arouse the people to 
renew the demand for reform. If any man imagines it will 
bring long quiet, he deceives himself. 

If damming up the Mississippi until it inundates the valley 
for 500 miles wide, 500 feet deep, and a thousand miles back up- 
stream and then breaking the dam would dry up that Father of 
Waters and promote the safety and prosperity of the people in 
the valley, then the adoption of the report of the conferees will 
put an end to tariff reform agitation and make the people rich 
and happy under the ruthless exploitation of protection favor- 
ites. The long-protracted effort to line up Republican tariff 
reformers so as to prevent them from cooperating with Demo- 
crats and effecting actual tariff reform has been a remarkable 
one, but not surprising to those acquainted with the history of 
Republican politics. From the beginning of the extra session 
the all-absorbing effort has been to pass a new tariff bill satis- 
factory to the people without making any improvements, not 
slighting any possible opportunity to make it a little worse. 
The House did the worst it could, and from the newspaper (is- 
cussions and the talk of some Members, seems to have succeeded 
in fooling the people. Intoxicated with that success, the Repub- 
licans in another place went further and présented the spectacle 
of the Republican party fooling itself. It was absolutely neces- 
sary to prevent Republicans from voting for the income tax and 
against the Aldrich bill, for special legislation to pile up for- 
tunes by protective rates of duty would be rendered nugatory if 
those fortunes were to be tapped and reduced by an income tax; 
and it would never do for it to go to the country that Repub- 
lican statesmen had voted against the bill, for western Repub- 
licans, long deluded by Republican leaders and from unfounded 
prejudice, deaf to Democratic appeals, would listen to the truth 
falling from Republican lips in explanation of their votes against 
an iniquitous bill which their eloquence and logic had torn into 
a thousand shreds. So the deformed and mutilated remains of 
a corporation-tax suggestion was held up to divert attention 
from the righteous levy of a fair income tax and seduce right- 
minded Republicans to abandon its support. The effort suc- 
ceeded. All honest Republicans were not fooled, but enough 
were seduced to effect the purpose. 

The performances of the President and the gentleman from 
New York {Mr. Payne] are truly remarkable, and they expect, 
no doubt, to take to themselves great glory for saving their 
party and serving their country “by procuring the best Dill 
possible under the circumstances.” The trouble with the geutie- 
man from New York was that he pitched his line of battle so near 
the known position of the enemy that the two forces occupied 
substantially the same ground, and left no room for the con- 
tending armies to maneuver and struggle against each other. 
About the only chance for a “ rucas,” so much admired by the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Eckins], was to foment rows 
among the different varieties of insurgents, which made a diver- 
sion of attention from the impotency of the alleged battle while 
“ adding to the gayety of nations.” After the Senate and House 
bills had laid the lines of battle in such proximity and con- 
founded confusion, the warfare was, in fact, entirely insur- 
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rectionary, almost guerrilla-like in character, being more fighting 
of factions in the respective camps than war between the two 
armies. Often combatants on one part of the field would sud- 
denly reverse positions on another matter and fight just as 
ferociously for an opposite principle. Furious champions of 
free lumber would in the twinkling of an eye transfer their 
patriotism to advocating a duty on hides. Those demanding 
free iron ore would most viciously insist on protection for pulp 
and paper; free-coal advocates saw ruin unless oil was pro- 
ected. 

The plumed knight, the very flower of reform chivalry, ac- 
claimed as the President’s right arm, wanted more protection 
for gloves and hosiery, and knocking out that contention was 
the President’s only real victory. 

The uninitiated could better understand the extraordinary 
performances if they would study the game called “ Snatch from 
the grab bag.” Some light on the subject might be secured by 
noting the methods by which the President's celebrated sine 
qua non demands were secured. It is true the element of dick- 
ering and bargaining may somewhat dim the resplendent glory 
of his alleged immortal victory, but that is not my fault. I 
do not believe in making tariff bills that way. An examination 
of the conference report will confirm the observations made in 
the following extracts from the Washington Post: 


On lumber some concessions were made, in spite of the fact that 
the President's instructions were complied with to the letter. Rough 
lumber was made dutiable at $1.25 per 1,000 feet; finished on one 
side, $1.75; finished on two sides, or one side planed and tongued and 
grooved, $2.15; finished on three sides, $2.52}; and finished on four 
sides, $2.90. 
ys CONCILIATORY RATE ADOPTED. 

To conciliate Senators Rites and Jones the conferees adopted the 
Senate rate of 50 cents a thousand on shingles, instead of the House 
rate of 30 cents. 

It was in order to obtain the support of Senator Hryrsurn, the in- 

dustries of whose State had been assailed through the abolition of the 
duty on hides, the reduction in the duty on lumber, and the reduction 
in the differentials on pig lead in bars, that the latter schedule was 
reconsidered. 
a view of the action of the conferees in putting hides on the free 
list, a concession also was made to the cattle industry by taking tallow 
off the free list, where it had been placed by the conferees, and restor- 
ing it to the dutiable list. 

Tallow had been put on the free list by the House, but the action 
of the conferees makes it dutiable at 14 cents per pound. 

Senators Boram and Heypurn of Idaho, Jones and Pites of Wash- 
ington, and Bournnr of Oregon during the afternoon held a conference 
on the lumber question. Shortly after 4 o'clock the five Senators 
emerged, and Senator Boran went to the conference room and told 
Senator ALpricu that he and his conferees on the lumber paragraph 
had decided to yield to the President's wishes and accept $1.25 a 
thousand on rough lumber. 

Now you begin to realize what a truly remarkable victory that 
was. Every demand of the President secured at all, except, 
possibly, gloves, which were left too high, were in the inter- 
est of the trusts and against the people. Some of them are 
worse than they were in the Dingley bill, and all of them se- 
cured were paid for at the high and indecent price of allowing 
the trusts to pillage the people on other subjects. It was a 
fine trade to secure profits for some of the trusts and then 
pay for the so-called “concession” by conferring additional 
opportunities for exploitation upon other trusts. That is the 
truth, pure and simple, of the President’s great victory. 

Our Democratic leader, in discussing the Payne bill, pictured 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpney] in his true color, 
as bluntly and candidly, without any hypocrisy or concealment, 
trying to exclude all foreign competition. He is more to be 
respected for his consistency and direct method than those 
who deny their purpose and try to delude. Our leader at the 
same time described the eminent gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
the versatile and resourceful Mr. Datzecr, as “inactive and 
indifferent” in constructing the Payne bill. That is not sur- 
prising. He knows the “difference between tweedle dum and 
tweedle dee,” and is too smart a lawyer to worry the court 
about it when he sees the court going his way. I think, how- 
ever, that our leader exaggerated the credit due the gentleman 
from Michigan as having alone impressed the protective char- 
acter on the Payne bill. With so many other Republican col- 
leagues he could not have done that alone, even if aided by the 
masterly inactivity of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

rhe trouble with the President is, that if he really meant re- 
form he began too late to put forth his efforts and then de- 
manded too little, and was too easily satisfied, and paid too 
much for it, and paid the wrong parties. He should have 
plainly told Congress when convened in extra session either to 
reform the tariff by reducing the rates in the main schedules 
of the bill at least low enough to admit of competition, if not to 
the revenue point. Or if he preferred the other brand of revi- 
Sion, he should have plainly told them to elevate the rate so as 
to shut out competition, cripple our commerce, impoverish the 
people, enrich a few favorites, and then find other methods to 
raise money to supply the Treasury. I would not do him an 
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injustice. Personally I like him. He has done me some kind- 
nesses and [I feel kindly to him. I believe he is doing as well 
as any Republican would do. I want to give him just credit 
for all that is due him, for he will need it all and some grace 
besides before he hears the last of this legislation. He kept as 
quiet as a mouse, like a Sphinx, when he said anything at 
all, according to the newspapers, giving forth utterances as 
ambiguous as any oracle ever delivered, until both bills had 
been passed, when he knew that it would be insisted under par- 
liamentary ruleS that nothing could then be done except adjust 
the differences between the two bills. Even then he could have 
demanded that all decreases in both bills be accepted and all 
increases in both bills rejected, thus securing the best possible 
results out of the situation, and he could have in some measure 
secured atonement for the defects and vicious features of the 
bill by demanding the substitution of an honest and just income 
tax for the subterfuge and makeshift known as the “ corporation 
tax,” which was entirely permissible under the rules by agreeing 
to that with an amendment substantially changing its character. 

But the parliamentary difficulty was a convenience, conjured 
up for use because it was needed, but having served its purpose 
the conferees have now surmounted that trouble because they 
desired to do so by bringing in a rule to authorize reductions 
in the leather schedule. “ Where there is a will there is a 
way.” They seem likewise to have encountered no difficulty in 
finding a way to tallow up the hide States, as that grease 
seemed to be convenient, and to solder up the lead, iron, and 
lumber States, when necessary to trade for securing the Presi- 
dent’s great victory on his demands. The cohesive power of 
public plunder has proven to be the most stickable thing on the 
face of the earth to prevent and heal breaches in the Repub- 
lican ranks. 

But instead of pursuing such beneficent course he deliberately 
sanctioned the sham battle over matters of minor importance, 
to which Republican leaders had limited consideration from 
the outset, and through the entire discussion since he enlisted 
in the fray it has been sought to delude the people by giving out 
the impression that the excellence or demerits of the bill would 
depend on the action secured as to those few relatively insig- 
nificant items which were gotten up solely for diversion from 
the main issues and about which everybody was encouraged to 
talk ad libitum for that purpose, and instead of talking about 
the honest and constitutional purposes and warrants of taxa- 
tion the argument has resounded from day to day about the 
pledges of the party and the benevolent purposes of the admin- 
istration, and the discussion of the details has abounded with 
talk about particular interests and what they demanded and 
what they conceded. 

There are several main schedules in the bill—for instance, the 
cotton and woolen, the iron and steel, and chemical—that affect 
the people in all their domestic concerns. They can do nothing 
without paying the exorbitant tax placed upon the highly pro- 
tected articles in those schedules. If the farmers in the West 
and in the South and the merchants and artisans and lawyers 
and drummers and preachers and doctors and everybody in this 
country who honestly work for a living will figure up what they 
wear on their persons and use in their families and on their 
farms and about their premises and in their business, they will 
find that they are held up for such an enormous per cent that 
they would resent as an insult discussion of any of the five 
items about which the President and the Republican leaders 
make such a parade. Those schedules provide for several bil- 
lion dollars of unadulterated graft by taking from the pockets 
of the consumer and paying it to the protected interests. In- 
stead of improving those Dingley schedules by judicious reduc- 
tion by which plenty of revenue would go to the Treasury and 
billions be saved to the people, both bills actually made them 
worse. To divert attention from them, a mock fight was insti- 
tuted and encouraged on those items—lumber, hides, coal, and 
iron ore. They are, to a certain extent, important. If lumber 
were free, a few people near the border and near navigable wa- 
ters could buy lumber more cheaply, while western and southern 
lumber would not be able to compete in the markets quite so 
far north and east. Rough lumber brings in good revenue and 
has carried nothing but a revenue rate. 

The Republican idea adhered to in the conference report is 
to reduce the rates on rough lumber and carry a high duty on 
dressed lumber so as to exclude the output of foreign planing 
mills from competition; but the aggregate duty on dressed lum- 
ber would be just as great as that insisted upon by anybody 
who wants to collect the duty out of rough lumber for which 
nobody has asked anything more than a revenue rate, but would 
go to the pockets of favorites instead of into the Treasury. It 
is true that all lumber ought to be free, not for the benefit of 
any local or private interest. Neither should it be dutiable for 
that reason, but it is an article of prime necessity and general 
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use such as ought to be on the free list, and I have always so 
voted, but I repudiate and scorn the discriminating scheme 
borrowed from New England of putting rough lumber only on 
the free list which requires six operations of the ax and saw 
to make a plank, and then placing the full aggregate $2 rate 
on the finished work of the planing mill, which runs four lines 
only to match a plank and dress it on both sides. That scheme 
was insisted upon in this House by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota, and for voting against it Members were slandered over the 
country with the false accusation of voting against free lumber 
and against the Democratic platform. Such accusers forget 
that the gentleman from Minnesota is not a Democratic leader, 
but is one of the stanchest and mightiest leaders of the Re- 
publican party in this House, and that he was in fact selected 
and appealed to in dire extremity of his party’s demoralization 
in the House to bring order out of chaos, and to persuade the 
discordant Republican factions to pass the Payne bill through 
the House. 

The man who pronounces it un-Democratic to refuse to follow 
him is a poor judge of a Democrat. If the ultimate tax on 
finished lumber is to be $2 or $2.90, as fixed by the conference 
report, instead of being admitted free, let the entire uniform 
rate be placed on all lumber and we will know what we are 
doing. Otherwise planing mills on the northern border, ap- 
propriating all the benefit of free lumber, will take the rough 
lumber of their neighbors at their own figures and then, in addi- 
tion to their other profit, will add the unjust tariff differentials 
on dressed lumber, thus paying the same lumber tax tod them 
which has been going to the Treasury. As dressed lumber is 
more easily handled and shipped than rough lumber and may 
justify the claim of higher freight rates as it is more valuable, 
the scheme just described would prove far more acceptable to 
the railroads than to the people. Neither that scheme nor the 
one in the conference report promises any benefit to the con- 
sumers of lumber, but merely changes the beneficiary of the 
tax. So that the money will go to the planing mills instead of 
the Treasury. One of the items referred to in the President’s 
sham battle is hides. It is understood to be the only revenue- 
producing item in the entire leather schedule. If we are to 
forego that revenue at the demand of manufacturers, shoes, 
leather, and harness ought also to be free. Their competition is 
insignificant anyhow and the tariff allowed on them is a gra- 
tuity amounting to a holdup. The tax on hides, which amounts 
to only a few cents in a pair of shoes, will be absorbed by the 
manufacturers if hides are placed on the free list, unless the 
articles into which they enter are also made free. 

Both these matters and the others insisted on by the Presi- 
dent are of small general importance when compared to the 
glaring iniquities in the body of the bill. Those items are of 
local political importance to some individual Members, and 
the records of Members on those subjects may control their 
next contest at home, but the President and the great reform 
gentleman from New York have made their fights on these 
items, which compare with the real enormities of the bill as 
a mole hill to a mountain, as a spring branch to the Pacific 
Ocean, pretendedly on broader principles, contending that they 
do not respect local demands, but the general good. Impartial 
historians will record that this sham battle was planned and 
encouraged by the party leaders, and afterwards confirmed, 
ratified, and accentuated by the President to prevent discussion 
and reform of the tariff. 

Some of these schedules were ably and unanswerably at- 
tacked in another place, but the men who made the attack 
were hacked and harried by the dangers and threats of worse 
conditions, and not being original and full-fledged reformers 
anyway, were all driven into the confession that they would be 
satisfied now to hold the Dingley rates, claiming no reform if 
they could only prevent further outrage, although the Dingley 
rates were the very ones of which the people complained, and 
to reduce and reform which the present extra session was 
promised. If those men, after so ably exposing those schedules, 
vote for this conference report, such votes should seal their 
political doom, for judged by their own speeches, their con- 
stituents can say, “ You knew your duty, but did it not.” 

There is one pathetic thing connected with this sham battle. 
Our great champion of reduced rates on a limited scale, posing 
as the President's right arm in the war on graft, was once able 
to see ro harm in rewarding a political heeler for partisan 
services by allowing him license to rob the ladies by an unright- 
eous tax on gloves, and that selfsame interested heeler has been 
credited with rather close association with the party leaders 
and even with the conferees. Nor has our great chairman 
claimed that that tax was to ge to the Treasury, but to protect 
against competition. It was a great pity that the luster of his 
valiant championship is to be somewhat dimmed by the unfortu- 
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nate impression that his committee, supported by the House, de- 
sired the ladies to pay more for their hosiery, not to replenish 
the Treasury, but to enrich the manufacturer. But if he haq 
credit for securing free hosiery, free gloves, free lumber, free 
hides, free coal, free iron ore, and free oil, all the aggregated 
benefits would sink into insignificance compared to the billions 
of graft in the body of the bill. 

What a pity the President and the gentleman from New York 
did not direct their talents and zeal to the material parts of 
the bill, so as to produce sufficient revenue for the Treasury and 
relieve the people of billions of unjust taxes. Their aim was 
too low if they meant reform. They used too powerful force 
and too big a gun for the game they were after. It was like 
marshaling out an army and training a battery of 13-inch guns 
to kill a snowbird. The blessed Master spoke of people who 
“strain at a gnat and swallow a camel.” He also spoke of 
people who “pay tithes of mint and anise and cummin, but 
have neglected the weightier matters of the law.” It is evident 
that those distinguished statesmen have either been wofully 
misled themselves, or have grossly deceived the people. 

A mean development in the fight is the sinister discrimination 
in favor of eastern cotton mills to prevent and postpone the 
success and multiplication of cotton mills near the cotton fields, 
The coarse, cheap materials made by the southern mills, which 
find markets at home and abroad in competition with all the 
world, are to be admitted at a lower rate, while the finer cotton 
goods made in the Hast, which our people would use in prefer- 
ence to any other fabrics, are saddled with higher rates to pro- 
tect against all competition and raise the price to the home con- 
sumer. This is one of the President’s boasted victories. Fur- 
ther discrimination will be realized in the duty of about 45 per 
cent on the equipment of a cotton factory, which, of course, dis- 
courages the building of new mills in the South, where there is 
not much idle capital. 

There is another spectacle disappointing to me in the follow- 
ing extract from the Washington Post: 


The minority members were in the conference chamber less than an 
hour. At the outset, Representative Griccs a for his associates, 
said they were not disposed to delay proceedings. € suggested that if 
the Republicans wena consent to put cotton bagging on the free list 
they would show the utmost celerity in bringing the conference report to 
a vote. 


Many of the conferees were disposed to pent this request, but Repre- 
sentative McCauu of Massachusetts protested vigorously, on the ground 
that it would injure the manufactories of his State which turn out 
cotton bagging. So emphatic were his objections that it was seen that 
agreement would be delayed if such action were attempted. 

It is sad to have an idol shattered or an ideal “ busted.” 
I have cherished the gentleman from Massachusetts as an 
ideal gentleman, lawyer, and statesman. He had posed and 
become celebrated as a tariff reformer of the most emphatic, 
headlong, and reckless downward-revision variety. He was 
said to be the only confederate allowed to the gentleman from 
New York to help him do valiant battle with the trust on the 
conference committee, and wrest victory at a high price from 
obstinate and overpowering odds. He seems, however, to halt 
when it comes to reducing the duty on something produced in 
Massachusetts. Can it be that, after all, his views were only 
those of Massachusetts, favoring reduction on what other 
people produce and which Massachusetts must buy, but de- 
manding increases on what Massachusetts produces for sale? 
In sorrow I abandon my ideal, but in bidding him a reluctant 
farewell I will remind him that there can be only two sound 
reasons for placing articles on the free list. First, where the 
articles are of common use and prime necessity. Second, when 
the revenue is not needed or can be otherwise supplied. EH 
conyerso, if they are not articles of general use and prime 
necessity, or the revenue is needed, then they should not go 
on the free list. It will be observed that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts does not assign either of these reasons, but rests 
his objection on the sordid claim that his constituents have 
a vested right to rob. There is a court on high where the Ten 
Commandments will not be held obsolete. Neither will long 
practice raise a statutory bar nor establish prescription. That 
court, before which all are hastening, will hold that taking 
money from another without his consent, even though sanc- 
tioned by unjust legislation which abuses the taxing power, is 
morally as culpable stealing as filching surreptitiously or hold- 
ing up on the highway. Intelligent men have had little hope 
of bagging and ties being placed on the free list by the domi- 
nant political party, the entire history and policy of which has 
been destructive to the prosperity of the cotton grower. 

The meanest thing in connection with this whole session has 
been the persistent effort of our adversaries, expressed often in 
papers which have not supported a Democratic ticket in fifteen 
years, trying to shade and discount the guilt and shame of the 
Republicans by claiming Democratic condonation for the atro- 
cities in this bill. The slanders about Democratic votes for pro- 


























































tection have all come from outside our party and made for polit- 
ical effect in the next campaign. They are absolutely unwar- 
ranted. With few eminent exceptions (three or four only) of 
such long standing and practice as to be immune from criticism 
and incapable of disappointing anybody by their pro-Republican 
yotes and tendencies, which have ripened into prescription, those 
elected by Democratic constituencies have voted against pro- 
hibitory protection. The duties voted for by them have been 
revenue duties, the only honest and constitutional duties. It is 
to be regretted that some Democrats have been unwise enough 
to sanction false charges thus made by their party adversaries 
against their comrades. Such admissions are inconsiderate and 
impertinent. Men should limit their confessions to their own 
sins and not extend their admissions to slanders made by the 
enemy against their own comrades. Certainly neither the party 
nor the comrades can be bound thereby. Neither will intelligent 
and honest people be longer deceived by the other misrepre- 
sentation often made in this session that tariff for revenue is 
only a new expression for demanding protection. It is the time- 
honored Democratic demand on which the Government was 
founded. A man who does not understand the difference be- 
tween a tax which brings in revenue, because low enough to per- 
mit competition, although stimulating some lines of business by 
affording incidental protection, and the Republican contention 
of levying duty so high as to exclude all competition, thereby 
enabling the protected interests to pillage the domestic con- 
sumer at will, both by selling to him at arbitrary high prices 
and buying from him produce at arbitrary low prices, would 
deny the difference between honest exchange on the one hand 
and outright grand larceny on the other. 

Self-preservation is the first law of nature. The Republican 
party knows that regular tribute extorted from the people and 
placed in the coffers of the trusts operates in effect to impound 
it for their use in future campaigns, and that in trouble and 
stress the purse strings of the trusts will disgorge all needed 
contributions to retain them in power. The Republicans know 
and care so little about the Constitution that when they try 
to use its provisions they invoke the wrong one and misapply 
it to the wrong purposes. The provision to support the Goy- 
ernment by levying import duties they prostitute into a license 
to enrich special interests and pauperize the masses into sub- 
jection to a nefarious industrial system, which in the last 
analysis would produce conditions worse than legalized slavery. 
Now, they propose to use the constitutional warrant to collect 
internal and excise taxes for the openly avowed purpose of 
regulating corporations, when another provision of the Con- 
stitution expressly confers ample authority to regulate inter- 
state commerce sufficient for all purposes of honest and fair 
regulation. ‘Those high in authority have lately renewed the 
demand for greater powers in the Federal Government. Po- 
liteness will not permit charging ignorance to men of such 
pretensions, nor will charity allow the imputation of malice 
or wrong intention to magnates of such putative greatness and 
goodness, but people who study the Constitution and the his- 
tory of the men who made it know that the strength of the 
Federal Government is its great glory, founded on the will of 
the people and the sovereign autonomy of the States, the 
strongest government the world ever saw Cestined to endure 
when autocratic dynasties have perished from the earth. I 
believe that if statesmen of our day understand it as well as 
its framers and desire the success of our Government as much 
as its framers desired it, they will find the powers of the 
Federal Government ample for all legitimate federal purposes. 

The trouble is, some alleged statesmen, either brought up in 
the school of centralization or for political reasons, in political 
exigency, transferred thereto, refuse to understand our dual sys- 
tem of government. Their oaths of office to support the Con- 
stitution should constrain them to study that sacred document, 
and recognize that they are bound to respect local self-govern- 
ment by the States and the people in order properly to look 
after the exercise of federal functions and preserve and glorify 
the Federal Union. The States made the Federal Government, 
the States uphold it, maintain and preserve it. Officers who fail 
to recognize the system in its dual character fail in their duty. 
That system alone makes the Federal Government strong, the 
strongest on earth, legitimately exercising constitutional func- 
tions for the benefit of the greatest country and the greatest, 
best, and most glorious people the world ever saw. That Execu- 
tive will be greatest and most blessed who learns and realizes 
these great truths and instead of overlooking existing conditions 
and powers already conferred jealously guards the principles 
of our Government and discharges his duty in accordance with 
the powers conferred. 

There appears little hope of such a President ever coming up 
from the teachings and practices of the Republican party. That 
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party abhors constitutional limitations and popular right. The 
doctrines of the Democratic party alone are adapted to fashion- 
ing such an official. In the history of the Government there 
has not been a day the Democratic party did not really have a 
majority of the people of this country if it could only have mobi- 
lized its strength. For the last sixty years dissensions have 
unhappily prevented that majority from making itself felt. It 
will certainly not require many more such legislative atrocities 
as the one now about to be inflicted on the country, through 
the duplicity of the Republican leaders, to induce the different 
Democratic factions to realize and acknowledge that success 
under any of them would be better and more desirable than 
Republican domination. When the glad day of their reunion 
dawns, they will bring forth from their own number a man well 
grounded in their principles, who will administer the Govern- 
ment in righteousness; and the platform upon which a reunited 
Democracy will redeem the country will be, first, honest and 
fair taxation, collected by the Government for the use of the 
Treasury only; second, local self-government exercised by 
sovereign States sustaining and glorifying an all-powerful, 
all-glorious, and undying Union; and, third, economy in 
honestly administering its Government for the good of the 
people, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
has twenty-nine minutes remaining, and the gentleman from 
Missouri has forty-three. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman from Missouri should 
consume some of his time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. RANDELL], a member of the conference 
committee, such time as he may desire. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, at this late hour it 
will be practically impossible for me to fully discuss this con- 
ference report, or to show its injustice, inequalities, and decep- 
tions. The Payne bill as it was reported to and as it passed the 
House was much more objectionable as a tariff measure than 
even the Dingley bill, which is the present law. Some of its 
faults I pointed out and denounced when the bill was before the 
House last April. It passed on April 9 and was sent to the Sen- 
ate. On July 8 it passed the Senate, with 847 amendments. It 
was sent to the conference committee, which yesterday returned 
the bill to the House of Representatives and filed this conference 
report as agreed upon by the Republican members. This meas- 
ure as it passed the Senate, with its multitudinous amend- 
ments, was more radical and extreme in favor of the protected 
interests than was even the Payne bill as it left the House. 
The bill as reported by the conference committee, while it is a 
material improvement over the Senate bill, is still vastly worse 
than the Payne bill, and much more oppressive and exacting 
than the present law, known as the “ Dingley tariff,’ which in 
response to popular demand both political parties were pledged 
to revise and reform in the interest of the consumer. 

Many criticisms of this report have been made by my col- 
leagues who preceded me which I fully indorse, and for lack of 
time I will neither repeat nor enlarge upon them. The House 
understands full well that when it votes this evening upon this 
conference report it becomes responsible for the passage, or 
for the defeat, of one of the most peculiar, and destined to be 
one of the most famous, tariff bills that ever passed the Con- 
gress of the United States. The Republican party is account- 
able to the country for this legislation. 

The Democratic party will not shirk its responsibilities. We 
will carefully observe the details of legislation, and, though 
powerless to prevent the enactment of the bill, or to change the 
course determined on by the Republican party in control of the 
Congress, we will expose at least some of the nefarious methods 
that have attended the progress of this bill and the dark and 
deceitful schemes of the moneyed powers to bind and despoil 
the great mass of producers and consumers. The Republican 
party made solemn pledges before the election. It was never 
its intention to redeem them. The purpose was to secure an- 
other four years’ lease of power, in order to reach deeper into 
the pockets of the people and ruthlessly despoil even those who 
appealed to it for relief and who foolishly, though with honest 
hearts and hopes, intrusted it with power. I do not call upon 
you to redeem those promises. Full well do I know how vain 
such an attempt would be. The most of you on that side of the 
Chamber are deaf to all appeals from the people who sent you 
here—deaf to everything save the voice of one man and the 
crack of the party whip. But to-night I appeal to every white, 
free-born American citizen to hold the Republican party respon- 
sible for the hypocrisy displayed at this session of Congress and 
the monstrous outrage committed by the passage of this bill. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
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What has been said and done by a few Republicans to secure 
reasonable and honest revision of the tariff does not excuse 
nor extenuate the gross infidelity of the party, but furnishes 
strong and convincing proof of its faithlessness. The few Re- 
publicans in both branches of Congress who have tried to do 
something, tried to get some little mite for the people, have 
utterly failed. The Republican party was trusted to revise the 
tariff downward and to smooth out its inequalities. In both 
Houses it has been revised upward, and all the time in the 
interest of the manufacturers and trusts. It promised the 
country relief to the poor struggling child of labor and to the 
oppressed millions of consumers, but this bill breaks every 
promise that was made along that line, and the Republican 
party standing unveiled in this House has the effrontery—I 
know not what other word will better fit that is more parliamen- 
tary—has the effrontery to proclaim even in the Halls of Con- 
gress that they did not promise a revision downward ; and, with 
astounding self complacency, they coolly tell us that for revis- 
ing the tariff upward the responsibility is on them and not 
on us. 

One significant circumstance, Mr. Speaker, should not escape 
our notice, and that is that practically every fight in both 
Houses of Congress on any item in any schedule has been in 
reference to a trust-made or a trust-controlled article, and the 
trust forces have been successful with shameful and shameless 
uniformity. Take, for instance, the oil trust: No lawless con- 
cern in any country is more hateful, or more hated by the peo- 
ple, than it; and yet, in the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment, composed of men supposed to be the servants of the 
people, it has dominated the controlling political party and has 
gained signal victories in both Houses of Congress. It has no 
recognized representatives; yet, with a powerful though unseen 
force, it gets in its*work. Although, until a short time ago, 
petroleum and its products were popularly supposed to be on the 
free list, yet, as a matter of fact, by the terms of what is called 
a “countervailing duty,” there was really a prohibitive rate 
which prevented all competition from abroad. No doubt a ma- 
jority of the Republicans as well as the Democrats were un- 
aware of the fact when this provision was first put in the law, 
but such trickery, instead of shocking the legislative conscience, 
is referred to as a “joker” in the tariff bill. The Republican 
managers in the House endeavored .to retain this provision in 
the law; and when the Democrats, with the help of some Re- 
publican “ insurgents,” prevented this being done, an effort was 
made to put a duty of 25 per cent on petroleum and its products. 
But this was voted down, putting them on the free list. 

Mr. HARDY. Do not forget that oil itself under this bill is 
given a tax of one-half the rate imposed by an importing coun- 
try. They just changed it to one-half. There is no free oil. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. If that is the case, we have a pro- 
hibitive tax on petroleum. As I understood it from the chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee, petroleum was, under 
any circumstances, absolutely free. I will ask him, in order to 
be sure, if petroleum is on the free list under all circumstances? 
Is there no countervailing duty on it? 

Mr. PAYNE. Petroleum, crude or refined, including kerosene, 
naphtha, gasoline, and benzine, and like products, are on the 
free list, and there is no countervailing duty on any of them. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. That is the way I understood the 
bill. It did pass the Senate with half the countervailing duty, 
did it not? It is the Senate print of the bill my colleague [Mr. 
Harpy] was reading. The bill was amended in the Senate, 
and one-half of the former “‘ countervailing” duty was restored, 
thus leaving still a clearly prohibitive rate. The conference 
committee, however, has put petroleum, crude or refined, includ- 
ing kerosene, naphtha, benzine, and gasoline, and similar oils 
produced from petroleum, on the free list; but all other products 
of petroleum would come under the general clause assessing a 
tariff of 25 per cent ad valorem. This result might be con- 
sidered a “dog fall,” as neither side won the battle, and yet 
both might boast of having accomplished something. This is 
one of the remarkable feats recently advertised as a great presi- 
dential victory. It is not a victory, however, like that of David 
when he killed Goliath with a stone. This is a case where the 
so-called “David” had a friendly conference with Goliath and 
divided the chestnuts between them instead of letting Goliath 
have them all. And so a peace was established; David was 
heralded as a victor and the people made great acclaim, but 
Goliath still lives and stalks abroad in all his power. It may 
also be observed that David and Goliath are good friends, and 
Goliath is often called into consultation as to the management of 
David’s kingdom. The people, of course, are well looked after. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in reference to iron: It is declared by men 
who have made their fortunes in iron, and who-are admitted 
by the whole country to be experts upon the subject, that no 
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part of the iron schedule, from the standpoint of a protectionist 
even, needs any protection. We know that the revenue from jt 
does not pay, because it is so small in comparison with the jy. 
creased cost to the people on the three billions of iron products 
annually consumed in this country, and no man claims that it is 
economical to raise a revenue that way. 

The iron manufacturers do not need protection. They are 
protected by their situation. They own the iron mines of the 
country and have the power in some way to make a fight in 
this Congress that makes it impossible even to put iron ore on 
the free list. They own, it is estimated, 85 per cent of the beds 
of iron ore in America. The Payne bill admitted iron ore free. 
Under the present law—the Dingley bill—it is 40 cents per ton. 
After a vigorous fight in the Senate, the duty was placed at 25 
cents per ton. The conference committee reduced it to 15 cents, 

In the administrative section of the bill it is provided: 


That from and after the 21st day of March, 1910, except as otherwise 
specially provided for in this section, there shall be levi collected, and 
ore on ali articles when imported from any foreign country into the 

nited States the rates of duty prescribed by the schedules and para- 
graphs of the dutiable list, and in addition thereto 25 r cent ad 
cea which rates shall constitute the maximum tariff of t the United 

ates. 


The maximum tariff is applied by operation of law to each 
foreign country after the 3ist day of March, 1910, unless the 
President should declare by proclamation, among other things, 
“That such foreign country pays no export bounty or imposes 
no export duty or prohibition upon the exportation of any arti- 
cle to the United States which unduly discriminates against the 
United States or the products thereof, and that such foreign 
country accords to the agricultural, manufactured, or other 
products of the United States treatment which is reciprocal and 
equivalent.” Upon issuing such proclamation the tariff on 
articles imported from such country would be at the rate pre- 
scribed in the tariff bill now under consideration, which is 1.71 
per cent higher than the present law known as the “ Dingley 
tariff act.” This provision applies to iron ore and all dutiable 
articles, and will be enforced by operation of law with refer- 
ence to all countries except Cuba, which is specially excepted. 

The value of iron ore is from $2.50 to $4 per ton, Count 
the average ton at $3, and we have provided for here 15 cents 
a ton and 25 per cent ad valorem, making 75 cents additional! ; 
total 90 cents per ton for iron ore which was formerly 40 cents 
a ton—125 per cent increase, And this is another one of tle 
President’s glorious victories over the Goliath sent out by tlie 
tariff Philistines to plunder the people. The 15 cents a ton 
sounds very small; but, instead of 15 cents a ton, it means 0 
cents a ton. How long will the American people stand such 
jugglery? The iron manufacturers tried to make it appear, 
when the Payne bill provided for free iron ore in the House, 
that this was a concession to the mills of the Atlantic seaboard 
equal to the amount of the present tariff. The actual fact, 
however, was easy to detect. On investigation it was found 
that the steel trust and affiliated interests, owned about 85 per 
cent of the iron ore in the United States, and as soon as taken 
from the ground each ton would be enhanced in value to the 
extent of the tariff, which means hundreds of millions into the 
pockets of the iron and steel millionaires. 

The whole iron and steel schedule is on a par with this in- 
stance of discrimination, and turns over the markets of the 
United States to the triumphant trusts whose products are con- 
sumed in this country to the amount of more than $3,000,000,000 
per year. Under the present law the rates in the iron and steel 
schedules amount to more than 30 per cent, costing the people 
about $900,000,000, which they are compelled to pay as a bonus 
to the manufacturers of the $3,000,000,000 worth of their product 
consumed in the United States. But the tariff paid into the 
Treasury on this schedule in 1907 was only $21,811,184, thus 
costing the consumers $41 for each dollar of taxes paid to the 
Government. The monstrous extravagance and infamous ex:c- 
tions of such a system beggar description. But when we col- 
sider that after the 3ist day of March next, 25 per cent more 
is to be added to this tariff wall,.our senses become paralyzed 
with amazement. 

In the great Mississippi Valley and west of the Mississippi 
River, if not hampered by this tariff wall, independent manu- 
facturers with home or foreign capital could, by reason of the 
distance from the present iron mines and furnaces of the United 
States, mine and import iron ore and compete with the trust- 
controlled industries that now have monopoly of the market. 
Even the hope of such relief is cut off by this bill. 

In order to prove to you that the pending bill is not a reduc- 
tion, but is an increase over the present Dingley law, I wil! 
read you a carefully prepared statement. 

The first column contains the Dingley revenue for 1907 by 
schedules, and the second is estimated by applying the rates of 




























































the conference bill to the imports of that year. The duties of 
the conference bill will be largely increased by the changed 
classification of the cotton and silk schedules and the many 
new items of taxation introduced. 


enues of the conference tariff bill upon the Payne- 
Estimated rev f eae, 


[Increase (+). Decrease (—).] 








ai Dingley | Conf of the lathe 
y nference jo atte 

Behed duties. duties on the 

former. 
_————— 

Per cent. 
A. Chemicals, ete.......--.--------------.. $11,186,860 | $11,816,214 + 5.63 
B. Earthenware, ete_--.--..--.----------- 15,349,939 | 15,290,982 = 
C. Metals, ete-.-.---------------...-------| 21,811,184 | 20,370,396 — 6.65 
D. Wood, ete_--.-------------------------- 3,705,022 3,128, 558 —15.53 
E. Sugar, CC 60,338 , 523 60, 335,866 — .004 
F. Tobacco, ete.--------------.----------- 26,125,087 | 26,125,087 | No ehange. 
G. Agricultural products_----____-__--__--|_ 19,181,888 | 20,454,646 + 6.63 
H. Spirits, €00. 22a oo - 00n25------ 16,318,220 | 20,705,369 +26.88 
I. Cotton, ete.-..-....-...--.------------- 14,291,026 | 15,835,112 +10.20 
J. ,900,580 | 49,776,276 — .24 
K. ,554,816 | 36,426,214 — 
oe 313,706 | 23,458,747 +15.48 
M. , 136,629 4,550,492 +10.02 
N. 896,500 | 26,484,490 —11.41 





the present law. 


Thus we see by actual calculation that the Republican party 
proposes, instead of revising the tariff downward, to increase it 
1.71 per cent and place an additional 25 per cent in operation 
on the 3ist of next March, thus making a total increase of 
26.71 per cent. If the Republican party bad declared before the 
last election that such a villainous measure would be passed 
by this Congress, it would not have carried 10 States in the 


Union. The beneficiaries of the tariff presume upon the igno- | 


rance of the American. people in reference to conditions and the 
fraudulent claims by the advocates of protection. The plea 
for protection is based principally upon the alleged difference 
in the cost of labor in the United States and in foreign coun- 
tries, and on the pretense of covering this difference they get 
protective rates covering in most instances the whole cost of 
labor in this country, and in many cases several times the 
amount of the labor cost. Take cotton goods, for instance. 
It is authoritatively stated that the average tariff rate for all 
imports in 1907 was very nearly three times the labor cost. 
Thus, as compiled from the census reports for the year 1907, 
for the manufacture of cotton goods labor received $96,205,000, 
and the product was valued at $450,467,000. The whole labor 
cost was 21 per cent. But the tariff on cotton cloths was from 
38 to 72 per cent; yarns’ and thread, 33 per cent; unbleached 
cloths, 19 to 74 per cent; tablecloths, 50 per cent; bindings, 
45 per cent; belting, 45 per cent; lamp wicking, 49 per cent; 
pillow shams, 45 per cent; shirtings, 45 per cent; collars and 
cuffs, 88 per cent; knit shirts, 57 per cent, the tariff on the 
whole list thus averaging more than double the entire labor 
cost of production. This is the more astonishing when we con- 
sider that the United States is the principal cotton-producing 
country in the world, and therefore the raw material can be 
produced here cheaper than elsewhere. We are great exporters 
of cotton, this staple crop making the balance of trade in our 
favor. These figures clearly show that raising the tariff rate 
does not inure to the profit of the wage-earner, and that under 
the present law the wages could be doubled and still all the 
labor cost would be covered by the advantage given the manu- 
facturer by the tariff. In this connection it is hard to sup- 
press a righteous indignation when one considers the low wages 
received by the factory hands and realizes that thousands of 
children of tender years have been sacrificed to the rapacity of 
the cotton manufacturer; and yet the present bill proposes to 
increase the rate on the cotton schedule 10.8 per cent in addi- 
tion to the 25 per cent that will go into effect in March. 

The tariff, both directly and indirectly, creates conditions 
which are unfavorable to the building of cotton mills in the 
United States, thereby forcing us to ship our raw material to 
England principally, where manufacturing profit is made and 
conditions created which enables that country to control the 
neutral markets of the world. In other words, owing to the 
tariff wall, our manufacturers can not produce cotton goods at 
a price that in neutral markets will control the trade. 

Of a total of 130,000,000 spindles in the world, we have less 
than 25,000,000, while England has 55,000,000. Of the output of 
our spindles in 1905, viz, $450,000,000, less than $50,000,000 worth 
was sent to neutral markets or exported. That is to say, about 
90 per cent was consumed at home at prices abnormally high on 


Increase over Dingley, $5,649,002, or increase of 1.71 per cent above 
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account of the tariff when compared with like prices for the 
home consumption of cotton goods in England. 

In 1905 we produced 10,575,017 bales of cotton, of which 7,268,- 
000 bales were exported; that is, 30 per cent was held at home 
and 70 per cent exported. The export of raw cotton yielded our 
home farmers about $400,000,000, which in turn was sold by 
foreign manufacturers in the shape of manufactured goods for 
approximately $800,000,000. These foreign manufacturers con- 
sumed little of these goods at home, and therefore made their 
profits in the neutral markets of the world or in the export 
trade. Remove the protective element from the tariff and we 
would soon have as many spindles as England, and possibly 
more, thus manufacturing all our cotton at home. 

England’s export trade in 1907 increased in cotton goods alone 
by $11 per head of population, while the United States increased 
but $2.50 per head. 

Thus the tariff not only increases prices on cotton goods to 
all the‘consumers in the home market, but also creates condi- 
tions which make it impossible for us to compete in the open 
markets of the world in that kind and class of goods which 
measures the advance of the export trade. The goods we export 
are the poorer and cheaper classes, a large part of which are 
dumped on the markets of the world and sold there at cheaper 
prices than they are sold at home. In other words, our cotton 
manufacturers are far more interested in the monopoly of the 
home market with its tariff prices than they are in gaining new 
markets abroad, exéept for surplus and unmerchantable stocks. 

Those who desire to create a larger export trade for our cot- 
ton goods, and therefore desire a larger home consumption of 
the raw product of our plantations, are confronted at the very 
outset by a mass of conditions, tariff bred and tariff’ supported, 
which form a serious handicap to the enlargement of our cotton 
factories. 

Sir William Holland, Member of Parliament, at a meeting of 
business men at Memorial Hall, Manchester, England, on July 
16 of this year, said: 

Everybody in the cotton trade was aware that in a market where 
English manufacturers competed with the manufacturers of a protected 
country, both being exporters to that market, the English manufacturer, 
possessing the signal advantage of being able to produce under more 
favorable conditions, was able to sell at a profit on terms which his 
protected competitor could not offer. 

1. The tariff makes our cotton factories cost far more than 
they do in England. The initial outlay for building and ma- 
chinery is far heavier, being from 45 to 60 per cent greater than 
in England. A building or cotton factory that in England would 
cost $100,000 when equipped with machinery would cost here 
from $140,000 to $160,000. This is shown as follows: 

Our tariff on cotton machinery is 45 per cent, and our import 
of all classes of machinery is about $2,000,000 per annum. On 
the two millions imported the duty would be $900,000. Every 
million dollars’ worth in England would cost an American pur- 
chaser $1,450,000 without freight, or $1,595,000 with freight, or 
about 60 per cent. This tariff import of $2,000,000 is nothing 
in itself; but when it is considered that this 60 per cent becomes 
a tariff wall behind which the home manufacturer may shelter 
himself in the nefarious business of adding the tariff to the 
price, it becomes the real question at issue. 

Forty-five per cent, or $900,000, was the actual duty collected 
by the Government on $2,000,000 worth of machinery in 1907; 
but the protection went beyond this to the added freight. It 
also created a condition whereby the importer might add a 
profit on the tariff paid as well as on the goods imported. Take 
a stated account, with and without tariff, as an illustration. 

John Jones, importer, in account with an import of $100,000 
worth of machinery: 





MEE fees 
Without| With 





tariff. tariff. 
Neen Te a ile dnsondsthiiehebewsadsenterewses $100,000 | $100,000 
iti neeccinacaesinatamensreceusascnonmnanaaen~anpes 45,000 
i ec eenepmlgineeibinemitamtpetiemananentonsind 10,000 10,000 
ao oo aaisabiavanmcnaen sed 20; 000 29000 
Total.__..-- a ei ta ca dlacttincartctahinenaentiae | 130,000 | 184,000 
I alr eeneteecceetienenrthinenatnnage perenne 54,000 
The tariff is actual; the freight and profits are conditions 


growing out of this, which form additional protection walls for 
the home manufacturer, which under certain circumstances he 
may avail himself of and add not only the tariff rate, but the 
conditional freight and importers’ profit rate, to the price of all 
home manufactured cotton or other machinery. 

But for this tariff $100,000 worth of machinery would cost 
put $100,000; with the tariff the $100,000 worth of machinery 
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come to from $145,000 to $184,000. With this handicap of from 
45 to S4 per cent on the initial cost of machinery it is idle to 
hope for any great extension of our foreign trade. We can not 
compete with foreigners with a handicap of from 45 to 84 per 
cent on the initial machinery alone. The ratio of cost of ma- 
chinery to total cost of machinery and building varies with the 
location, but, generally speaking, is from two-thirds to three- 
fourths of the cost, excluding price of land. So also on the 
building which houses the machinery. 

Twenty thousand dollars’ worth of rough lumber in Canada 
costs $23,400 here, or 17 per cent; $5,000 worth of doors and 
windows abroad will cost $6,750 at the custom-house, or 35 per 
cent; and 35 per cent goes on very nearly all the domestic 
product. 

Twenty thousand dollars’ worth of unglazed common brick 
abroad costs $25,000 at our custom-house, or 20 per cent with- 
out freight, or 25 per cent; if glazed the same brick will cost 
$29,000, or 45 per cent. Our brickmakers have a margin of from 
25 to 45 per cent on the common brick of a building which is 
used when there is no competition from abroad, and taken off 
whenever the foreigner enters our ports. 

The common window glass of a factory is taxed from 41 to 87 
per cent, according to size. Every $1,000 worth of foreign glass 
costs at the custom-house from $1,410 to $1,870 without freight, 
and every domestic producer charges the higher rate and more 
against every domestic buyer, and then clamors for higher rates. 
Plate glass runs from 49 to 155 per cent; that is to say, every 
$1,000 worth of foreign glass costs the importer from $1,490 to 
$2,550. The tariff rates on paints are from 20 to 39 per cent; 
on raw or boiled linseed oil, 49 per cent; and on white lead, 
38 per cent. 

When all these conditions as to imported building materials 
and machinery are considered, it is entirely safe to say that 
every $100,000 cotton factory abroad, in its initial cost for equip- 
ment and building, here costs the investor from $145,000 to 
$165,000, or a tariff cost on building and machinery equal to 
from 45 to 65 per cent. This is a very serious handicap and 
fully supports the contention of Sir William Holland. 

%. Nor is this all. 

Protection not only adds from 50 to 65 per cent to the initial 
cost of an American cetton mill through its buildings and ma- 
chinery, but a further and very large operating cost, which in 
its totality can not be as accurately measured as the increase 
of initial cost. 

Every $100 worth of belting used by an Englishman costs the 
American operator $20 more, or $120. Where the English opera- 
tor would pay $100 for oil the American would pay $130. For 
$100 worth of coal in England we would pay $121, and for every 


$100 worth of coke we would pay $120, notwithstan“ing the | companies and those interested in them should have made such 


fact that we are the greatest coal country in the world. Be- 


cause our laborers have to buy in a protected market and pay | 


the highly inflated prices which follow high-tariff rates, every 
$1,000 worth of labor abroad costs from $1,500 to $2,000 here; 
and while the condition of our own laborers is somewhat better 
than the condition of foreign laborers, that betterment proceeds 
from the greater liberty and opportunity we have here and not 
from the tariff law. In fact, were every tariff law abrogated 
beyond pure revenue demands our American labor would still 
hold a supremacy of condition .because of liberty and oppor- 
tunity, and the added reason of a lower price on all the articles 
entering into his living charges. He undoubtedly gets a higher 
nominal wage now than the foreign wage-earner, but the differ- 
ence is lost to him in the higher prices he pays for the necessities 
of life, engendered by a protective tariff alone, so that his real 
wage is less than that of his English competitor. 

All these things add fully from 35 to 50 per cent to the cost 
of operating an American cotton mill, and make it necessary to 
preserve the American market to American manufacturers by 
barring out all foreign competition. 

The consumer in America pays fully 65 per cent more on the 
initial cost than does the Englishman, and 35 per cent more on 
operating cost, solely and alone because of the tariff. For this 
reason our home cotton factories expand no faster than the 
home-market demands require; and we, as the greatest cotton- 
producing country in the world, must depend on foreigners for 
a market for fully 65 per cent of our production of raw cotton, 
while the chief of those foreigners, England, under better con- 
ditions and no tariff, turns our raw product into a mine of 
wealth and captures the neutral markets of the world. We 
write long homilies upon the value of a large export trade in 
cotton goods and then through high tariffs make it impossible 
to attain our ends. Abolish protection from our tariffs and a con- 
dition will at once arise which will enable us to manufacture all 
our own cotton at a profit and meet England and all other coun- 
tries in neutral markets and successfully drive them from the field. 
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The rates,in the woolen schedule, which by the terms of the 
Payne bill were greatly increased, have been reduced, and in the 
bill reported by the conference the rates in the present law are 
practically retained. Preventing a revision upward in the 
woolen schedule is also claimed as a presidential victory, though 
it is hard to see where the people reap any advantage from a 
victory that leaves them where they were before any “ revision ” 
was begun. Their only cause for gratitude is that their burdens on 
this schedule were not increased. They should be truly thankfy)! 

Another instance of the determination by the Republican party 
to continue the high-protectionist exactions is shown by the 
rates in the lumber schedule. The lumber lords have not only 
a monopoly of the market in this country, but, also, they own 
nearly all the stumpage or standing timber, and every dollar 
their product is raised in price by a tariff is a gift to them taken 
from the pockets of the people. While the cost of producing 
lumber in the United States has decreased in the last ten years, 
yet under the Dingley Act now in force the price of lumber 
has been steadily advancing, and this statement shows the per- 
centage of the increase in price in 1907 over the ten-year period: 

Hard maple, 122 per cent; oak, 6 inches and up, 144 per cent; shin- 
gles, 145.3 per cent; oak, white, quartered, 149 per cent; pine, yellow 
long-leaf, 165.2 per cent; hemlock, 2 by 4, is6 per cent; poplar, yellow, 
189.7 per cent. 

The lowest price of yellow pine from 1890 to 1907 was from 
January to April, 1896, and from June to November, 1897, and 
ran from $15.50 per thousand feet to $16. The highest price 
was from May, 1906, to December, 1907, and ran from $30 to 
$31 a thousand. The increase in long-leaf yellow pine in 187 
over the ten-year period of 1890 to 1900 was more than 165 
per cent. In reference to white oak lumber, the highest price 
was from December, 1903, to July, 1904, and ran from $S0 to 
$85 per thousand. 

These prices of lumber were yard prices, averaged for the 
whole United States, and were taken from the publications of 
the Bureau of Labor for 1908. From the same source we learn 
that in 1900 the average mill price of yellow pine for the South- 
ern States was $8.59 per thousand feet.- This had increased in 
1905 to $11.14, and in 1907 to $12.72. Again, during the ten 
years ending in 1907, under the Dingley law, the price of other 
building material had been more than doubled. I give only a 
few instances as fair examples in this respect: 

Cement, 107 per cent; window glass, 119 per cent; lime, 125.4 per 
cent; window glass, firsts, 126 per cent; tar, 132 per cent; turpentine, 
146 per cent; resin, strained, 246 per cent; locks, mortise, 224.8 per 
cent; door knobs, 265.2 per cent. 

When we reflect that the gross consumption of lumber in the 
United States amounts to fifteen hundred million dollars a year, 
and that only about 1 per cent of that amount brings any rev- 
enue into the Treasury, it is easily understood why the lumber 


a stubborn and successful fight to hold the advantage of a jvo- 
tective tariff. But they have done more than this. Under the 
operation of the proposed bill, 25 per cent will next March 
added to the tariff on lumber, thus increasing threefold the 
present prohibitive rates. Every home builder on the plains, 
every honest man in every part of the country, should give this 
matter special attention. The lumber interests and their en- 
ployed agents and attorneys should not be permitted to dictate 
a tariff law for the people of the United States. The rich 
beneficiaries of this nefarious system live in luxurious and 
splendid places, while better people than they live in dugouts 
on the prairies because of their inability to purchase lumber at 
a reasonable pricé with which to build even modest cottages 
for their families. The outrageously increased price of lumber 
that will go into effect by the terms of the pending bill is an- 
other one of the President’s “ victories.” Such victories ma) 
be great for the President and his party, but are terrible in 
their effect on the common people. 

In dealing with the sugar schedule this bill is a striking 
example of the devotion of the Republican party to the interests 
of the people and of its determination to annihilate the trusts. 
The sugar trust has been ferociously attacked, and, despite 
its resisting kicks and frantic howls, its profits have been re- 
duced four thousandths of 1 per cent, thus showing the fear- 
less determination and overwhelming power of the preseut 
administration in its war of extermination upon the grim and 
terror-stricken trusts! 

The treatment the farmer receives by this proposed legis!:- 
tion is like giving him an apple that is rotten at the core. 
The increased rates in the agricultural schedule are in tle 
interest of the manufacturer and bear hard in their effect apov 
the wage-earner. The farmer himself receives no benefit, but 
must pay his portion of the extraordinary expense oecasioned 
by the protective system. On some other occasion, when t!n° 
will permit, I will make some observations and give the statis- 
tics showing the facts in reference to the agricultural schedule. 
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I also condemn in this bill the system of drawbacks which is 
used to enrich the manufacturer and permits him to sell his 
goods in foreign countries at less price than they can be bought 
by our own people, 

The proposed bill can not be too severely censured for the 
protection it affords to products made by corporations and 
combinations that are known to be trust monopolies, organized 
and conducted in defiance of law and openly levying tribute 
upon the American public. There can be no excuse for the 
present administration in thus upholding and fostering the 
unholy and unlawful combinations it is pledged to suppress. 

The people want an income tax. The demand for this method 

of raising a revenue is so general and persistent, and the claim 
is so just and wise, it could not be entirely overlooked; but the 
tepublican party, ever watchful to protect the great fortunes 
of its moneyed allies from contributing any just proportion of 
the expenses of the Government, defeated an income tax in 
the House by adopting an inheritance tax. 

This provision in the House bill was then stricken out; and 
in order to avoid a constitutional income tax being made a part 
of this bill, a provision for a corporation tax was substituted 
and a resolution was adopted by the Congress submitting to 
the several States a constitutional amendment providing for 
the levy of an income tax. Thus the inheritance tax is de 
feated, a corporation tax of 1 per cent is adopted with the 
avowed statement that it was not expected to last more than 
two years, and the question of an income tax has been in- 
definitely postponed. Twelve of the States can defeat the 
measure by rejecting the amendment or by refusing to act. If 
that number can be dominated by the trusts, then the Repub- 
lican party has succeeded in suppressing altogether the passage 
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of a law by the National Government taxing incomes. How | 
can the thousands in favor of the people’s rights and those 


who are working for honest reform place any reliance in Re- 
publican promises or entertain the slightest hope for relief 


© 


while that party is in power? 


disregard of party pledges there are some who answer jeer- 
ingly that Democrats are not exempt from the same criticism. 


While we are denouncing Republicans for their faithless | "on." ©. 
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party, and that some, without such corruption, would set up a 
standard of revolt. The political party, however, to which they 
belong should not be held responsible unless it encourages or 
sanctions their acts. I believe the time has come wlien the 
great Democratic element in this country should earnestly get 
together and place in position of trust none but men who are 
honest, capable, and disinterested, and deny public prefer- 
ment to all men who are in any manner connected with the 
interest of those seeking legislation or any kind of favor from 
the Government. 

I hope to speedily see the day when every man desiring equal 
rights to all and scorning special privilege will come with one 
accord under the old Democratic banner, and when all those 
in favor of graft and special interest, and who believe in the 
doctrine of spoils and that the Government should be run not in 
the interest of the people but in the interest of the party in 
power, should flock to the Republican-party, where they belong; 
and then, in a contest where the issues will be clearly drawn, 
the people will triumph over the legions of protected interests, 
will retake the Government that belongs to them, and will ad- 
minister it in righteousness and wisdom, protecting every one 
within our borders. Then, indeed, will this great Republic in 
honor and peace and progressive achievement hold aloft the 
banner of liberty and lead the nations of the earth through the 
centuries to come in prosperity and peace. This is no idle 
dream. It can and should be a practical result. The sooner 
our patriotic citizenship get out of the Republican party and into 
the Democratic organization the sooner we can enact a tariff 
bill and other legislation that will stand muster before the con- 
science of the people of the United States. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 





APPENDIX. 
CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS AND THE WOOL TARIFF—A LETTER OF PR 
TO SENATOR LODGE, OF MASSACHUSETTS 


TEST 


GREAT CHEBEAGUE ISLAND, MAINE, 
: 7 July 14, 1909. 
LODGE, Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Str: Your letter of the 7th instant is at hand. I desire 


| first to correct the misapprehension your letter indicates you are labor 


| ing under, that there was any reflection on you or any other S 


Such an answer is no excuse. The wrong of one is not justified | 


by the fault of another. A political party is not always re- | 


sponsible for the acts of an individual. Each man is responsi- 
ble for his own act, and the political organization is responsible 
only when it is a party to or indorses the act. 


carried out its pledges to the country, then it should not be 
condemned, even though some of its members have said and 
done things contrary to those pledges. But the result of legis- 
lation here is chargeable to the Republican party and its regu- 
lar organization, supported by an overwhelming majority in 
both Houses of Congress and by the executive department; 


hence it can not expect to escape accountability to the country. | 
The banner of the great Democratic party at the last election | 


went down in defeat before the cheering and victorious host of 
bloated wealth, openly led by the trust magnates of the country. 

Had Democracy been successful, her gallant leader and her 
patriotic Members of Congress would have redeemed every 
pledge made in the party platform or by its leader in the cam- 
paign. If any had been recreant and had failed to keep Demo- 
cratic faith with the country, he and all like him would have 
been so thoroughly exposed and openly condemned by the Demo- 
cratic administration that the country would acquit the Demo- 
cratic party of the wrong and faithlessness of the individuals 
who were guilty, and their Democratic constituents would thus 
have been confronted with the alternative of repudiating such 
individuals or becoming parties to their defection. The great 
Democratic party is not composed of a mere aggregation of 
politicians and place seekers. It is composed of the great mass 
of American citizenship who believe in the traditions of our 
fathers, who look upon this Government as a constitutional, 
political organization for their benefit, formed to serve them 
and to be administered with such justice, equality, and wisdom 
that all men might be accorded equal rights. Special privileges 
should not be allowed: the door of opportunity should be 
opened to all, and each and all should be protected in life, 
liberty, and property. 

There is evidently an attempt to break up and destroy, if 
possible, the organization of this great party. Some men, whom 
it has honored and who hold its commission to-day, are en- 
deavoring to break it to pieces, change its ideals, and Repub- 
licanize its principles. These see no advantage to themselves 
in present Democratic success. 

It is only to be expected that the corrupting influence of 
the trusts would reach some members of any great political 


If the Repub- | 
lican party in its conduct of legislation at this session has | 





nator 
personally and individually in my reference to the belief that “a pact 
had been made between the worsted people and the woolgrowers: tha 
this pact was relied upon to pass the bill; and so Senator Warren 


i delivered the western Senators and Whitman the eastern Senators.” 
| The idea I intended to convey and which, it seems to me is a plain con 


struction of my words, is that the Senators were delivered by reason of 
their allegiance to a party, and that this party had been controlled by 
the special interests of which Senator Warren and William Whitman 
are leading representatives. 


You are mistaken if you think I would object if you should say that 
my “desire for the revision of the wool schedule was owing sijn 
my personal interests.” I expect you will hear me as an ir sted 
witness, and all I ask is that yu decide in our favor only so fer as we 


can prove the justice of our case. 
HOUSE CONCESSIONS ARE WORTHLESS. 


You state that if you are mistaken regarding the House rates on 


| by-products you were misled by the carded woolen manufacturers them 
selves, who appeared before the Finance Committee and “urged the 
reductions made in the House rates on tops and noiis as the essential 
reductions desired for the benefit of their industry.’”” You are wrong 
regarding both the reductions and who it was that misled you The 


duty on tops is of no direct concern to the carded woolen manufac- 
turers, as they do not use tops, while the following extract from the 
brief filed with your committee by Gordon Dobson on April 7 shows 
how plain the carded woolen manufacturers made it to you that the 
House reductions on by-products were worthless as a measure of relief 
to their industry : 

“The Dingley duty on these by-products is prohibitory, and the Payne 
bill gives no relief because the rates, although slightly less, are still 
prohibitory.” 

STARVING AN INDUSTRY TO DEATH. 

To assume, as you do, that a reduction from 20 cents to 18 cents on 
noils means anything is an affront to the carded woolen manufacturers, 
and, as I wrote you, will have only one effect, and that is to make them 
even more angry than they are now. ‘The carded woolen manufacturers 
reject a specific duty on wool and by-products, regardless of shrinkage 
and value, as utterly unfair. They have from the beginning based their 
petition on an ad valorem duty. And yet you are willing to believe that 
shaving a prohibitory specific duty of 20 cents to the extent of 2 cents 
is what the carded woolen manufacturers want. The carded woolen 
industry is being starved to death by prohibitory duties on by-products, 
which, in the case of noils, vary from 60 to 160 per cent. And this out 
rage on justice is aggravated by the fact the low rates are on the high- 
priced stock and the high rates on the low-priced material suited for 
wool clothing for the poor. 

WHAT IS JUSTICE? 

I read this in your letter to me: 

“You say that you only ask justice, but the woolgrowers and the 
worsted manufacturers take precisely the same ground, and their con- 
ception of justice differs from yours. What seems simple justice to 
you appears unjust to them, and what they think right you think grossly 
unfair.” r i. 2 

Schedule K in the Senate and Dingley bills lays a duty rising to 700 
per cent on the wool adapted for carded woolen goods, and a duty run- 
ning as low as 23 per cent on the wool used by worsted mills. Do you 
think this is justice? ; ; 

It prohibits the importation of wool by products, depriving the carded 
woolen mills of an adequate supply of these necessary materials, depriv- 
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ing the people of warm clothing and enabling the American worsted 
mills to sell their by-products at a high price. Is that justice? 

It allows the worsted mills to import class 2 washed worsted wools 
at a single duty of 12 cents a pound, and by a double duty of 22 cents 
— the carded woolen mills from importing class 1 washed wools. 

yo you call that justice? 

Of the total protective duty on worsted cloth 82 per cent is on yarn 
and only 18 per cent additional on cloth, although the labor cost on 
the yarn is only 40 per cent and on the cloth 60 per cent additional. 
This places the weavers of worsted cloth at the mercy of the spinners 
and is rapidly promoting a powerful worsted-yarn trust. Do you call 
that justice? 

These questions carry their own answer. 

SOPHISTRY, EVASION, OR SILENCE. 

You say that “ what seems simple justice to us appears unjust to the 
woolgrowers and worsted manufacturers.” I deny it. It is not con- 
ceivable that anyone would call these things that I have mentioned 
just. The woolgrowers have not justified them, because they could not. 
Their spokesmen in the Senate—SMooT, WARREN, CARTER, MCCUMBER, 
and ALprRicH—have indulged in the most ridiculous sophistry and eva- 
sion. The other Senators, of whom you are one, who voted for these 
things uttered no word in their defense. As for the worsted spinners, 
they are so brazen, they apparently feel so secure in the possession of 
their power, that they admit the inequalities of the tariff and defy those 
who complain. You will find many admissions of this kind in the tariff 
hearings this year. 


WILLIAM M, WOOD AND THE TARIFF ON WOOL. 


Here are the words of William M. Wood to the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee in 1897. Mr. Wood was then treasurer of the Washington Mills 
and was peapeting a duty in place of free wool: 

*‘In our experience it is unjust for the woolgrowers to demand a 
specific duty on wool. It prevents the manufacturer, who is compelled 
to follow the demands of the consumer, from securing more completely 
the domestic market. He must make the quality of goods wanted, and 
if he does not the foreign manufacturer supplies the want. A specific 
duty, arbitrarily placing 12 cents a pound, or any rate per pound, on 
wool, handicaps the manufacturer under these circumstances. He is at 
a great disadvantage in buying the necessary foreign wool to make the 
particular quality of fabric desired—wools which can not be raised in 
this country.” 

Mr. Wood is now the president of the largest worsted corporation in 
the world—the American Woolen Company—organized and developed 
under the’ Dingley law. Managing this great corporation, reaping the 
advantages which that law gives to worsted mills, what are his present 
views as to the revision of that law? Instead of a frank statement of 
reasons for his course, it is silence as to his letter of 1897, a more or 
less secret working agreement with William Whitman, and this disin- 
genuous statement to the public: 

“I ought to say that the American Woolen Company, for fear of being 
misunderstood, as it has often been regarded as a trust, has nothing 
whatever to do in influencing the present tariff. We have studiously 
kept away, and although we have been invited to send a representative, 
we have declined to do so, being satisfied to leave it to the other 
woolen manufacturers of the country, believing that they were compe- 
tent to take care of the situation, and whatever would be to their 
advantage would certainly be to ours.” 

Both sides to the controversy agree on the merits of the question. 
There can be no disagreement; the right is clear. The difficulty is in 
getting the people’s representatives to act in accordance with the facts. 


TREATED WITH CONTEMPT. 


The carded woolen people went before the Finance Committee with 
facts and a just cause, and they were met with silence, coldness, in- 
difference, or, in some cases, with contempt, and the statement that the 
committee would summon no witnesses, nothing could be done, and that 
the carded woolen manufacturers had better go into some other business. 


LODGE CAN NOT ESCAPE RESPONSIBILITY. 


You, Senator Lopes, can not a from your share of responsibility 
for such methods of legislation. ou have played a leading part in 
this extraordinary legislative proceeding; and for one who, like myself, 
believes in your personal integrity, there is but one explanation of your 
course, namely, that you have not applied your great natural abilities 
to the systematic and thorough study of this question so as to under- 
stand the ‘injustice of the Senate bill; that under these circumstances 
you and the other Republican Senators, with the exception of the ten 
“ progressives,” have “gone along” with the party machine, deluded 
with the idea that the passing of a bill of some kind was paramount 
and that the redress of wrongs you did not understand was of minor 
importance. 
AN UNFAIR WOOL DUTY AND FREE HIDES. 


To take this view of the case is showing great consideration for you 
as an individual Senator, for you have been silent when the petition, 
not for free wool, but for the equalization of wool duties, was before the 
Seante and have spoken long and unreservedly for free-hides. You have 
voted for an unjust duty on wool and for no duty at all on hides. 
With this record before me you will see how difficult you have made it 
for me to understand your course, and how much consideration is shown 
to you in explaining your action on the wool and wool-goods tariff as 
the result of party discipline. 


COMPACT BETWEEN WORSTED SPINNERS AND WOOLGROWERS. 


This brings us back to the question, Has this party action been in 
accordance with a pact between the woolgrowers and the worsted spin- 
ners? You must admit there was and is a powerful motive for such a 
pact. On the one hand is William Whitman, representing the worsted 
spinners, who, now, under the Dingley bill, are in the enjoyment of cer- 
tain great advantages at the expense of the carded woolen manufac- 
turers, of the growers of light shrinking wool in the Middle West, and 
of the consumers of wool goods. On the other hand are the sheep 
ranchmen of the far West, raising heavy shrinking wool, which is pro- 
tected by prohibitory duties running up to 700 per cent. Edward Moir 
discovered and revealed the existence of a compact made in Chicago last 
October by these two parties to stand pat on Schedule K, and William 
Whitman then admitted it. Why has the Republican majority in the 
Senate stood pat with them? 

LODGE MET WHITMAN ACCIDENTALLY, 

You say in your letter: 

*“ Neither my colleague nor myself can be ‘delivered’ by anyone, and 
I know of no one who would make the attempt. I met Mr. Whitman 
accidentally and talked with him for perhaps five minutes. He made no 
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attempt to influence my action, and I never heard from him in regard 
to the subject in any way.” 

It is not by direct and personal appeals to individual Senators ang 
Representatives, among whom are men as honorable as Henry Canor 
Lopce and WINTHROP Murray Crane, that these great corporations 
“deliver” their votes. It is by hidden methods beginning before the 
election of the people's representatives and which leave the individua|s 
soptemty untrammeled, hugging the delusion that they are obeying 
the dictates of their conscience, while in reality they are only parts of 
a powerful political machine. To trace the influence of the worsted 
trust on this tariff legislation it is necessary to go back to the time last 
year when the Republican party was seeking the suffrages of the people 
and was in sore need of funds with which to conduct the campaign. 

HOW MUCH DID THE WORSTED INTERESTS PAY ? 


I have based my argument in this letter only on known facts. They 
enshroud the Republican eed in the Senate with a dense cloud of 
suspicion, so dense that it should lead the Senators from Massachusetts 
to insist that it shall be lifted before the Payne-Aldrich bill becomes q 
law. With these facts so = I want to ask, Will not you and Senator 
CrANE make this demand Will not you begin by demanding that the 
names of the contributors and the amount of each contribution to the 
Republican congressional campaign fund of 1908 shall be made public 
at once? If the publication of this list should disclose rae contribu- 
tions by the worsted interests, no House, Senate, or President could 
face the storm of opposition to the Payne-Aldrich Schedule K. 
will not make the demand that this list be published, why not? 

Yours, very truly, 
W. C. Hunnemay, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Martin}. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, the country 
and the Congress are to be congratulated that we are now near- 
ing the last stages of this important legislation. The expecta- 
tions of the country as to what should be done at this special 
session were comparatively well defined and set forth in our 
campaign last fall in the declarations of our party leaders. It 
was recognized that the industries of the country, successful as 
they are, have reached a place where there might be some 
general revision of the tariff, and that it should be in a down- 
ward direction. A revision of the tariff rates downward is not 
an easy occupation. In the very nature of things it is a heroic 
task. Industries and interests accustomed to a high rate of 
protection are not willing voluntarily to yield much of their pro- 
tection. 

This process of weaning so-called “infant industries” re- 
quires courage and statesmanship of a high order, a statesman- 
ship that can look over the entire field of American industry 
and with an even hand apportion out the measure of American 
protection, without partiality, without fear, and without favor. 
This, I say, is a heroic task. If there has ever been any doubt 
from the beginning of this attempted legislation as to who 
would be the real hero of this tariff revision, there is no longer 
any doubt upon that subject. This new tariff will properly go 
down into history bearing the name of the impartial and states- 
manlike chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee, 
and will be known to posterity as the Payne tariff bill. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Payne has held a firm hand between free traders on the 
one side and high protectionists on the other, determined to keep 
faithfully to party pledges but not to destroy any legitimate 
American industry. At times he has stood almost alone in a 
conference beset by many difficulties. And yet he has not stood 
alone, for he has had behind him the people of the country, the 
President of the United States, and a good majority of the Re- 
publican House of Representatives. 

If before this debate began there was any doubt as to whether 
or not this is a genuine tariff revision downward, that doubt has 
been entirely dissipated by this discussion. I think the leader 
of the minority could obtain the unqualified certificate of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Margy] who to-day addressed 
this House, that the tariff rates on the industries in his district 
have been revised downward. For one I can testify that tle 
duty on hides has been revised downward. I sincerely hope 
that hides have not been revised down and out. 

But if there were still any question as to whether the general 
conclusions of this revision were upward or downward, that 
doubt has been further settled by the figures presented here by 
the versatile and companionable leader of the minority, the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLtark], who, after passing over 
to us the trite and ancient saw that “liars will figure,” immedi- 
ately proceeded to make some figures on his own account. His 
conclusion is that the general result of this effort at tariff revi- 
sion is a revision downward of ninety-seven one-hundredths of 1 
per cent. Small favors are thankfully received. His rate |s 
rather small, but it is in the right direction. The demonstra- 
tion of figures is always mathematical and conclusive, but much 
depends as to the significance of those figures upon what is the 
basis upon which they start. I apprehend if our friends of the 
Democratic party will be a little more impartial in the basis of 
their figuring and a little more thorough in carrying their fis- 
ures out, they will be able to discover that as to the important 
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necessaries of American commerce and of American consump- 
tion the rate of downward revision has been considerably more 
than that indicated in the statement of the leader of the mi- 
ority. 

7 Mr. Speaker, there are inevitable inequalities in all tariff 
legislation. There are some items in this bill which, if I could 
have the entire control and shaping of them, would be entirely 
different from what they are. I can say, however, that there 
are very few. I candidly believe that this same tariff bill will 
go upon our statute books and start our industries anew, and 
that it will be the best piece of tariff legislation that has ever 
been put upon the American statute books. There are not in 
this whole list of revised items more than two or three the 
inequality or the doubtful character of which are such that I 
care to refer to them in a discussion of this kind. One is the 
question of our timber supply, which has been forcibly dwelt 
upon by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. I quite agree 
with him as to much of the basis of his discussion. I entirely 
disagree with him as to the application of that argument to 
the duty of Republican Congressmen here and now. This House 
without question followed the lead of the gentleman from 
lllinois in placing the duty on print paper at $2 a ton. I would 
vote with him again on the same question. I verily believe 
the majority of this House would follow him again in a like 
controversy if that were the question before us at this time. 

But it is not. The question here and now is not whether 
there may be one or more items in this bill that could be im- 
proved. The question is whether there is such a miscarriage of 
legislation in any particular as to justify us in throwing away 
entirely this tariff revision, involving over 4,000 items of Ameri- 
can schedules. Therefore, important as are these questions re- 
lating to lumber, pulp wood, wood pulp, and print paper, al) of 
which revolve around much of the same conditions, I do not 
consider them of sufficient significance and importance to justify 
this Republican House of Representatives in declining to accept 
the work that has been done by this conference committee and 
by the Senate and House for now nearly five months. 

The conservation of our growing forests is a question of vital 
importance. We ought to draw as far as practicable upon the 
timber supply of the world. This is a question of high public 
policy, to which the mere consideration of one or two tariff 
rates should yield. In my opinion, lumber and other forest 
products should be on the free list. We have made an effort to 
accomplish this in the present bill, but have succeeded only in 
part. But this is no sufficient reason for declining to adopt this 
tariff bill. 

I quite agree with the gentleman from Illinois, furthermore, 
in the fears he entertains as to the form of the maximum and 
minimum provision which we are about to adopt in this legis- 
lation. To my mind the provision of the House bill was far 
more desirable. I believe thoroughly in the idea of a maximum 
and minimum rate. It gives elasticity to our tariff system, It 
makes possible for us to enjoy readily and promptly reciprocity 
in commercial dealings with the nations of the earth. But 
from such consideration as I have been able to give the ques- 
tion, I believe the inertia and power of government in the 
shaping of the maximum and minimum tariff should be given 
in the direction of the lower rates instead of the higher rates, 
which, under the provisions of the bill, will go into effect auto- 
matically on the 31st day of March, 1910. 

If I thought that by the adoption of this report the Congress 
would be powerless to change the form of this maximum and 
minimum provision for a series of years, I would hesitate long 
before I would, without qualification, adopt the report. That, 
however, is not the question with which we are confronted. 

The question we are considering is whether after five months’ 
deliberation and effort we have reached the best solution of this 
entire question which we can reasonably expect to reach at this 
time. This maximum and minimum provision will not go into 
effect until the 31st day of next March. It is purely an administra- 
tion provision. Undoubtedly the President of the United States 
ind his colaborers. will confer and exercise diplomatic relations 
with other nations with whom we have important commercial 
dealings in anticipation of the going into effect of this pro- 
Vision on the 3ist day of next March. If it should be found 
that our immediate commercial relations would be severed with 
Canada and that the provision ought to be modified, we will 
have four months of the regular session of Congress between 
the first Monday of December next and the 31st day of March, 
when we can, with the aid of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, modify such provision. Therefore I can not follow the 
lead of the gentleman from Illinois when he urges upon us the 
conclusion that because this provision may not be what it ought 
to be, for that reason we should further disturb the busi- 
ness interests of the country and insist further upon disagree- 
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ment with the Senate over schedules which we have tried within 
the reasonable limits of patience and effort to improve in a 
conference extending over three“weeks. 

Mr. Speaker, there are other inequalities in this bill. I think 
it is quite well knoOwn to the membership of this House that I 
think that the cotton-cloth schedule has been increased in rates 
without sufficient reason and unjustifiably ; particularly unjusti- 
fiably in face of the fact that we have come together as Re- 
publicans under the injunction to make an honest revision of 
rates downward. The wisdom or unwisdom of that sort of in- 
junction is not for me to discuss now. That condition is one 
that was upon us, and I am not at all disposed to question the 
wisdom of the position that the Republican party took when 
it said that we will revise the rates downward. I believe the 
time comes in every great industry when it can sustain itself 
on lower rates than it can in the infant period of building it up. 

But here stands out a prominent exception, the cotton-cloth 
schedule, which we have revised upward. In what I have 
stated there is absolutely no conflict of figures with those which 
the distinguished chairman has brought to your attention. 

When he tells you that there is 9 per cent increase over the 
Dingley rate, he is referring to the entire cotton schedule. in- 
cluding cotton merchandise of all kinds. When I refer to the 
cotton-cloth schedule, I refer to paragraphs 304 and 309 of the 
Dingley law, the paragraphs of countable cotton cloth. These 
have been revised upward 27 per cent. 

I made a thorough investigation of all the changes made by 
the Senate in the cotton-cloth schedule. I reduced every item 
of change to its equivalent ad valorem. My figures were revised 
and certified by the Treasury Department. Their correctness 
has not been and can not be successfully challenged. These 
figures agree also with the computations made by the committee 
of the New York Wholesale Dry Goods Association, whose ¢al- 
culations I have verified. Indeed, the same increases are con- 
clusively shown in the comparative estimates of revenue under 
the Dingley and Aldrich rates, based upon the importations of 
1907, officially prepared for the use of the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee. 

And yet these increases have been beclouded and mystified in 
debate by the proponents of this upward revision from the time 
the amendments were reported to the Senate. The apparent 
purpose seems to have been to accomplish an upward revision- 
by indirection when the temper of Congress and of the country 
would scarcely admit of such legislation directly and in the 
open. We were first assured that there was no increase, but 
simply a change from ad valorems to the equivalent specific 
rates; next, that the new rates were no higher than the Ding- 
ley rates were intended to be; and, finally, that the new rates 
are no higher than the Dingley rates would have been if the 
Dingley rates were higher than they are. 

It is unfortunate that this effort to increase the rates on one 
of our oldest industries has in part succeeded. The Senate 
amendments were cut down in conference on the lower grades 
of cotton cloth. If there were opportunity to carry this battle 
further, without placing in jeopardy legislation which ought 
not to be longer delayed, I should do so. As it is, there is no 
alternative but to accept the bill with this glaring inequality. 

It is such instances of greed that bring confusion to the prin- 
ciple of protection in the home of its friends. I believe in the 
principle of protection to American industry. It is as firmly 
established as any other prominent principle of American policy— 
as the principle of sound money or the Monroe doctrine. But the 
benefits of this principle can only be adequately enjoyed when 
distributed with absolute fairness and impartiality to all in- 
dustries. The time will come when each American producer 
will demand and receive the same equality of protection to his 
particular mIndustry that he receives in equality of freight rates 
upon the articles he produces. 

There is a vast amount of heresy afloat upon the subject of 
free raw material. There is no warrant for the claim that 
President Taft has declared himself in support of this doctrine. 
He has made no such declaration. He has simply favored put- 
ting some particular items upon the free list as a part of the 
general plan for revision downward, without doing violence to 
the policy of protecting American industries. 

Raw material, in an economic sense, is material in the original 
condition in which nature has left it. There are only two ele- 
ments in wealth—what nature has provided and what man has 
produced. The moment you add labor to nature’s material that 
moment it ceases to be raw material and becomes a product of 
labor more or less complete. 

But raw material as related to particular industries, and as 
the expression is ‘used in tariff discussions, is a relative tertn, 
It depends altogether upon where you begin. The soil and seed 
are the raw material of the farmer, the grass and corn and 
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steer the raw material of the cattle feeder, the hide for the 
tanner, the leather for the manufacturer, and the saddles, har- 
ness, and shoes are the completed products to which each pro- 
ducer has contributed his due measure of labor. Now, applying 
equitably the principle of protection, each of these producers is 
entitled to consideration when we are fixing American tariff 
rates. 

In practical legislation it is not easy to apply the principle 
with fairness and equality. To the New England economist 
raw material is what New England has to bay, and finished 
product is what New England has to sell. Granite in the rough 
is about as near raw material as any that could be named, but 
New England has protection to the extent of 10 cents per cubic 
foot. Someone might otherwise haul a few loads of rock across 
the border. And the tombstone industry retains a duty of 50 
per cent ad valorem. Protection on this item goes one step 
beyond the grave. 

Protection has less to fear from her enemies than from her 
friends. The statesman who revises tariff rates must be able 
to see beyond the boundaries of his district and State. The 
present bill has as few inequalities as any other. But there is 
still much to be desired. 


Mr. Speaker, I am one of those who believe that it is possible 
to realize the dream of a scientific tariff based upon that pro- 
vision of the national platform of the Republican party of last 
June, to wit, a tariff that shall scientifically represent the dif- 
ference in cost of production in every American industry at 
home and abroad. I believe in the establishment of a com- 
mission that will gather together facts and information of a 
reliable character on that subject, and when we reach that 
realization we will not have the present difficulties in making 
an equitable revision of our tariff schedules. 

An era of great industrial progress is awaiting the comple- 
tion of this legislation. Our industries, already in sound con- 
dition, will take a new and vigorous bound. Under the benign 
effects of this act the United States will continue to maintain 
her proud position as the chief commercial nation of the world 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RicHarpson]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I think the national Dem- 
. ocratic party has profound cause to congratulate itself upon a 
full knowledge of the real condition in which this tariff bill is 
going to the country. Declarations complimentary to the Presi- 
dent of the United States for what he has done recently in 
bringing about a settlement among the Republican conferees in 
their alleged differences will not be a satisfactory answer to the 
masses of the people as to what this bill contains. The people, 
in my opinion, Mr. Speaker, are to-day better informed upon the 
tariff question than they have ever been. They are more intel- 
ligent, and they are better advised as to the distinct promises 
made by the Republicans to reduce the Dingley duties, and when 
a man goes back before them in the next campaign for election 
as a Member of Congress, he will be required, as solemnly 
warned by my distinguished friend from Lllinois [Mr. Mann] 
in speaking about wood pulp, to answer questions which the 
people will ask him, and he will be compelled to answer. 

It will not do for him to say that there was a comparative 
reduction of rates as between the Payne bill and the Aldrich bill. 
That is a mere Republican device to try to mislead. That is 
one of the ordinary, commonplace, accepted characteristics of 
the Republican party. That is not the question. The compari- 
son is going to be made on the basis of the Dingley tariff. It 
was the high charges imposed by the Dingley tariff that the 
people complained of. It was the operations and high rates 
and duties of that law, passed thirteen years ago, that the 
people complain of, and they will accept nothing short of a re- 
duction downward of that law. It must be a real, practicable 
reduction, giving relief to the masses of the people on articles of 
daily use and consumption. For all of these reasons I contend 
that the national Democracy stands a better chance to-day than 
it has ever stood since the civil war on the great question of the 
election of the national House of Representatives and a Presi- 
dent of the United States. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
We have never won a victory since the close of the civil war 
except on the vital principle of tariff reform. 

It is demonstrated by what we have witnessed here in the 
last five months that the leading Republicans realize that they 
send this tariff bill to the country under the most discouraging 
circumstances to their party. They fully realize from the first 
step taken in this tariff legislation to the present hour that the 
public mind has been strongly impressed with the belief that 
a Republican Congress did not intend, honestly and fairly, to 
reduce the tariff according to the promise made to the people. 
That is the condition they face now, and which will continue to 
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grow more serious every day until the election for Representa. 
tives next year. Nobody has been fooled by the ostensible dir- 
ferences and controversies alleged to have existed among the 
Republican conferees which finally brought Mr. Taft in as um. 
pire. The fact is, the leaders among the Republicans charged 
with framing this tariff bill realize that the country had prac- 
tically lost confidence in the Republican party, and under those 
circumstances these “‘ wise men” pushed the President to the 
front to give him the apparent opportuhity of getting all the 
credit for reducing the duties of the tariff law, in order to co- 
ply with the promises so often made by the President in his 
public declarations. 

These Republican leaders readily understand that the country 
has far more confidence in the honesty, sincerity, and good in- 
tentions of President Taft than the country has in the leaders 
of the Republican party. We do not say that the items of re. 
duction insisted on by the President are not material, but we 
do contend that the relief granted is not a drop in the bucket 
to what the people were entitled to get under the provisions 
of this bill. We give the President full credit for what he has 
done, and the apt, quick, alert tariff manipulators of his own 
party knew exactly what to do, on what schedules, and what re- 
ductions were necessary to be made to accomplish their end. 
The Democratic party stands to-day more willing and ready 
to assert all of its ancient faith and courage and ability in de- 
fending the rights of the people, the common masses of the peo- 
ple, under the tariff bill, than it has ever been called upon be- 
fore to do. When I go down into my district and get to talking 
to the people, as all of the rest of us will have to do to their 
own people, they will put some pointed questions to me. I have 
heard it said to-day by our distinguished minority leader, the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLarK], and by other gentlemen 
on the Ways and Means Committee, representing the Democ- 
racy, that every reduction made that is worth anything in this 
bill applies to wealth and big corporations and combinations. 
Is that true? Let us take but one instance. 

I have taken a great deal of interest in the cotton schedule. 
I believe that there are certain things upon which the comfort 
of men and women depend. The first is that you must have cloth- 
ing. That is the most vital and important necessity of life. | 
believe that untold harm to the people is found in the cotton 
schedule, and think if we can only understand the manipula- 
tions and workings of that one schedule we will find that it 
is more shocking than anything else that is in this bill. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] I am glad to know that even 
in the great body of the Senate of the United States two of 
the “progressive Republican” Senators stood up and fought 
and contended for a reduction in the cotton schedule. They 
earnestly contended for it. They pointed it out lucidly and 
clearly and earnestly. Let us take one feature, and that is 
“mercerized” goods. It is a fact that when they use the lan- 
guage “mercerized or similar process” they have transferred 
the lowest and cheapest character of cotton goods that the 
masses of the people of the country wear to the class of goods 
used among the rich by way of making it prohibitory. 

When they use the language “or similar process” we al! 
understand what that means. We all understand, of course, 
that to “mercerize” simply means to glaze. It is put there 
purposely to give the cloth a glitter and a shine. That is 
classed as the most expensive and costly cotton goods that the 
people get, and is controlled by the great New England mills. 
A lower and inferior class has a shine upon it, and will be 
classed with the mercerized goods because of the language “ or 
other similar process,” thus transferring it to the most ex- 
pensive class of cotton goods. The statement of the Republican 
conferees, the statement of the chairman of the Ways ani 
Means Committee, is unable to tell us the increase in the coiton- 
goods schedule. Now, let us look at this thing for a moment. 
Somebody will say to me, because my people are inquisitive. 
“Tell us something about hosiery, about stockings, that the 
people wear, not merely the ladies and the gentlemen, but tha‘ 
everybody wears.” These items have been greatly advertise 
throughout the country as being one of the chief resources fron 
which the “ stand-pat” Republicans intended to “raise” more 
money, and the people know that blow is at them. 

We have had it said here that we have had “ sockless” Con- 
gressmen, who did not wear socks atall. I have never seen one. 
But I want to call your attention to this. This is the way they 
put it. Take this statement made by the conference report—an( 
I am talking now about stockings and hosiery—and if there is 
one item, if there is one article or schedule, that the whole peo- 
ple could be benefited in, it would be in reducing duties on stock- 
ings and hosiery. It is no light matter. It brings in untold 
millions, and how true is it illustrated what our distinguished 
minority leader in his great speech this morning said, that it is 
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upon the articles of wealth they do not reduce duties. What 
do they do and what is done in this bill upon the cheapest class 
of hosiery, the cheapest that goes to the plainest and commonest 
people of this country? They increase the duty on every species 
of hosiery that goes to the common people, and they allow 
that which the wealthy wear to stand as it stands in the Ding- 
ley bill to-day. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

'T desire to call especial attention to Schedule I—cotton—on 
page 3 of the statement of changes in the tariff law by the 
conference report on H. R. 1438: 

This schedule was reconstructed and readjusted to bring the duties 
up to those eollected during the first four years of the operation of 
the Dingley law and to the rates then collected under said law. Since 
that time the rates have been lowered, in some cases, from 60 to 6 
per cent by court decisions. These new rates are equivalent to an 
addition, on the whole, of 3 per cent ad valorem increase over that 
collected under the present law for the year 1908. 

Cotton hosiery, fashioned, valued at not more than $1 | wed dozen, 
from 50 to 70 cents per dozen pairs. More than $1 and less than a 
per dozen pairs, from 60 cents to 85 cents per dozen pairs. ore 
than $1.50 and not more than $2, from 70 cents to 90 cents per dozen 
“The remaining rates on stockings are the same as under the present 
law. 

It will be observed that the most innocent and certainly mis- 
leading part of the above schedule consists in the following 
words at the conclusion of said schedule, to wit: “ The remain- 
ing rates on stockings are the same as under the present law.” 
Any person actuated by ordinary feelings of credulity would 
think that latter clause referred to a very insignificant rate on 
stockings. This item shows the duplicity of the cotton schedule, 
and it is but a sample that appears throughout the whole cotton 
schedule, if the same is carefully investigated. It will be seen 
that stockings valued at not more than $1 per dozen are raised 
in the Payne-Aldrich bill over the Dingley law from 50 to 70 
cents per dozen pairs. This is the class of hosiery used by the 
masses of the people everywhere in this country. It is the 
cheapest kind of stockings. The next, all of the stockings that 
cost more than $1 and less than $1.50 per pair, are raised by 
this Payne-Aldrich bill over the present Dingley law from 60 
cents to 80 cents per dozen pairs. And, again, all stockings 
that cost more than $1.50 and not more than $2 are raised by 
the Payne-Aldrich bill from 70 cents to 90 cents per dozen pairs. 
These constitute three different classes of stockings that quite 
85 per cent of the people of this country use. And yet this bill 
increases largely over the Dingley bill the duties on each one of 
these classes on what the people are absolutely compelled to 
have. 

All the different class of stockings valued at more than 
$2 per dozen pairs, and not more than $3 per dozen pairs, were 
not raised in duty at all and were left at the same rate now 
fixed in the Dingley bill at $1.20 per dozen pairs. All stock- 
ings valued at more than $3 per dozen pairs and not more than 
$5 per dozen pairs, $2 per dozen pairs. All valued at more 
than $5 per dozen pairs, 55 per cent ad valorem. It will be 
seen that the last three different classes of stockings are used 
by the rich people of this country, and yet the duty upon the 
three different classes used by the poor people are largely 
raised and increased, while the latter three classes bought 
by the rich people are left on the same conditions and terms 
in the Dingley bill that have existed for the last thirteen 
years. Can anybody give any reason or any excuse why the 
increased duties should have applied alone to the stockings 
of the common people of the country and not at all to the 
articles worn by the wealthy? Some kind of a lame excuse 
might have been given if a gradual increase had been made 
from top to bottom. But worse than all of it there is added 
“an additional duty on all the foregoing grades of stockings, 
cheap or high, 15 per cent ad valorem.” I could go on and 
review many just such items in this tariff bill, applicable to 
men’s and boys’ cotton gloves, women’s gloves, and other ar- 
ticles used by the masses of the people in their everyday lives. 

The fact stands out in “bold relief” that the Republican 
party in its platform, by its President and its public speakers, 
solemnly promised to reduce the duties under the Dingley law. 
It is perfectly clear that, without including the 25 per cent 
maximum rate left to the judgment of the President, the 
Payne-Aldrich bill increases the tariff burdens of the people 
over the present Dingley law about 1.74 per cent. Not only 
that, but they admit that they intend to make the tax on 
net incomes of corporations a part of the financial system of 
this country—a law as unjust, inequitable, and unfair and 
discriminating among the people—more so than any law ever 
resorted to in this country before—to get revenue to pay the 
expenses of the Government. This is the first time in the his- 
tory of our Republic that a corporation tax of this kind has 
ever been imposed. It is true that a great deal of passion 
and prejudice in the hands of a demagogue can, for the purposes 
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of appeal to the the passions and prejudices of some people, be 
successfully used, but if it is unjust and unfair such a law will 
have a short life. In addition to this, this Payne tariff bill 
authorizes the issuance of $290,569,000 to be issued for the com- 
pletion of the Panama Canal, to bear interest at a rate not ex- 
ceeding 3 per cent per annum, making an increase of 1 per 
cent in interest over the former issue of $84,631,900 Panama 
bonds issued on 2 per cent interest. The people have a right 
to know why this increase in the interest of Panama bonds. 
Why should this immense amount of money in Panama bonds 
be issued so long in advance of the completion of the canal? 
The Republican party will be called upon by the country for 
an answer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
grateful to my colleague, Mr. Harrison, from New York, for his 
courtesy in yielding his time to me this evening. 

I like the way, the warlike way, that my insurgent friend the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] addressed himself to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lonawortnu] in the early part of 
his interesting address, but, like many of the insurgent branch 
of the opposition, the gentleman from Kansas did not go far 
enough. The gentleman from Ohio called the present bill a 
personal victory for Mr. Payne and President Taft. and said the 
victory was over the forces of free trade on the one hand and 
high protection on the other. There was a little girl up in my 
town last week, and one of her elder friends came in and said: 
“Look here, Mary, I understand that you have got a sweet- 
heart,” and she blushingly refused to reply. ‘‘ Why,” he said, 
“now listen, little girl; I will give you a quarter if you will tell 
me what his name is,” and she said, in a whisper, “ Why, it is 
Tommy Jones;” and about two minutes afterwards she said: 
“ Now, if you will give me another quarter, I will tell you who 
my other sweetheart is.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Now, without any big bribe, I am going to tell the Members here 
to-night whom the other victory and the real victory in this 
fight is over. Your biggest victory is over the great consuming 
masses of this Nation. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
And your biggest victory was gained for the dishonest manu- 
facturers of this Nation. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Now, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Loneworru] told of the 
situation as it looks to a man on the inside looking out—looking 
out for what a great party wanted instead of what the great 
people of this Nation desired. Now, here is how it looks to a 
man on the outside looking in, trying, somewhat vainly, I must 
admit, to find somethimg that the gentlemen on this side may 
commend. It was not a personal victory for either Mr. Payne 
or President Taft. It was a personal victory, though somewhat 
unsatisfactory, for the senior Senator from Rhode Island and 
the dishonest manufacturers that he and his kind have always 
represented in that body over there. [Applause on the Demo- 
eratic side.] 

Regarding the victory that you have won over the forces of 
free trade, Mr. LonawortH, where do you find that element 
existing in this House? Not on this side. Here we have got a 
solid Democratic phalanx standing for an honest tariff on a 
revenue basis. [Applause on the Democratic side.] A tariff 
that would satisfy alike the honest manufacturer and the honest 
American workman; a tariff founded on the principle that 
American goods not controlled by a trust should be protected by 
a duty equal to the difference on the cost of production here and 
abroad, supplemented for revenue purposes by a fair corpora- 
tion tax to continue in force until we are able to give this 
Nation a fair income tax. 

Instead, however, the Republicans have given this Nation a 
miserable makeshift—a purchased compromise—unsatisfactory 
alike to many of the brightest minds in the Republican party 
and unsatisfactory in the extreme to every Democrat in both 
branches of Congress. I realize that my position with regard to 
the tariff has been criticised by some so-called “ Democratic” 
Members and by the New York Sun. Believe me, Mr. Speaker, 
I do not draw my Democracy from the sands of Florida nor 
the bayous of Louisiana; I have not always regarded the New 

York Sun as the source of Jeffersonian truth, even if I do 
occasionally read its editorial and well-edited sporting pages. 

If I ever have a greater love for a manufacturer in my dis- 
trict than I have for my party’s principles, which God forbid, 
and he desired a Republican protective tariff, I will advise him 
to start a factory forthwith in Rhode Island, and then, to make 
assurance doubly sure, maintain branches in Connecticut and 
Massachusetts. He will be protected; well protected; maybe 
not to the extent that the woolen manufacturers are protected, 
but enough, for the Senator from Rhode Island has never been 
scant in his protection. 
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“Little Rhody” has dominated in this tariff fight, let her be In this crisis it would — the duty or pene? Democrat to have tho 
given the credit on your side and incidentally the blame of | £4¢ts clearly understood. The consumers of the country are not myths, 


70,000,000 of Americans. I can hear now the cheers which will of say Catton Bintes ee ‘elonnet thameeieas aaa there — 
greet on your side the passage of the Payne bill. Cheer on and | on limited wages, salaries, and poms, ye have been materially re. 
on and cheer again, for, my Republican brethren, I know, and so sinters = qantas tadiek cae of enon — Tepublican 
does your Chief Executive know, that this will be the last | stand aghast at the evident ponpace of the leaders, and perhaps ‘of the 
chance that you will have to pass amid cheers any important | majority of the Republicans in Congress in —_ of party Dledges, to 
legislation. I believe the prophetic words of Mr. Taft will ring | 8teatly increase the existing burdensome taxation, thus raising ‘the 


, aay : z prices of necessaries of life to all consumers in the United States, anq 
out from the votes of the American Nation in November, 1910, | this wholly for the special profit of certain favored protected interests 


and they will return a bigger Democratic majority to the House | The only hope for the consumer of the country now lies with the con. 
than it has ever seen since the days of the civil war ference committee and the President. Little can be hoped from the 
. wo , aye — conference committee, but if the Democrats of the House and Senata 


The honest manufacturers of my district—almost every man | make clear what the disgusting scramble for increased taxes really 
of them Republican—asked only for a tariff equal to the differ- porte. ae - growme “= See at oe ae a eee United States 
ence in the cost of production here and abroad, and the manu- cad the effect of rary Denserat Ia the ies oan Renate ment 
facturer who asks for more is dishonest and the party that gives steadily directed until the bill either Wesetats ay or, is vetoed. If the 
more is dishonest. New Jersey asks nothing that she would not | bill in anything like its present form is enac nto law, the people 
concede to every one of her 45 sisters, and being one of the | Of the United States will then take up the matter, and the verdict wii! 


S os =e oe be speedy and decisive. 
greatest manufacturing States of the Union, is intensely inter- Very truly, yours, CHartes S. Haury. 


ested in the outcome here to-night. But ever honest and loyal Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes 
to the group of States forming this Union, her voice will ring | tg the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. CaRTeR]. 


out strong and clear against the well-planned robbery of the Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, for more than twelve months 4 
teeming millions of this Nation for the further enrichment of dozen or more of the most gigantic and best-trained minds in 
the favored few. 


F this body have been concentrated in the formulation of this )j)), 

This is not the best bill which even a partially honest Re- | anq now the remainder of the Members, consisting of about 380 
publican majority might pass. I agree with the lovable and ever Representatives of the people, are called upon and required to 
efficient minority leader [Mr. CrarK], and so well said by My | nass upon the final draft, as reported by the conference com. 
friend from New York [Mr. Fitzceratp], the best parliamenta-| mittee, with less than seven hours’ debate, less than seven 
rian this side has ever produced, that we can not expect too | pours to be divided among 391 Members, and yet there are those 
much from that side; but I ask you now, in view of the fact | who insist that this House is a deliberative body. I do not wish 
that the beef trust is known as the meanest and most cowardly | tg be understood, however, 28 complaining of the short time 
of all the many combinations fostered by Republican rule—I ask | ajjotted to me. Five minutes, perhaps, is really more than an 
you compromising Members of this once great party why did | nymble Member in the rear ranks of the minority should con- 
not you go the entire distance in curbing this most contemptible | gyme-in the discussion of the perplexing and many-sided Payne 
combination and place all Mexican and Canadian beef, mutton, | tari¢¢ pil. For let it be understood, once and for all. that this 
pork, and so forth, on the free list with hides? I realize that | sige of the House is in no wise responsible for the many pre- 
hides would have never been admitted free if you could have | texts and evasions that lurk beneath its misguiding folds. It is 
passed your bill without so doing; I realize that the Cudahys, | not our party. It is not our funeral. It will doubtless prove a 
the Armours, the Swifts, and the Morrises have been good con- | qoleful, deathlike procession to many of the liberal Republican 


tributors to your campaign funds, but for once play fair with | wembers from west of, the Allegheny Mountains, who have 
the people—you have given the beef trust millions of their | promised their revisionist constituents an actual downward revi- 
hard-earned dollars. Now by placing Canadian and Mexican | gion of the tariff; and it may consign some of the best of them 
beef on the free list, give the honest American workman 4 | to g prolonged political oblivion, perhaps to an eternal politica! 
chance to buy meat for himself and his family at honest prices. | graye: but, I insist, it is none of our funeral. The burden of 
The beef trust has received already at your hands its pound | expjanation is on you, my friends of the majority, and not upon 
of flesh—now, I ask you in the name of American manhood to | ys, for we of the Middle West on this side of the Chamber have 
stand by the voters who made it possible for you to control this zealously kept the faith by voting for every reduction which 
House; stand by the American workman whose interests you your special cloture rules would permit. 
look after so well in your party platforms; stand by 20,000,000 What are you going to do about the promises you made during 
American homes, whether peopled by Democrats or Republicans; | the last campaign? What are you going to do when you return 
forget for once, if you can, the dishonest dollar and legislate to the folks at home fresh from the fruition of this, the latest 
for the men and women of this American Nation. outrage upon the sacred rights of the people? Your failure iv 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I yield one minute | ther regards you will doubtless attribute to the omnipotent 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. O’CoNNELL]. power of the Speaker of the House; but what are you going 
Mr. O'CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I have received a letter | ¢¢ ao about your promises to revise the tariff downward’ You 
from the Hon. Charles 8. Hamlin, Assistant Secretary of the | can not charge that to your House machine. The Speaker can 
Treasury under President Cleveland, which I send to the | not go the vicarious atonement for you upon tlfat score. You 
Clerk’s desk to have read. sinned away one day of grace when you voted to refer this bil! 
The Clerk read as follows: to the conference committee without instructions, and the vote 
2 ae 8. ey on this conference report now is the final crucial — = 
TTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT Law, have your golden opportunity, for it has been announced pub- 
sien Youmer @. GrGamie Pee ee Cae ae licly and openly, and has not been contradicted, that if a satis- 
"House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. factory tariff bill is not enacted by this special session of Col- 
Dear Str: Permit me to express the hope that when the tariff pill | gress, Congress -will be reconvened at an early date, and at- 


is laid before the House on the report of the conference committee, | other opportunity given for tariff legislation. Under these con- 
you, and the other Democrats in the House, will do all in your power 


ditions, if you vote for this bill, you thereby indorse every 
to make an effective public protest against its being enacted into law, Saco he 
enless—a rather unlikely event—the bill may be changed by the con. | provision in it, every maximum, every minimum, every draw 


ference committee so as to bring about a decided reduction in existing | back, every countervailing duty, every joker; in fact, every 
tariff taxes. 


subterfuge concealed beneath its ambiguous phraseology. Wc) 
I fully appreciate that any bill which can pass both Houses must . ai 
be a protect ve measure, as *the Republican party has complete con- | you cast your vote for this bill you brush aside your last chan 


trol of both Houses of Congress. The contest, however, which has | and can not truthfully lay your failure to keep the faith at the 
been waged in Congress may be said scarcely to touch the question of 


door of the Speaker of the House or the House machine. 
protection, as that term has in the past been understood. The con- allio 
test, in fact, seems to be between certain Republicans who believe that The Members from the States carved out of the great wester! 


the Republican party enacted a tariff plank in the proceedings of the | plains who support this bill, carrying, as has been shown by the 
national convention which was meant to convey to the voters, and 


ntleman from Illinois, a duty of from $2.50 to $3.75 on lumber. 
was so understood, a promise to reduce thoroughly and effectively | &© aall 
oxiating customs taxes, and on the other hand a powerful faction in call to my mind a joint political discussion between a Repu! 


the party which seems intent upon deliberately disregarding this under- | lican and a Populist during the early politigal days of Okla- 
standing, and of enacting the most outrageous system of increased | homa. The Republican on this occasion was named Hudson. 
taxation this country has ever seen. The former class believe that . 


the measure of protection should be the difference in the cost of pro- and had formerly been a greenbacker. The Populist had «!s° 


duction plus a reasonable profit. They maintain, and have success- | been playing checkers with his past political record. His n:ie 
fully demonstrated, that a large number of duties in the bill as it was Scott, and he had been elevated from the Republican ranks. 
left both the House and the Senate, contain a measure of protection 


far higher than any such difference. Hudson, the Republican, opened the discussion, and exalted the 


On the other hand, the other faction contemptuously disregard na- | great principles and achievements of the G. O. P. to the blue 
tional pledges and insist that the very highest measure of increased | ceqgnopy of heaven, and eternally lambasted the vagaries of 1’0)- 
rotection shall be meted out to private interests, giving to these 


A the Pop, 
nents = lay be additional burdens of ‘taxation upon the | Ulism to the eternal lower regions. When Scott, se 
panccccmeatnggs ghd — ie made his reply, he drew forth from his old satchel a copy of 2 
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torn and tattered greenback speech made years before by Hud- 
con. He read and exhibited this speech as a complete refuta- 
tion to the argument then being made by Hudson. The evidence 
was conclusive and the case looked bad for the Republican ora- 
tor, but Hudson knew of Scott's former political affiliations and 
in his rejoinder in a dramatic and frantic manner asked Scott 
this question: “ Mr. Scott, did you never make a political utter- 
ance for which you were ashamed, and for which you would 
apologize?” “ Yes,” said Scott, tersely and frankly. “ Will 
vou kindly explain to this audience,” said Mr. Hudson, “ when, 
\vhere, and what it was?” “Yes,” said Scott, “it was when I 
was living in a dugout in southwest Kansas, dirt for the top, 
dirt for the sides, and dirt for the bottom, with nothing but a 
flimsy worn-out quilt hung in the doorway to keep the chilling 
blasts of winter from freezing my shaking frame. I stood 
shaking, shivering, and howling for a high tariff on lumber.” 

Authority and instructions have been given by the people for 
a downward revision of the tariff, for an equitable adjustment 
of the tariff laws, and it would seem the height of inconsist- 
ency has been reached, that the very climax of the irony of fate 
has been attained, when such a commission has been placed in 
the hands of the Republican party, a political organization the 
fundamental principle of whose political faith is the protection 
of certain special interests and whose political success depends 
largely on campaign funds contributed by the tariff barons. 

Some day we will have an equitable adjustment of the tariff, 
fair to all parties concerned, including the consumer; but it 
will not be by the Republican party. It can not be done by that 
party, for it is a partisan tribunal with predilection for the 
special interests. Some day the great mass of the people, not 
only from the grand old South and the boundless West, but 
from the thickly populated East, and the people all over this 
great country will awake to the fact that they are being ex- 
ploited and plundered for the benefit of the few tariff barons. 
Then there will be a mighty upheaval. The money changers 
will be driven from the temple. The tariff will be revised. 
We will have an actual, equitable, and fair adjustment of the 
tariff legislation, not in favor of the special interests, but in the 
interest of all the people. Not, I repeat, by a subsidized auxil- 
iary of predatory wealth, but by a just, sensible, and united 
Democracy, backed and fortified by public opinion at last 
aroused to the abuses committed in the name of Republicanism. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, there was inserted in this bill in 
the Senate a corporation tax for the express purpose, as avowed 
by its sponsor, of defeating the income tax desired by the Senate 
and the inheritance tax desired by the House. It seems to be 
a provision which nobody really wants, to take the place of two 
provisions which are very earnestly wanted, and so I wish to 
discuss the comparative merits of the three provisions—the 
inheritance tax which the House adopted, the income tax which 
apparently the Senate was eager to adopt, and the corporation 
tax agreed upon as a compromise. 

I opposed the inheritance tax in the House, but I am aware 
that it is in many ways an ideal tax, easily and equably col- 
lectible, without inquisition or temptation to fraud, taken at 
the very moment when the victim can best afford it, bearing 
only upon those who have raised themselves above the serious 
struggle for existence, not readily or often avoided, and very 
remunerative. I was one of its earnest advocates when it was 
first adopted by the Massachusetts legislature, and my only 
objection to it here is that I think it should be left to the States 
as one of their exclusive sources of revenue: A large number 
of the States have already resorted to it, the tendency there is 
to depend upon it more and more, and I think it but fair we 
should give them an open field in this line of taxation and not 
embarrass or cripple them by laying our heavy hand on the same 
fruitful subject. We may forget here, as we consider how the 
objects of federal expenditure have broadened in recent years, 
requiring constantly increasing revenues, that a similar growth 
has been expanding in our States and municipalities, that the 
public is constantly assuming burdens and duties toward its 
constituents which were not formerly dreamed of, that the 
tendency is progressive, and that with the growth of expendi- 
tures there must be a discovery of new sources of revenue, and 
that the inheritance tax offers an admirable resource which 
will be needed more and doubtless made much more severe and 
remunerative with coming years. 

On the other hand, an income tax must necessarily be a 
national tax if it is to bring in much return. In some of the 
Speeches in the Senate much ridicule and criticism is vented 
on the assessment of the personalty of rich men, but @ little 
reflection would show it is inevitable and no reproach to the 
assessors. A man of wealth is apt to have several houses, and 
he can claim domicile and have his personalty taxed in what- 
ever place he selects and claims as his real residence, If in 


his opinion assessors in one place tax him too heavily it is easy 
for him to offer to the assessors of another place to take up 
his residence there if they will be lenient, and inasmuch as the 
increase derived from his estate is clear gain to them such an 
arrangement will not be difficult to make. I remember hearing 
of a rich man in Boston, who thought too much was exacted 
from him there in personal taxes, going to the assessors of 
a small town where he had a country home and asking how 
much they would doom him if he took up his legal residence 
there. As they hesitated, he remarked, “If I will pay the 
whole amount you now raise by taxation, you will be satis- 
fied,” as, of course, they were—and even then he paid much 
less than his estate was charged with in the city. That may 
be an exaggerated incident, but it is notorious that men move 
from place to place to get less taxation, and until human 
nature changes or fixed residence is made compulsory that 
process will continue, and we must count upon it. Quite re- 
cently a wealthy man has moved from Massachusetts to an- 
other State in order, as everyone believes, to get lighter taxa- 
tion. Now, exactly the same motives and actions will follow 
if the States attempt on any serious scale an income tax. 
Some State or States, in order to tempt within their limits the 
men of large incomes, will impose on them a very low tax, and 
will gradually have centralized there the large fortunes of the 
country, much to the advantage of themselves and their citi- 
zens, but thereby wholly annulling and preventing the fair 
application of the tax in the country at large. We have had 
this experience with the personalty taxes, and the same mo- 
tives and opportunities must produce the same result with the 
income tax. If it is to be levied at all with fairness and effi- 
ciency, it must be national, so that simple change of residence 
can not avoid it. 

The same objection does not hold against the inheritance tax, 
for men as a rule are not so anxious about their property when 
their own use of it is over. They seldom recognize that death is 
imminent and will not be apt to change their legal residence in 
order that their heirs may at some uncertain future date escape 
a tax. Consequently an inheritance tax can be fearlessly en- 
forced by the States. 

I am glad to see the income tax in the form of a constitu- 
tional amendment instead of part of this bill. I should be 
very sorry to see that issue come again before the Supreme 
Court, however they might decide it. That court has the 
respect and confidence of the American people. We all wish 
it to be looked up to with increasing reliance as a last resort, 
where in troublous times waves of popular passion will be unfelt 
and a calm and safe refuge found from partisan strife. Some 
things have happened of late years to suggest doubt whether it 
is really so aloof as we love to think from the ordinary motives 
which govern human conduct, and whether the austere supe- 
riority to mortal frailties which we wish to ascribe to it still 
exists. None of us wish to see a shifting and dissenting court, 
but all wish that there shall be one branch of the Government 
where at least impartiality, uniformity, and consistency may be 
assured. And so I am glad that this vexed question of the 
constitutionality of the income tax was not again sent to the 
court by this bill to create the inevitable conflict and dissent 
there, and although it has always seemed to me that the weight 
of argument was with Justice White in his dissenting opinion, 
yet I think it much better that the judgment of the court be 
acquiesced in as conclusive, and that the will of the people be 
expressed by an amendment to the Constitution, rather than by 
a reversal of the court. I should dislike to see any corrobora- 
tion of Mr. Dooley’s gibe that the Supreme Court follows the 
election returns. 

I think the right to levy an income tax ought to be vested in 
the Nation. It is a resource which it may need and ought to 
possess, and it is no answer to say that we already have the 
power with the limitation that it must be apportioned among 
the States according to population, because an income tax so 
apportioned would bear so unfairly and ludicrously that it could 
never be enacted. 

There are, of course, serious, inevitable, and unanswerable 
objections to any income tax. It is always a choice of evils, 
a weighing of counterbalancing arguments and difficulties. 
Throwing open to everybody one’s private affairs and business 
profits is unpleasant and undesirable, and the opportunity for 
fraud and the premium on perjury is great; but aside from 
these obvious and much discussed objections there are others 
which to me have much weight. The menace to the protective 
‘system can not be ignored. In that system the country seems 
generally to have acquiesced, and it seems now to be more firmly 
established as our national policy than ever before. The de- 
bates and votes on the pending tariff bill have indicated a more 
widespread recognition of its advantages by Members of both 
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branches of Congress than on any previous occasion. But it 
still has its inveterate foes. And an income tax, levied on the 
rich, will give the demagogue great opportunity to appeal to 
class feeling and the envy of wealth and to increase its. yield 
and make customs duties unnecessary and a high tariff super- 
fluous. And there is also great intrinsic danger of an unjust 
levy, for the larger the field the greater is the danger of injus- 
tice. In small communities, where the rich and poor know each 
other, though there may-not be kindly feeling, the sense of jus- 
tice and fair play is strong. Before the day of great corpora- 
tions, when the head of each business knew his subordinates, 
though there may have been personal ill will, it was tempered by 
acquaintance. A mob is always more unfair and cruel than its 
individuals. And so I think when a tax levy extends over a 
vast country like ours and strikes a class against whom much 
ean fairly be said and whom it is populur to attack, when the 
different sections are undcquainted and sometimes antagonistic, 
when selfish advantages will accrue to some, there is great 
danger that an income tax will often be levied not from fairness 
and justice, but from envy and hatred and selfishness. | Still 
all taxes are disagreeable and have their defects, and I think 
the Nation should have this power over incomes, though I fear 
it will be used much more freely than my judgment will 
commend, 

I think it is fairer than the corporation tax. I can see no 
justice in treating these artificial creatures of the States more 
harshly than their individual competitors in business: While 
the vast aggregations of capital which have excited the fears 
and legislation cf the past few years gain perhaps enough ad- 
vantage from their franchise to properly pay a special tax, we 
must not forget that it has become habitual, from motives of 
convenience, to incorporate very modest and small business con- 
cerns, and that there are thousands of them:which will feel 
themselves discriminated against and robbed in favor of their 
equally large individual competitors. 

Of course I appreciate that it is intended not to tax the 
franchise; that inasmuch as a State can not tax the franchise 
of a federal corporation, it would seem inconsistent to hold that 
the Nation can tax the franchise of a state corporation; and 
therefore the law has been carefully and‘ ingeniously drafted to 
avoid the difficulty, and by using the very language of the Su- 
preme Court to appear as already having its approval and in- 
dorsement. But I do not think cunning language will divert 
the court from the substance; and while this whole subject of 
the constitutionality of taxation has become wrapped in a cloud 
of doubt and refined into most intricate and involved and ques- 
tionable distinctions, yet it seems to me it is quite uncertain 
what the decision of the court on this law will be, and that in 
endeavoring to evade one constitutional difficulty we have 
rushed into another. 

Of course the tax will not be generally unpopular. Polit- 
ically it may not be a mistake, for the great majority of the 
people are not stockholders in any corporation, and may not 
only look with indifference on taxing them, but very likely will 
take pleasure in that fact, regardless of the revenues brought in. 
A corporation has no friends; and just as in a former age it 
was only necessary to charge one with being a heretic or a witch 
to excite universal detestation, so to-day the word “trust” has 
a similar opprobrium. But such waves of popular feeling are 
extreme and often unreasonable, and it is dangerous to take 
advantage of them to accomplish any end not strictly just, for 
it may rouse an appetite and tendency which is ruinous and 
uncontrollable. 

The great menace of the income tax, to my mind, is that it 
will not be reserved for emergencies, but will-be used as an 
outlet for envy and hatred; but that tax is intrinsically fair 
and equable. The corporation tax is subject to the same dan- 
ger, intensified by the fact that it is not originally fair. It 
has one excellent result much relied on by its authors which I 
heartily approve—it opens the way to a publicity which many 
agree is alone a sufficient cure for our trust evils and which 
everyone will be glad to see tested and will hope may prove 
effective, for it is the simplest and fairest and easiest of all 
remedies offered. I admit if this shall prove the result, the law 
will have vindicated itself and been worth the experiment. 

But I do not think for revenue purposes any of these leaps 
in the dark are necessary. The new tariff may exceed expecta- 
tions. Certainly there is every reason to expect a speedy ex- 
pansion of business, and such temporary expedients as we have 
tested before can easily fill the temporary gap. 

Moreover, there is the other possibility which is seldom 
alluded to, but which is ever with us—a reduction of expenses. 
To my mind the indifference of the people to our increasing 
outlay is one of the most disheartening signs of the time. The 
country has apparently become so vast that each district loses 


all sense of responsibility, considers only what it can extract 
for itself from the Treasury, and if it fares well is willing that 
others should do the like, and gives no heed to economy o; 
reason. The Treasury is one huge reservoir from which each 
wishes to draw for his favorite project and which must be kept 
full enough to supply his needs. Of course Representatives myst 
reflect the views of their constituents, and hence with the y.st 
projects now in the air it is difficult to see any limit to the 
money demanded unless there is some change of sentiment. Ang 
if when such a state of mind prevails a corporation tax or a) 
income tax is initiated, the extent to which it may be pushed 
is frightful. 

To have some check on an income tax, some assurance that 
it will not be unjustly levied, I think the English practice shou)q 
be followed, and the exemption should be small. I think iy 
England it is $800. Then our ordinary current expenses should 
be paid from customs and internal revenue, and only when they 
prove insufficient should other taxes be resorted to. If with 
the income tax which would bear upon the rich and well to do 
should be coupled a small tax on some article which the whole 
people use, such as tea and coffee, large enough so that they 
would feel the sting, though not burdensome, then the whole 
people, the rich and poor alike, would inevitably take an inter- 
est in national expenditures, would approve the party which 
was economical and punish the extravagant. Such is now the 
case in our States and municipalities. An expensive adminis- 
tration is followed by high taxes and judged accordingly, but 
there is no motive for economy on the part of the Nation, and 
unless some is supplied there must ensue wanton extravagance. 

This administration has made a most commendable effort to 
prune its estimates and reduce expenses, but Congress, reflect- 
ing the popular will, has always been the final arbiter, and un- 
less there is a change of heart there no permanent improvement 
can be expected, and any new and popular source of revenue w'!! 
be apt to lead to new and unnecessary outlays. But the corpora- 
tion tax is in the bill. There is no way of voting against it 
except by defeating the whole tariff bill and commencing again 
that wearisome series of compromises, which has already occu- 
pied. five months and whose success, if begun anew, would be 
even more doubtful. So those of us who distrust this new 
departure can only vote for it as we do for many other provi- 
sions of this bill, with reluctance and dislike, and state in the 
RecorpD our dilemma and our opinion. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield the rest of 
my time to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Crayton]. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, let me thank the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CrarK] for the privilege of saying the last 
word for the Democrats in this debate. In closing this debate 
for those on this side of the Chamber my regret is that I am 
limited by the rule adopted to-day confining this discussion to 
so brief a time. I heartily wish that I had the opportunity to 
show the many injustices and inequalities of this bill. I would, 
if my time permitted, show, I think, the sectionalism of the 
measure. This bill is full of jokers and snakes. It is in no 
wise a redemption of the promise of the Republican parity to 
revise the tariff downward. It is a mass of deception an cov- 
ert favoritism to the special interests that contro] the Repub- 
lican party. It in no wise reduces the tariff in the interest of 
the consumer, the ultimate consumer, if you please, the man that 
pays the tariff tax. [Applause on the Democratic side.) This 
bill increases the tax on the poor man’s tobacco about 35 per 
cent and leaves his blanket taxed 180 per cent. The gentlema 
from New York [Mr. Payne] said that the country would acce)t 
this bill as a satisfactory piece of legislation. That I deny, for 
the country will know that this is a false answer to the promise 
of a downward revision of the tariff. [Applause.] When tl 
consumers who pay the taxes are heard from they will deny 
that assurance so gleefully uttered by the gentleman from New 
York. 

That gentleman said another thing in which time will prove 
him to be a false prophet. He said that the operation of this 
bill when enacted into law would not stop the turning of the 
wheels of a single factory or mill in the United States. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] has just given us an i!- 
stance where, if this bill as reported by the conference ¢0!- 
mittee becomes a law, the paper mills of the United States wil! 
be soon compelled to stop operations; that is to say, those oul- 
side of New England. Mr. Speaker, it is well known to us that 
a few New England States have well-nigh controlled the legis 
lation and the fiscal policy of the United States for many years. 
Her Senators and Representatives have in this bill, as in tariff 
bills heretofore enacted by the Republican party, secured what 
their comparatively small section of the country has desired. 
The interests of the masses of our common country have bee! 
ignored, and the mighty West and the great South have beel 
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forgotten by the framers of this measure. 


[Applause on the 
Demoeratic side.] In this bill New England gets everything 
she wants. She is given prohibitive protection against pulp 
wood and wood pulp from Canada. She is given prohibitive pro- 
rection against print paper from foreign countries. She is given 
hides free of tariff and has her shoes and leather protected by a 
tariff against foreign competition. 

And, Mr. Speaker, another striking sectional feature of this 
hill as reported by the conference committee is made manifest 
by the fact that the bill as it passed the House taxed jute and 
jute butts and bagging made therefrom, used in wrapping our 
cotton for market. The Senate put these on the free list, but 
the conference committee restored the duty on bagging but left 
jute and jute butts, from which bagging is made, on the free 
list for the additional benefit of the bagging trust. This trust 
has a factory in Indiana and factories in Massachusetts and 
New York. The Republican party put binding twine on the free 
list long ago for the benefit of the grain growers. This was 
right. But why should not the-cotton grower have his bagging, 
in which he wraps his cotton, duty free? Especially ought 
bagging to be free of duty when we consider that the Govern- 
ment has never derived more than about $118,000 of revenue in 
any year,from the tariff on this commodity used by the cotton 
producer, and the bagging trust has derived about $1,000,000 per 
annum from the shelter afforded by the tariff tax. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, another thing that the discussion of this bill has 
demonstrated, and that is that sooner of later, soon I think, 
Congress will pass a graduated or graded income tax. It will 
become, in my judgment, a permanent feature of the fiscal 
policy of the Government. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Alabama has expired. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed two minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Very well; if the truth that I have told and 
propose to tell hurts you, then I do not complain at your objec- 
tion. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent ‘ 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
time can not be extended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield the balance of my time to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Of course if the gentleman from New York 
does not want to hear any more truth, that is all right. 

Mr. PAYNE. You can not extend debate. 


Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I always listen to the gentleman 





from Missouri, who is the leader of the minority party, with a | 


great deal of pleasure, although I do not find myself usually in 








agreement with his conclusions; but he demonstrated abso- | 
lutely to-day two propositions. He first stated that he could | 


take two men, expert in the use of figures, and could prove two 
antagonistic conclusions with reference to the tariff. The fig- 
ures would not lie, but the experts would. And he then pro- 


ceeded to present a set of figures to the House which proved that | 


he must have employed the services of the most accomplished 
liar in North America. [Laughter.] And I am not questioning 
the figures at all, but the conclusions to which they appear to 
lead. His expert had taken up the different schedules of the 
pending bill, and attempted to show that it gave no practical re- 
duction, and he employed figures to reach the conclusion in this 
way: He took the revenues that are now derived under these 
schedules and the revenues that he “ figures” will be derived 
under the proposed bill, and he calculated up from the difference 
in the revenues that the reduction was practically nothing. But 
what a transparent fallacy was involved! It has been the con- 
tention of nobody that the bill before the House was going to re- 


duce the revenues at the custom-houses. On the other hand, we | 


have had it in view to increase those revenues. If we had made 
the duties prohibitive, there would be no revenue, and by this 
inethod it would be argued that we had revised the tariff down- 
ward. 

We might have brought in a bill founded on the English sys- 
tem, where upon five articles alone, counting liquors as one, 
they preduce a revenue at the custom-house of more than 
$158,000,000. Multiply that by 2, which is about the ratio of 
our population to that of Great Britain, and we should produce 
over $317,000,000 upon those five articles. A tariff bill like that 
would be a free-trade tariff; and yet, upon the theory of the 
gentleman’s expert, we should have produced no downward re- 
aes < the tariff, because the revenues would not have been 

ecreased. 
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Then the gentleman demonstrated another fact. Those of us 
who have the pleasure of knowing Mrs. Clark know that she is 
a woman of remarkably good sense. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri proceeded to prove that fact to the House by saying that 
after she had read Mr. Payne's report she said his tariff bill 
would save to the American people $5,000,000,000 every year. 
That, to my mind, was a highly sensible observation. 

Now let us look at the striking fact brought out by the statis- 
tics that were produced by the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. He shows that we have reduced duties 
upon articles which are consumed in the United States to the 
amount of about $5,000,000,000 every year. Well, what is the 
Democratic theory? 

The Democratic theory is that the people are not merely 
taxed upon goods that are entered at the custom-house, but 
there is also an equivalent tax put on all those commodities pro- 
duced in the United States and consumed here. Whether that 
theory is true in its extent or not, there is no doubt that cus- 
toms duties upon goods in many cases increase the price to 
the consumer of the same kind of goods produced in this 
country; and when the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means shows that this bill decreases the duty upon articles 
consumed by the American people, necessary articles, to the 
amount of $5,000,000,000 a year, and that it only increases the 
duties upon goods consumed to the amount, excluding luxuries, 
of $272,000,000 a year, it seems to me he has demonstrated con- 
clusively the tendency of this bill. 

It is said that this is not a revision downward. Why, it is 
impossible for any fair-minded man to take these schedules and 
to go through them from beginning to end and deny that it is 
the most effective revision downward undertaken by any tariff 
bill ever presented to the American Congress. 

You can count on the fingers of one hand in the chemical 
schedule the increases, if you leave out luxuries, while there is 


| a whole page of decreases, and among them the great chem- 


icals—sulphate of ammonia, which is put upon the free list, va- 
rious forms of lead, various forms of potash—those chemicals 
that enter into manufacture and into the consumption of our 
people. ; 

And then take the iron and steel schedule. We begin by 
making a reduction from 40 cents to 15 cents a ton in the 
duty upon iron ore, which lies at the basis of all manufac- 
tures of iron and steel. We reduced the duty upon pig iron, 
which is used by so many industries, from $4 to $2.50 a ton. 
We reduced the duty on scrap iron from $4 to $1 a ton. We 
cut in two the duty on steel rails. The steel schedule pre- 
sents a reduction which amounts practically to cutting it in 
two. Yet we have adjusted these cuts to the conditions of the 
industry, and we believe that they will not result in harming 
any part of this country. The duty upon coal is cut 233 per 
cent. The duty upon petroleum and its products is removed 
altogether. 

And so it is throughout the whole bill. Take the duty upon 
hides. They have been upon the free list ever since we have 
been a nation, with the exception of two or three intervals, 
and this biil places them there again. We do not believe that 
it will in any way affect the cattle-growing industry in this 
country; but the removal of the duty is far more than com- 
pensated for by the radical cuts made in leather, in boots and 
shoes, in harness and saddlery. In these paragraphs the duties 
are practically cut in two. 

Mr. Speaker, the question before the House is: Shall this 
report be voted up or shall it be voted down? If it is voted 
down, you bring in chacs; you throw open all these hundreds 
of differences to amendment. You will see nothing but dis- 
integration. You will not have tariff revision at this session, 
if, indeed, you have it at the next. The question before the 
House is: Shall we sustain a Republican President? Shall we 
carry out the pledges of a Republican platform? 

Mr. Taft, when he was a candidate for the Presidency, took 
the people into his confidence and frankly announced that if he 
were elected he would attempt to bring about a revision of the 
tariff downward upon the lines of protection. That policy 
beyond question is reflected in this bill. It is a great govern- 
ment measure. It is one of the most monumental measures 
ever presented to an American Congress. It is a measure the 
passage of which is desired by a Republican President. It is 
the first great policy of his administration. I say to you it 
would be most damaging to him, it would be most damaging to 
the cause of a revision of the tariff, either up or down, if enough 
Republicans withheld their votes from this measure to defeat 
it. It would, at the threshold of his administration, subject 
him to a damaging repulse, and it would keep alive agitation; 
it would keep uncertainty hanging over business. 
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- My friend from Illinois [Mr. Mann] does not want this re- esduick 
port to be accepted because he thinks that the cut on print | Harrison 
paper from $6 and $8 a ton to $3.75 a ton is not sufficiently | Hay 
drastic. On the other hand, the gentlemen who represent the 
great paper- -producing districts of the country believe that a cut 
even to $3.75 will produce disaster. This is only an illustration 
of the difficulties we shall face. We will have many conflicting 
views of this kind. If this report is thrown open, the gentle- 
man from Illinois will probably not see his views prevail, and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Matpy] may not see his 
views prevail. If in a tariff bill applying to some 4,000 articles 
every duty must first be adjusted to please everybody, or, in- 
deed, anybody, we should never have legislation. From neces- 
sity such a bill involves compromises. Some of the provisions 
of this bill, standing alone, I should vote against. But as a 
whole I believe it a righteous measure, and as such it will have 
my vote. We will have a conflict of forces, we will have dis- 
integration and chaos, if the report is voted down; and in the —_ " aD is 
interests of good legislation, and to put upon the statute books er Nye Dep 
what I believe is, upon the whole, as good a tariff law as was — ake Shared 
ever passed by the American Congress, I appeal to the Members NOT VOTING—11 
upon this side of the Chamber to give their votes in favor of Bartlett, Nev wétecn Lovering 
the report. [Applause on the Republican side.] Craic ; Huff Muda 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill to the | Hitchcock Keifer Russell 
conference committee, and on that I demand the previous ques- So the previous question was ordered. 


tion. x ’ 4 
‘ The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
The SPEAKER. The question is on anes the previous lass eatniaocmataiaes s 


question on the motion to recommit. Mr LOVERING with Mr. RUSSELL. 
Mr. MANN. And on that I demand the yeas and nays. Mr. Mupp with Mr. Barruerr of Nevada. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. Hurr with Mr. Hirencock. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 196, nays 181, Mr. Sperry with Mr. Cra. 
not voting 11, as follows: _ The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
YEAS—196. The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 
ev ~— | gentleman from New York, to recommit the bill to the confer- 
t ence committee. 


Sims 

Sisson 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Tex, 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Pujo Spight 
Rainey Stanley 
Randell, Tex. Stephens, Tex, 
Ransdell, La. Sulzer 
Rauch Talbott 
Reid Taylor, Ala. 
Rhinock Taylor, Colo. 
Richardson Thomas, Ky. 
Riordan Thomas, N. C. 
Robinson Tou Velle 
Rathermel Underwood 
Rucker, Colo. Wallace 
Rucker, Mo. Watkins 
Sabath Webb 


Padgett 


Pa 
Palmer, A. M. 
y Patterson 
een Peters 
Lloyd Pickett 

McDermott Pou 
McHenry 
Macon 


Henry, Tex. 
Houston 
Howard 
Hughes, Ga. Madison 
Hughes, N. J. Maguire, Nebr. 
Hull, Tenn. Mann 
Humphreys, Miss. Martin, Colo. 
James Maynard 
Jamieson Mays 
Johnson, Ky. Miller, Minn. 
Johnson, 8. C. Moon, Tenn. 
Jones Moore, Tex. 
Keliher Morrison 
Kendall Moss 

Kinkead, N. J. Murdock 
Kitchin Nelson Saunders Wickliffe 
Korbly Nicholls Shackleford Willett 
Lamb Norris Sharp Wilson, Pa. 


Sperry 
Weisse, 


Alexander, N. Y. 
Allen 
Ames 


Ellis 
Elvins 
Hnglebright 


Payne 
Pearre 


Kahn Perkins 


Andrus 
Anthony 
Austin 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Barnard 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Boutell 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Brownlow 
Burke, Pa. 
Burke, 8S. Dak. 
Burleigh 
Butler 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Capron 
Cassidy 
Chapman 
Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 

Cook 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cowles 
Creager 
Crow 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Dawson 
Denby 
Diekema 
Dodds 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll, M. B. 
Durey 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ky. 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Anderson 
Ansberr 
Ashbroo 
Barnhart 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Boehne 
Booher 
Borland 
Bowers 
Brantley 
Burgess 
Burleson 
Burnett 


Iesch 
Fairchild 
Fassett 

Fish 

Focht 

Foelker 
Fordney 

Foss 

Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Fowler 

Fuller 

Gaines 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner, Pa. 
Gillett 

Goehel 

Good 

Graff 
Graham, Pa, 
Grant 

Greene 

Griest 
Cjuernsey 
Ilamer 
Hamilton 
Iianna 
Hangen 
Hawley 
Hayes 

Heald 

Henry, Conn. 
Higgins 

Hill 

Hinshaw 
Hollingsworth 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah. 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 


Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hughes, W. Va. 


Hull, lowa 


Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Knapp 
Knowland 
Kopp 
Kronmiller 
Kistermann 
Lafean 
Langham 
Langley 

Law 

Lawrence 
Longworth 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
Lundin 
McCall 
McCreary 
McGuire, Okla. 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 


McLachlan, Cal. 
McLaughlin, Mich. 


McMorran 
Madden 
Malby 
Martin, 8. Dak. 
Miller, Kans. 
Millington 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa. 
Morehead 
Morgan, Mo. 
Morgan, Okla. 
Morse 
Murphy 
Needham 
Olcott 
Olmsted 


Humphrey, Wash. Parsons 
NAYS—181. 


Byrd 
Byrns 
Candler 
Cantrill 
Carlin 
— 
“ary 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Conry 
Goce, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 
Cox, Ohio 
Cravens 


De Armond 
Dent 

Denver 
Dickson, Miss. 
Dies 


Dixon, Ind. 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Bdwards, Ga. 
Ellerbe 
Bstopinal 
Ferris 

Finley 

Fit erald 

Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Fornes 
Foster, Ill. 


Plumley 
Poindexter 
Pratt 

Pray 

Prince 
Reeder 
Reynolds 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Scott 
Sheffield 
Simmons 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich, 
Snapp 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 


Stevens, Minn. 


Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Swasey 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Tener 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tilson 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wanger 
Washburn 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Wilson, I]. 
Wood, N. J. 
Woods, Iowa 
Woodyard 
Young, Mich. 
Young, N. Y. 
The § peaker 


Gallagher 
Garner, Tex, 
Garrett 
Gill, Md. 
Gill, Mo. 
Gillespie 
Gilmore 
Glass 
Godwin 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graham, Ill, 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hammond 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
I will demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nayS were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 186, nays 191, 


not voting 11, as follows: 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Anderson 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Barnhart 
Barttett, Ga. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Boehne 
Booher 
Borland 
Bowers 
Brantley 
,urgess 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Byrd 
Byrns 
Candler 
Cantrill 
Carlin 
Carter 
Cary 
Clark, Fila. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Conry 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 
Cox, Ohio 
Cravens 
Cullop 
Davis 
De Armond 
Dent 


Denver 
Dickson, Miss. 
Dies 

Dixon, Ind. 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Hdwards, Ga. 
Bllerbe 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Allen 
Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 


Austin 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Barnard 


YEAS—186. 


Mstopinal 
Ferris 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Fornes 
Foster, Til. 
Gallagher 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett 
Gill, Md, 
Gill, Mo. 
Gillespie 
Gilmore 
Glass 
Godwin 
Goldfogle 
Good 
Jordon 
Goulden 
Graham, Ill. 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Gronna 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Hard 
Harrison 
Haugen 

H 

Heflin 
Helm 

ees Tex. 
Houston 
Howard 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hughes N's 
Hull, Tenn. 


Humphreys, Miss. 


James 
Jamieson 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 


Jones 

Keliher 
Kendall 
Kinkead, N. J. 
Kitehin 
Korbly 

Lamb 
Lassiter 
Latta 

Lee 


Lenroot 
Lever 
Lindbergh 
Livingst 
vingston 
Lloyd 
McDermott 
McHenry 
Macon 
Madison 


Maguire, Nebr. 


Mann 
Martin, Colo. 
Maynard 
Mays 

Miller, Minn. 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morrison 
Moss 
Murdock 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 

Nye 
o*Connell 
Oldfield 
Padgett 
Page 
Palmer, A. M. 
Patterson 
Peters 
Pickett 
Poindexter 
Pou 

Pujo 

Rainey 


NAYS—191. 


Bartholdt 
Bates 


Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bi am 
Boutell 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Brownlow 


Burke, Pa. 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burleigh 
Butler 

Calder 


Calderhead 
Campbell 
Capron 
Cassidy 


In order to save time, Mr. Speaker, 


Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Rauch 
Reid 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rucker, Colo. 
Rucker, Mo. 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sharp 
Sh ard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Sisson 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Tex. 
oo 
parkman 
Spight 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tou Velle 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Webb 
Wickliffe 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
Woods, Iowa 


Chapman 
Cocks, N. ¥. 
Cole 

Cook 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coudrey 
Cowles 
Creager 
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Crow Greene Loud Reeder 
Crumpacker Griest Loudenslager Reynolds 
Currier Guernsey Lowden Roberts 
Daizell Hamer Lundin Rodenberg 
Davidson Hamilton McCall Scott 
Dawson Hanna McCreary Sheffieid 
Denby Hawley McGuire, Y oxla. Simmons 
Diekema Hayes McKinlay, Cal, Sl —4 

Dodds Heald McKinley, Ill. Smith, Cal. 
Douglas ener. Conn, McKinney Smith, Iowa 
Draper ns McLachlan, Cal. Smith, Mich. 
Driscoll, M. BE. Hill McLaughlin, Mich.Snapp 

Durey Hinshaw MeMorran Stafford 
Dwight Hollingsworth Madden Sterling 
Edwards, Ky. Howell, N. J. cone Stevens, Minn. 
Ellis Howell, Utah Martin, S. Dak. Sturgiss 
Elvins Howland Miller, Kans, Sulloway 
Englebright Hubbard, W. Va. Millington ——- 

Esch Hughes, W. Va. Mondell Taw 

Fairchild Hull, lowa Moon, Pa. Tay on Ohio 
Fassett Humphrey, Wash. Moore, Pa. Tener 

Fish Johnson, Ohio Morehead Thistlewood 
Focht Joyce Morgan, Mo. ‘Thomas, Ohio 
Foelker Kahn Morgan, Okla. Tilson 
Fordney Keifer Morse Tirrell 

Foss Kennedy, Iowa Murphy ‘Townsend 
Foster, Vt. Kennedy, Ohio N Vreeland 
Foulkrod Kinkaid, Nebr. Olcott Wanger 
Fowler Kna Olmsted Washburn 
Fuller — and Palmer, H. W. Weeks 
Gaines Kopp Parker Wheeler 
Gardner, Mass. Kronmiller Parsons Wiley 
Gardner, Mich, Kiistermann Payne Wilson, Ill. 
Gardner, N. J. Lafean Pearre Wood, N. J. 
Garner, Pa, Langham Perkins Woodyard 
Goebel Langley Plumley Young, Mich. 
Graff Law Pratt Young, N. Y. 
Graham, Pa. Lawrence Pray The Speaker 
Grant Longworth Prince 


NOT VOTING—11, 


Bartlett, Nev. Hitchcock Lovering Sperry 
Craig Hobson Mudd Weisse 
Gillett Huff Russell 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. : 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer- 


ence report. 


Burgess Gill, Mo. Lassiter Richardson 
Burleson Gillespie Latta Riordan 
Burnett Gilmore Lee tobinson 
Byrd Glass Lenroot Rothermel 
Byrns Godwin Lever Rucker, Colo, 
Candler Goldfogle Lindbergh Rucker, Mo. 
Cantrill Gordon Lindsay Sabath 
Carlin Goulden Livingston Saunders 
Carter Graham, Ill. Lloyd Shackleford 
Cary Gregg McDermott Sharp 

Clark, Fla, Griggs McHenry Sheppard 
Clark, Mo. Gronna Macon Sherley 
Clayton Hamill Maguire, Nebr. Sherwood 
Cline Hamlin Mann Sims 

Collier Hammond Martin, Colo. Sisson 
Conry Hardwick Maynard Slayden 
Covington Hardy Mays Small 

Cox, Ind. Harrison Miller, Minn. Smith, Tex. 
Cox, Ohio Haugen Moon, Tenn, Southwick 
Cravens Hay Moore, Tex. Sparkman 
Cullop Heflin Morrison Spight 

Davis Helm Moss Stanley 

De Armond Henry, Tex. Murdock Steenerson 
Dent Houston Nelson Stephens, Tex. 
Denver Howard Nicholis Stevens, Minn. 
Dickson, Miss. Iiubbard, Iowa Nye Sulzer 

Dies Hughes, Ga. O'Connell Talbott 


Dixon, Ind. 


Driscoll, D. A. 


Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 


Oldfield 
Padgett 


Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Colo. 


Edwards, Ga, Humphreys, Miss. Page Thomas, Ky. 
Ellerbe James Palmer, A. M. Thomas, N. C. 
Ferris Jamieson Patterson Tou Velle 
Finley Johnson, Ky. Peters Underwood 
Fitzgerald Johnson, 8. C, Poindexter Volstead 
Flood, Va. Jones Pou Wallace 
Floyd, Ark. Keifer Pujo Watkins 
Fornes Keliher Rainey Webb 
Foster, Ill. Kendall Randell, Tex. Wickliffe 
Gallagher Kinkead, N. J. Ransdell, La. Willett 
Garner, Tex. Kitchin Rauch Wilson, Pa. 
Garrett Korbly Reid Woods, Iowa 

Gill, Md. Lamb Rhinock 

| NOT VOTING—10. 

| Bartlett, Nev. Hobson Mudd Weisse 

| Craig Huff Russell 


Hitchcock 


Lovering 


Sperry 


So the conference report was agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri demands the 
yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 195, nays 183 


not voting 10, as follows: 


Alexander, N. Y. 


YEAS—195. 
Humphrey, Wash. Palmer, WW. W. 


Dwight 


Allen Edwards, Ky. Johnson, Ohio Parker 
Ames Ellis Joyce Parsons 
Andrus Elvins Kahn Payne 
Anthony Englebright Kennedy, Iowa Pearre 
Austin Esch Kennedy, Ohio Perkins 
Barchfeld Estopinal Kinkaid, Nebr. Pickett 
Barclay Fairchild Knapp Plumley 
Barnard Fassett Knowland Pratt 
Bartholdt Fish Kopp Pray 
Bates Focht Kronmiller Prince 
jennet, N. Y. Foelker Kiistermann Reeder 
Bennett, Ky. Fordney Lafean Reynolds 
Bingham Foss Langham Roberts 
Boutell Foster, Vt. Langley Rodenberg 
Bradley Foulkrod Law Scott 
Broussard Fowler Lawrence Sheffield 
Brownlow Fuller Longworth Simmons 
Burke, Pa. raines Loud Slemp 
Burke, 8S. Dak. Gardner, Mass. Loudenslager Smith, Cal. 
Burleigh Gardner, Mich. Lowden Smith, lowa 
Butler Gardner, N. J Lundin Smith, Mich, 
Calder Garner, Pa, McCall Snapp 
Calderhead Gillett McCreary Stafford 
Campbell Goebel McGuire, Okla. Sterling 
Capron Good McKinlay, Cal. Sturgiss 
Cassidy Graff McKinley, Ill. Sulloway 
Chapman Graham, Pa. McKinney a 
Cocks, N, ¥, Grant McLachlan, Cal. Taw 
Cole Greene McLaughlin, Mich. Taylor. ‘Ohto 
Cook Griest MeMorran Tener 
Cooper, Pa. Guernsey Madden Thistlewood 
Cooper, Wis. Hamer Madison Thomas, Ohio 
Coudrey Hamilton Malby Tilson 
Cowles Hanna Martin, S. Dak. Tirrell 
Creager Hawley Miller, Kans. Townsend 
Crow Hayes Millington Vreeland 
Crumpacker Heald Mondell Wanger 
Currier Henry, Conn. Moon, Pa. Washburn 
Dalzell Higgins Moore, Pa. Weeks 
Davidson Hill Morehead Wheeler 
Dawson Hinshaw Morgan, Mo. Wiley 
Denby Hollingsworth Morgan, Okla. Wilson, Ill. 
Diekema Howell, N. J. Morse Wood, N 
Dodds Howell, Utah Murphy Woodyard 
Douglas Howland Needham Young, Mich. 
Draper Hubbard, W. Va. Norris Young, N. Y. 
Driscoll, M. EB Hughes, W. Va. Olcott The Speaker 
Durey Hull, Iowa Olmsted 


NAYS—183. 


Adair Anderson Bartlett, Ga. Booher 
Adamson Ansberr Beall, Tex. Borland 
Aiken Ashbroo Bell, Ga. Bowers 
Alexander, Mo. Barnhart Boehne Brantley 


| The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNge, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 
| table. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


| Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
| tend my remarks in the Rnmcorp for the purpose of explaining 
| my objections to this conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. JAMES. I make the point of order that under the rule 
adopted by the House the gentleman has the right to extend his 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Vermont objects. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio 
that there is general leave to print under the order adopted 
to-day. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand that, but I want this consent 
for the purpose stated. 

Several MemBers, Regular order! 


PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report on 
the bill (H. R. 9135) to raise revenue for the Philippine Islands, 
and for other purposes, and ask unanimous consent for its im- 
mediate consideration and that the statement of the conferees 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman presents a conference re- 
| port on the Philippine tariff and asks unanimous conserft that 
| the statement be read in lieu of the report, and for its im- 
| mediate consideration. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would ask the 
gentleman what is the necessity for this? 

Mr. HILL. There are a great many Members who want to 
get away. 

Mr. MANN. And who want a chance to vote on the report 
without seeing it. 

Mr. HILL. I do not think there is any objection to it. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I object to the consideration of the 
conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard, and the conference re- 
port (H. Rept. No. 22) will be printed under the rules. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as 
follows: > od 
To Mr. BoEHNE, indefinitely, on account of sickness 


To Mr. ADAMSON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in family. 
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_To Mr. Bowrxs, indefinitely, on account of illness in his 
family. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn, 
The motion was agreed to. 


Accordingly (at 9 o'clock and 8 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


SXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor, transmitting a report of Special Agent 
Mack H. Davis on thé flour and wheat trade in European coun- 
tries and the Levant (S. Doe. No. 149), was taken from the 
Speaker's table; referred to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BIL] ., RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: ; 
- By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 11989) to provide 
for the removal of present grade crossing and construction of a 
new grade crossing on the line of Q street NE., District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11990) providing for 
the licensing of gas fitters and the supervision of the business of 
gas fitting in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (A. R. 11991) increasing limit of cost 
of public building at Washington, N. C.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings apd Grounds. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 11992) 

for the relief of persons who have conveyed lands to the United 
States under certain conditions—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 
By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 11993) to provide for improving 
the navigable capacity of the Calcasieuw and the Mermen- 
tau rivers, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11994) for the completion of the jetties at 
Calcasieu Pass and the construction of a channel through Cal- 
easieu Lake and appropriating $1,150,000 therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GILMORE: A bill (H. R. 11995) authorizing the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission to settle claims for damages in cer- 
tain cases resulting from collisions—to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. MeGUIRB of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 11996) to 
place on the pension roll all honorably discharged soldiers and 
sailors who served in the United States Army during any period 
of the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 11997) to authorize the 
preliminary survey and to determine the approximate cost of 
certain national highways, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11998) authorizing the pur- 
chase by the United States of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal in the States of Virginia and North Carolina—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By “Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 11999) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a statue to Maj. Gen. George A. OCus- 
ter—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 12000) to 
limit the effect of the regulation of interstate commerce be- 
tween the several States in goods, wares, and merchandise 
wholly or in part manufactured by convict labor or in any 
prison or reformatory—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12001) to prevent the Government, or any 
officer, employee, or agent of the Government, the Territories, 
and the District of Columbia, from contracting for products of 
convict labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN of California: A bill (H. R, 12002) to 
establish on the coast of the Pacific States a station for the in- 
vestigation of problems connected with the marine fishery inter- 
ests of that region—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Resolution (H. Res. 103) in regard to the 
conference report on the bill H. R. 1488—to the Committee on 
Rules. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
~ following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 12008) granting an jp. 
crease of pension to Cornelius McGuire—to the Committee op 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 12004) grant. 
ing a pension to Margaret T. O’Keefe—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12005) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew Arnold—to the Committee oy 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12006) granting an increase of pension to 
Johnston Winters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12007) granting an increase of pension 
John Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12008) granting an increase of pension 
William W. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12009) granting an increase of pension 
Granville Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12010) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12011) granting an increase of pension 
Francis Keating—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12012) granting an increase of pension 
Israel 8. Dear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12013) granting an increase of pension 
John R. Means—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12014) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12015) granting an increase of pension 
Leonard Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12016) granting an increase of pension 
Donald McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12017) granting an increase of pension 
Franklirt Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12018) granting an increase of pension { 
Silas Lamb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12019) granting an increase of pension 
H. G. Mechling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12020) granting an increase of pension 
Charles A. Pettiford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12021) granting an increase of pension 
William Orr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12022) granting an increase of pension 
Elias W. Routson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12023) granting an increase of pension to 
William N. Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill CH. R. 12024) granting an increase of pension to 


| Frederick Cole Stevenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 12025) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Ummelmann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12026) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12027) granting an increase of pension 
to John A. Grover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12028) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin M. Imes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12029) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Gaither—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 120380) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Petticrew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12081) granting an increase of pension to 
John Sipple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 120382) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12083) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachary Taylor Lemmon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12084) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel A. Frybarger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12085) granting a pension to John W. 
Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12086) granting a pension to Ellen ©. 
Beam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 12087) granting a pension to Newton J. 
Gossett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12088) granting a pension to Lafayette 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12089) granting a pension to George -\. 
Tappan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12040) granting a pension to John Hel- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12041) granting a pension to John Ayde- 
lotte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12042) granting a pension to Mrs. James 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 12043) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Mathias Henry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
“Also, a bill (H. R. 12044) to remove charge of desertion 
against Henry Halteman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
“Also, a bill (H. R. 12045) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Anton Smith, alias Charles Roehmer—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 12046) granting an increase 
of pension to Herman Begeman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 12047) granting a pension to 
the minor children of William Ferguson—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GILMORE: A bill (H. R. 12048) for the relief of John 
Streckfus—to the Committee on Claims. 

ty Mr. GRANT: A bill (H. R. 12049) for the relief of H. R. 
Cook and Joseph 8. Penland—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 12050) granting an increase of 
pension to John Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12051) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan S. Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12052) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob S. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12053) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Gurnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 12054) granting a pension to | 
John Wissler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12055) granting a pension to Mary EF. | 
Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12056) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the military record of Miller S. Gable—to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 12057) granting an increase | 
of pension to Samuel A. Randle—to the.Committee on Invalid | 
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rez—to the Committee on War Claims. 


widow, and the heirs of David Phillips, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Pace, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

William Lemon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Charles Truax—to the Committee on 
William Wiley—to the Committee on 


John H. Folks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 12058) granting an increase of 
pension to John T. Haas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12059) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Cornelius—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 12060) to grant 
certain lands to the town of Rifle, Colo.—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12061) granting an 
increase of pension to Byron McKenzie—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 12062) granting an 
increase of pension to Peter Brown—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12063) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Hlgie, alias Charles Duncan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12064) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to David McClintock—to the Commit- | 
| Alphonso L. Stacy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12065) granting an increase of pension to | 
| William M. V. 
| sions. 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 


John Bossinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 12066) to pay the 
claim of William O. Clough—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 12067) granting a pension 
to W. A. Dunkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN of California: A bill (H. R. 12068) 
granting a pension to Benjamin L. Gorsuch—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12069) granting a pension to W. V. Felt- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12070) granting a pension to Harriet L. 
Burwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12071) granting a pension to Henry Gun- 
derman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12072) granting a pension to Charles F. 


Dunn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12073) granting a pension to Margaret 
Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12074) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Dean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12075) granting a pension to Lucy G. 
Prince—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12076) granting a pension to Hans W. 
Hansen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12077) for the relief of John W. Magann— 


to the Committee on Claims, 


| Seth B. R. Tubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| John A. Curtis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12078) for the relief of Carlos Manjar- 

























































Also, a bill (H. R. 12079) for the relief of Ella Phillips, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12080) for the relief of the heirs of John | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12081) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruben J. Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12082) granting an increase of pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12083) granting an increase of pension 
to James P. Garlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. § 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12084) granting an increase of pension to 5 
John O’Bryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12085) granting an increase of pension to 
Invalid Pensions. 
an increase of pension 
Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12087) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Cannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12088) granting an increase of pension 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12086) granting 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12089) granting an increase of pension 
William B. Bird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. f 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12090) granting an increase of pension to Hy 
William H. Munroe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ¢ 
Also, a bill (H, R. 12091) granting an increase of pension 
Elizabeth J. Burr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12092) granting an increase of pension to f 
William M. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12093) granting an increase of pension % 
Carvil H. Tredway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 
Also, a bill (H. R, 12094) granting an increase of pension 
Jeramiah J. Hannon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12095) granting an increase of pension 
R. Aurora Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12096) granting an increase of pension 
James A. Mead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12097) granting an increase of pension 


a 
- 
es 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12098) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Corey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12099) granting an increase of pension 
James J. Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12100) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel MceFadden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12101) granting an increase of pension 
Jose Maria Salazar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12102) granting an increase of pension 
Bronson C. Keeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12108) granting an increase of pension 
James W. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12104) granting an increase of pension ‘ 
James Barton, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12105) granting an increase of pension : 
Mary F. Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12106) granting an increase of pension to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12107) granting an increase of pension to ' 
Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- i 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12108) granting an increase of pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12109) granting an increase of pension 
Henry F. Vallett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12110) granting an increase of pension 
Horace A. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12111) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert W. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12112) granting an increase of pension to 
Gideon S. Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12113) granting an increase of pension 
Tilman P. Edgerton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12114) granting an increase of pension t 
Lyman Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12115) granting an increase of pension 
Richard Burge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12116) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Pope—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12117) granting an increase of pension to g 
Nelson Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12118) granting an increase of pension 
David Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12119) granting an increase of pension 
Albert McMaster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to 


to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12120) granting an increase of pension to 
Irwin Metcalfe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12121) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel D. Hallock, alias Drake Hallock—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12122) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Markeson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12123) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis P. Greeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12124) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lenon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12125) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Worrall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12126) granting an increase of pension to 
Carlos Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12127) granting an increase of pension to 
Howell G. Trogden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12128) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Uline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12129) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Mead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12130) granting an increase of pension to 
James Honan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 12131) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan J. Woodine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12132) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus M. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12133) granting a pension to George W. 
Flack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12134) granting an increase of pension to 
William Pitman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12135) granting an increase of pension to 
John Meyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12136) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lordon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12137) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Gavin—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for 


relief of Margaret T. O’Keefe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petitions of citizens of 
Pierre, Highmore, Wessington, Miller, Mount Vernon, Plankin- 
ton, White Lake, Chamberlain, Pukwana, Kimball, St. Lawrence, 


and Wolsey, all in the State of South Dakota, against parcels- | 


post legislation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Iowa State Retail Merchants’ 
Association, against parcels-post legislation—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of Akron (Pa.) Council, No. 906, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, for enactment of ex- 
clusion law against Asiatics—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of Commercial Club of Litch- 
field, Minn., against passage of H. R. 14838—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, August 2, 1909. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 


ings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. Kran and by | 


unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without ob- 
jection, will stand approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1488) to provide revenue, equalize du- 
ties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

PETITION. 


Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of Newfane Grange, No. 
1159, Patrons of Husbandry, of Burt, N. Y., praying for a revi- 
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sion of the tariff along the lines promised by the Republican 
party before the last election, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (8S. 3094) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public builq- 
ing in the city of Mishawaka, Ind., which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings ang 
Grounds. 

THE TARIFF. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I present a privileged report, 
I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
report. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide 
revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the 
United States, and for other purposes, and after having read 
for some time—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I think the clerk inad- 
vertently overlooked the maximum and minimum provision. It 
was doubtless a mistake on the part of the clerk. 

Mr. CLAPP. I have not heard any reference to the cotton 
schedule either. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I presume it is an accident. 

Mr. DANIEL. It has not been read. 

| Mr. HEYBURN. I do not think it is a question for the clerk 
| to settle as to what part of the report he shall read. The Sen- 
| ate will determine that without the assistance of the clerk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk commenced read- 
ing where the report was passed over to him by the other clerk, 

Mr. HEYBURN. I cannot help that. There is only one clerk 
of the Senate to read. They are all one, consolidated. I think 

| the clerk will save trouble if he will read the report properly, 
| It does not make any difference what some other clerk did. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Where does the Senator 
wish to have the clerk commence to read? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let him read the report. The clerk knows 
whether he has read the report or not. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is obvious to several Senators on 
this side of the Chamber that at least 20 pages at a time were 
turned, especially in one case, without reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk who was read- 
ing before this clerk commenced is not now present, and the 
| clerk can not tell where he stopped reading. 
| Mr. CULBERSON. I would not be surprised if it would not 
be admitted that just a few moments ago 20 pages at least 
were turned without reading. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to give notice that before the report 
is submitted to the Senate I desire to make a preliminary 

motion and a statement of the history of the bill. I do not 

| think it has been legally reported to the Senate. I desire to 
| bring that matter to the Senate’s attention, and I give notice 
| now to that effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report 
will be resumed. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 

report, which is as follows: 





CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of tlie 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. RB. 
1438) to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the 
industries of the United States, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 10, 
11, 18, 19, 32, 37, 44, 50, 58, 69, 73, 91, 93, 94, 115, 127, 128, 129, 
195, 208, 247, 259, 262, 278, 293, 294, 304, 319, 823, 324, 327, 330, 
333, 336, 337, 340, 352, 357, 359, 360, 361, 869, 376, 382, 387, 39%, 
899, 402, 407, 431, 441, 504, 508, 512, 514, 517, 519, 527, 529, 530, 
538, 544, 546, 550, 551, 562; 565, 576, 601, 602, 609, 627, 631, 640, 
645, 652, 660, 669, 675, 681, 683, 684, 688, 690, 691, 696, 697, 702, 
704, 708, 716, 717, 718, 719, 720, 723, 730, 744, 752, 753, 763, 764, 
768, 771, 773, 779, 781, 786, 830, 831, 832, 834, 836, 837, 838, 539, 
840, 841, 842, 8438, 844, 845, and 846. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 12, 13, 14, 16, 
17, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 39, 41, 
42, 43, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 53, 55, 57, 59, 61, 64, 68, 71, 72, 75, 
79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 92, 95, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 
102, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 113, 114, 117, 118, 120, 
121, 122, 123, 124, 125 126, 130, 131, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 155, 
139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 148, 149, 150, 151, 153, 154, 155, 156, 
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157. 158, 159, 160, 161, 175, 177, 178, 179, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 
188, 190, 191, 192, 198, 194, 196, 197, 199, 200, 201, 202, 208, 204, 
20, 206, 207, 208, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 220, 
991, 222, 223, 224, 225, 226, 227, 228, 230, 231, 232, 233, 234, 235, 
937, 238, 239, 240, 242, 243, 244, 245, 248, 249, 250, 251, 252, 253, 
954, 255, 256, 257, 258, 260, 263, 265, 266, 268, 269, 270, 272, 273, 
975, 276, 277, 279, 280, 281, 282, 284, 285, 287, 288, 289, 290, 291, 
295, 296, 297, 298, 299, 301, 303, 310, 311, 314, 316, 322, 328, 331, 
29) 334, 385, 338, 341, 342, 344, 345, 346, 347, 348, 349, 350, 351, 
353. 254, 355, 356, 358. 363, 364, 365, 366, 367, 368, 370, 372, 373, 
374. 377, 378, 379, 380, 381, 3835, 354, 385, 386, 388, 389, 391, 392, 
393. 395, 396, 397, 400, 401, 408, 404, 405, 406, 408, 409, 410, 411, 
412. 414, 415, 416, 417, 418, 419, 420, 421, 422, 423, 424, 428, 429, 
430, 432, 433, 434, 435, 436, 437, 438, 439, 440, 442, 443, 444, 445, 
446, 447, 448, 449, 450, 451, 452, 453, 455, 456, 457, 458, 459, 460, 
462, 463, 464, 465, 466, 467, 46S, 469, 470, 471, 473, 475, 476, 477, 
494, 496, 497, 498, 499, 500, 501, 505, 506, 509, 510, 513, 515, 516, 
51S, 521, 523, 524, 525, 531, 532, 535, 5386, 539, 541, 542, 543, 545, 
547, 548, 549, 552, 554, 555, 556, 557, 558, 559, 564, 568, 569, 571, 
572, 573, 575, 579, 580, 581, 582, 583, 584, 585, 587, 588, 592, 593, 
5%, 506, 507, 598, 599, 600, G03, 604, 605, G06, GOS, 610, 612, 613, 
614, 615, 618, 619, 620, 621, 622, 624, 625, 626, 629, 632, 633, 635, 
636, 638, 639, 641, 642, 643, 644, 647, 649, 650, 651, 653, 654, 655, 
656, 657, 659, 661, 662, 663, 664, 665, 666, 667, 668, 670, 672, 674, 
676, 677, 679, 680, G82, 685, 686, 687, G89, 692, 693, 694, 695, 698, 
699, 700, 701, 7038, 7 706, 707, 709, 710, 711, 712, 713, 714, 715, 
722, 724, 725, 726, 727, 728, 729, 731, 732, 733, 734, 735, 736, 738, 
739, 740, 741, 742, 743, 745, 746, 747, 749, 751, 754, 755, 756, T57, 
765, 766, 767, 769, T72, T74, 775, 776, T77, T78, TS2, 785, TST, 78s, 
789, 794, 795, 820, 821, 822, 823, and 824; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 6 of the 
matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word “less” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “not more;” and in line 
10 strike out the word “less”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “not more;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ ex- 
cept moving-picture films;” and on page 5 of the bill, in line 
ll, after the word “ esters,” insert the following: “, by what- 
ever name known;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “thirty-five” and imsert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty; ” and the Senate. agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“not exceeding in density twenty-eight degrees Baumé, one- 
half of one cent per pound; exceeding in density twenty-eight 
degrees Baumé, three-fourths;”’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ emul- 
sions, and all manufactures of gelatin, or of which gelatin is the 
component material of chief value;” and on pageT of the bill, in 
- 18, strike out the word “other;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “of 
opium, and salts and esters thereof, one dollar and fifty cents 
per ounce; coeaine, ecgonine, and all salts and derivatives of the 
same;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “coca 
leaves, five cents per pound; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

\mendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the words “and one-half” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“and three-eighths;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the words “three and three-eighths” and insert in lieu thereof 





the words “ three and one-fourth; ” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and 
agree to the sume with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “seven-eighths” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ five-eighths;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“5l. Varnishes, including so-called gold size or japan, twenty- 
five per cent ad valorem; enamel paints made with varnish, 
thirty-five per cent ad valorem; spirit varnish containing five 
per cent or more of methyl alcohol, thirty-five cents per gal- 
lon and thirty-five per cent ad valorem; spirit varnish con- 
taining less than five per cent of methyl alcohol, one dollar 
and thirty-two cents per gallon and thirty-five per cent ad 
valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “ five” and insert in lieu thereof the words “four and 
seven-eighths;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 67. and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “ three-fourths” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ one-half;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 70: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 70, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the matter inserted by said amendment; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the matter 
inserted by said amendment strike out the words “and one- 
eighth ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the matter 
inserted by said amendment strike out the words “and one 
eighth ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “-three-eighths” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“one-fourth; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 77, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “five-eighths”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ one-half; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“ + Provided, That chemicals, drugs, medicinal and similar 
substances, whether dutiable or free, imported in capsules, pills, 
tablets, lozenges, troches, or similar forms, and intended for 
medicinal purposes, shall be dutiable at not less than the rate 
imposed by this section on medicinal preparations;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 96: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 96, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “ pound,” 
insert the words “ fancy or;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 103: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, 
and agrée to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 112: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 112, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
2 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ forty five; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 116: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 116, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
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. Amendment numbered 119: That the House recede from its | agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 119, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“valued at fifteen dollars or less per ton, thirty per cent ad 
valorem; valued at more than fifteen dollars per ton, one-fourth 
of one cent per pound; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 132, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 4 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the words 
“ad valorem,” insert the words “ yellow earthenware, plain or 
embossed, coated with white or transparent vitreous glaze, but 
not otherwise ornamented or decorated, and;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 145: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 145, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “ car- 
bon,” insert “‘not specially provided for in this section;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 146: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 146, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“twenty per cent ad valorem; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 147: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 147, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the 
beginning of the matter inserted by said amendment, before the 
word “made,” insert the following: “wholly or partly fin- 
ished;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 152: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 152, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“99. Unpolished, cylinder, crown, and common window glass, 
not exceeding one hundred and fifty square inches, valued at 
not more than one and one-half cents per pound, one and one- 
fourth cents per pound; valued at more than one and one-half 
cents per pound, one and three-eighths cents per pound; above 
that, and not exceeding three hundred and eighty-four square 
inches, valued at not more than one and three-fourths cents 
per pound, one and three-fourth cents per pound; valued at 
more than one and three-fourth cents per pound, one and seven- 
eighths cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding seven 
hundred and twenty square inches, valued at not more than 
two and one-eighth cents per pound, two and one-fourth cents 
per pound; valued at more than two and one-eighth cents per 
pound, two and three-eighths cents per pound; above that, and 
not exceeding cight hundred and sixty-four square inches, two 
and three-fourths cents per pound; above that, and not exceed- 
ing one thousand two hundred square inches, three and one- 
fourth cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding two 
thousand four hundred square inches, three and three-fourths 
cents per pound; above that, four and one-fourth cents per 
pound: Provided, That unpolished cylinder, crown, and common 
window glass, imported in boxes, shall contain fifty square feet, 
as nearly as sizes will permit, and the duty shall be computed 
thereon according to the actual weight of glass.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169; 
170, 171, 172, 173, and 174: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 162, 163, 
164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, and 174, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the amended paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“111. Marble and onyx, in block, rough or squared only, sixty- 
five cents per cubic foot; marble and onyx, sawed or dressed, 
over two inches in thickness, one dollar per cubic foot: slabs 
or paving tiles of marble or onyx, containing not less than four 
superficial inches, if not more than one inch in thickness, eight 
cents per superficial foot; if more than one inch and not more 
than one and one-half inches in thickness, ten cents per super- 
ficial foot; if more than one and one-half inches and not more 
than two inches in thickness, twelve and one-half cents per 
superficial foot; if rubbed in whole or in part, two cents per 
superficial foot in addition; mosaic cubes of marble or onyx, 
not exceeding two cubic inches in size, if loose, one-fourth of 
one cent per pound and twenty per cent ad valorem; if at- 
tached to paper or other material, five cents per superficial foot 
and thirty-five per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 176: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 176, and 
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matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“114, Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and all other 
monumental or building stone, except marble, breccia, and onyx, 
not specially provided for in this section, hewn, dressed, or 
polished, or otherwise manufactured, fifty per cent ad valorem: 
unmanufactured, or not dressed, hewn, or polished, ten cents 
per cubic foot.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 180: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Serfate numbered 180, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“117. Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, and the 
dross or residuum from burnt pyrites, fifteen cents per ton: 
Provided, That in levying and collecting the duty on iron ore 
no deduction shall be made from the weight of the ore on ac- 
count of moisture which may be chemically or physically com- 
bined therewith.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 181: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 181, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the amended paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“118. Iron in pigs, iron. kentledge, spiegeleisen, and ferro- 
manganese, two dollars and fifty cents per ton; wrought and 
cast scrap iron, and scrap steel, one dollar per ton; but nothing 
shall be deemed scrap iron or scrap steel except waste or refuse 
iron or steel fit only to be remanufactured by melting, and 
excluding pig iron in all forms,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 187: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 157, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“but; ” and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 189: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 189, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 29 
of the bill, in line 13, after the word “ grooves,” insert a comma; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 198: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 198, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
matter isserted by said amendment insert the following: “ tlie 
corresponding gauges of;” and on page 32 of the bill, in line 16, 
strike out the words “ sheets of” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “sheet; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 219: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 219, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the 
end of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word 
“ silver,” insert a comma; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 229: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ forty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ forty;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 236: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
16 of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word 
“finish,” insert the words “of corresponding gauge or valuc;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 241: That the House recede from ‘ts 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 24), 
and agree to the same with an 2mendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“141. Automobiles, bicycles, and motorcyeles, and finished 
parts of any of the foregoing, not including tires, forty-five per 
cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 246: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 245. 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“145. Card clothing not actually and permanently fitted to 
and attached to carding machines or to parts thereof at the time 
of importation, when manufactured with round iron or untei- 
pered round steel wire, twenty cents per square foot; when 
manufactured with tempered round steel wire, forty-five cents 
per square foot; when manufactured with plated wire or other 
than round iron or steel wire, or with felt face, wool face, or rub- 
ber face cloth containing wool, fifty-five cents per square foot.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 261: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 261, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“That any of the foregoing knives or erasers, if imported in 
the condition of assembled, but not fully finished, shall be duti- 
able at not less than the rate of duty herein imposed upon fully 
finished knives and erasers of the same material and quality, 
but not less in any case than ten cents each and forty per 
cent ad valorem: Provided further, That blades, handles, or 
other parts of any of the foregoing knives or erasers shall be 
dutiable at not less than the rate herein imposed upon knives 
and erasers valued at more than fifty cents per dozen and not 
exceeding one dollar and twenty-five cents per dozen; razors, 
finished, valued at less than one dollar per dozen, thirty-five 
per cent ad valorem; valued at one dollar and less than one 
dollar and fifty cents per dozen, six cents each and thirty-five 
per cent ad valorem; valued at one dollar and fifty cents 
and less than two dollars per dozen, ten cents each and thirty- 
five per cent ad valorem; valued at two dollars and less 
than three dollars per dozen, twelve cents each and thirty- 
five per cent ad valorem; valued at three dollars or more per 
dozen, fifteen cents each and thirty-five per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, That blades (except for safety razors), handles, and 
unfinished razors shall pay no less duty than that imposed on 
finished razors valued at two dollars per dozen: Provided 
further, That on and after October first, nineteen hundred and 
nine, all the articles specified in this paragraph shall when im- 
ported have the name of the maker or purchaser and beneath 
the same the name of the country of origin die-sunk conspicu- 
ously and indelibly on the shank or tang of at least one or, if 
practicable, each and every blade thereof.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 264: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 264, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“155. Files, file blanks, rasps, and floats, of all cuts and 
kinds, two and one-half inches in length and under, twenty-five 
cents per dozen; over two and one-half inches in length and not 
over four and one-half inches, forty-seven and one-half cents 
per dozen; over four and one-half inches in length and under 
seven inches, sixty-two and one-half cents per dozen; seven 
inches in length and over, seventy-seven and one-half cents per 
dozen.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 267: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 267, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
4 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ forty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “forty;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 271: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 271, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “ one-half” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ four-tenths;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 274: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 274, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 4 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ fifteen; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 283: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 283, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: On page 46 
of the bill, in line 25, strike out the words “and one-;” and 
on page 47, in line 1, strike out the word “ half;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 286: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 286, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ten;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 292: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 292, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
~ of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word 
“antimony,” where it last occurs, insert the words “but not 
containing more than ten per cent of lead;” and the Senate 
agree to the same . 

Amendment numbered 300: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 300, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “ five” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ four 
and one-half;” and the Senate agree to the same, 





Amendment numbered 302: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 302, 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line | 


6 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ one-half” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ three-eighths; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 305: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 305, , 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: | 


“ 


; thorium, oxide of and salts of, gas mantles treated with 
chemicals or metallic oxides, and gas-mantle scrap consisting 
in chief value of metallic oxides, forty per cent ad valorem; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 306: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 306, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lines 3 
and 4 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the 
words “ferrosilicon containing more than fifteen per cent of 
silicon; ” in lines 8 and 9 strike out the words “, Valued at not 
exceeding ninety dollars per ton or;” in line 10 strike out the 
word “six” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ five; and at 
the end of line 10, after the word “ton,” insert the following: 
“ ; ferrosilicon containing more than fifteen per cent of silicon, 
twenty per cent ad valorem; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 307 and 308: That the House recede 
from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 307 and 308, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: Strike out the amended paragraph and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

“185. Nickel, nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which nickel 
is a component material of chief value, in pigs, ingots, bars, 
rods, or plates, six cents per pound; sheets or strips, thirty-five 
per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 309: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 309, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 2 
of the matter inserted by said amendments strike out the word 
“ twenty-five’ where it first occurs and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “five; ” and in line 6 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment strike out the word “ forty-five” and insert in lieu 
thereof. the word “forty;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 312: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 312, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ten;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 313: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 313, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 3 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ sixty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word “seventy; ” 
in line 17 strike out the word “ part” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ chief value; ” and in lines 21, 22, and 23 strike out 
the following words: “costing not more than ten cents each, 
one and one-half cents per dial and forty per cent ad valo- 
rem, costing more than ten cents each;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 315: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 315, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“194, Zine in blocks or pigs and zine dust, one and three- 
eighths cents per pound; in sheets, one and five-eighths cents per 
pound; in sheets coated or plated with nickel or other metal, or 
solutions, one and three-fourths cents per pound; old and worn- 
out, fit only to be remanufactured, one cent per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 317: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 317, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment after the word “caps” 
and before the comma insert the words “of metal;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 318: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 318, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“jute manufacturing machinery ;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 320: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 620, 
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and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ Provided, however, That all embroidery machines and Lever 
or Gothrough lace-making machines, machines used only for the 
weaving of linen cloth from flax and flax fiber, and tar and oil 
spreading machines used in the construction and maintenance of 
roads and in improving them by the use of road preservatives, 
shail, if imported prior to January first, nineteen hundred and 
eleven, be admitted free of duty.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 321: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 321, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“198. Nippers- and pliers of all kinds (except blacksmiths’ 
tongs, surgical and dental instruments or parts thereof), wholly 
or partly manufactured, eight cents per pound and forty per 
cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 325: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 325, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line4 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word “twenty-five; ” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 326: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 326, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“202. Briar root or briar wood, ivy dr laurel root, and simi- 
lar wood, unmanufactured or not further advanced than cut 
into blocks suitable for the articles into which they are intended 
to be converted, fifteen per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 329: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 329, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the 
matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word “ fifty ”’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ twenty-five;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 339: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 339, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: “not specially provided for in this section;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 348: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 343, 
and agree to ‘the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “ seventy-five ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“sixty-five; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 362: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 362, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“ ; biscuits, wafers, cakes, and other baked articles, by whatever 
name known, composed in whole or in part of eggs, or any kind 
of flour or meal, or other material, when sweetened with sugar, 
honey, molasses, or other material, or combined with chocolate, 
nuts, fruit, or confectionery of any kind, or both so sweetened 
and combined, and without regard to the component material of 
chief value, valued at fifteen cents per pound or less, three cents 
per pound and fifteen per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 
fifteen cents per pound, fifty per cent ad valorem;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 371: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 371, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“sixteen;”’ and the Senate agree to the same, 
Amendment numbered 375: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 375, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 5 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the fol- 
lowing words: “and evergreen seedlings;” in line 9 strike out 
the comma after the word “ evergreen;” and after the word 
“vines,” in the same line, insert a comma; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 390: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 390, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the 
matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word “one” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “three-fourths of one;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 394: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 394, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In liey 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the word 
“evaporated; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 413: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 413, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as f«llows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert xe following: 

“219. Chicory root, raw, dried, or undried, but unground, one 
and one-half cents per pound; chicory root, burnt or roasted, 
ground or granulated, or in rolls, or otherwise prepared, and not 
specially provided for in this section, three cents per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 425: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 425, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “ten” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ eleyen:” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 426: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 426, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “six” and insert in lieu thereof the word “seven;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 427: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 427, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word 
“starch,” where it first occurs, strike out the comma; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 454: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 454, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the matter inserted by said amendment and restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: 
On page 79 of the bill, in line 21, strike out the words “the 
same” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ one-third of the;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 461: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 461, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“cable-laid yarns or threads, made by grouping or twisting 
two or more grouped or twisted yarns or threads together, not 
colored, bleached, or dyed, four-tenths of one cent per number 
per pound; colored, bleached, or dyed, nine-twentieths of one 
cent per number per pound: Provided further, That said threads 
and yarns, colored, bleached, dyed, combed, advanced beyond 
the condition of singles, and cable-laid yarns or threads, «s 
hereinbefore provided, except those (other than cable-jaid 
threads and yarns) finer than number one hundred and ferty, 
shall not pay a less rate of duty than twenty per cent ad 
valorem: And provided further, That all the foregoing threais 
and yarns as hereinbefore provided, when mercerized or su- 
jected to any similar process, shall pay, in addition to the fore- 
going specific rates of duty, one-fortieth of one cent per number 
per pound; cotton card laps, roping, sliver, or roving, thirty- 
five per cent ad valorem. Cotton waste and flocks, manufic- 
tured or otherwise advanced in value, twenty per cent ad 
valorem ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 472: That the. House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 472, ani 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ coues 
or tubes, containing less than six hundred yards each;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 474: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 474, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ coucs, 
tubes, skeins;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 478: That tiic Pouse recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 473, ani 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: Restore tlic 
matter stricken out by said amendment; and on page 81 of the 
bill, in line 22, after the word “and,” insert the words “ valued 
at not over seven cents per square yard;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 479: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 47). 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the followins: 
“cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, of 
printed, not exceeding one hundred threads to the square inc), 
counting the warp and filling, and valued at over seven and not 
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over nine cents per square yard, two and one-fourth cents per 
square yard; valued at over nine and not over ten cents per 
square yard, two and three-fourths cents per square yard; 
valued at over ten and not over twelve and one-half cents per 
square yard, four cents per square yard; valued at over twelve 
and one-half and not over fourteen cents per square yard, five 
cents per square yard; valued at over fourteen cents per square 
yard, six cents per square yard, but not less than twenty-five 
per cent ad valorem; cotton’ cloth, exceeding fifty and not 
exceeding one hundred threads to the square inch, counting the 
warp and filling;” and .on page 82 of the bill, in line 3, after 
the word “and,” where it first occurs, insert the words “ valued 
at not over nine cents per square yard;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 480: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 480, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“cotton cloth, not exceeding one hundred threads to the square 
inch, counting the warp and filling, if bleached, and valued at over 
nine and not over eleven cents per square yard, two and three- 
fourths cents per square yard; valued at over eleven and not 
over twelve cents per square yard, four cents per square yard; 
valued at over twelve and not over fifteen cents per square yard, 
five cents per square yard; valued at over fifteen and not over 
sixteen cents per square yard, six cents per square yard; valued 
at over sixteen cents per square yard, seven ceuts per square 
yard, but not less than twenty-five per cent ad valorem; 
cotton cloth, exceeding fifty and not exceeding one hundred 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling; ” and 
on page 82 of the bill, in Jine 8, after the word “and,” insert 
the words “ valued at not over twelve cents per square yard; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 481: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 481, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“: cotton cloth, not exceeding one hundred threads to the square 
inch, counting the warp and filling; if dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, and valued at over twelve and not over 
twelve and one-half cents per square yard, three and three- 
fourths cents per square yard; valued at over twelve and one- 
half and not over fifteen cents per square yard, five cents per 
square yard; valued at over fifteen and not over seventeen and 
one-half cents per square yard, six and one-half cents per square 
yard; valned at over seventeen and one-half and not over twenty 
cents per square yard, seven and one-half cents per square yard; 
valued at over twehty cents per square yard, nine cents per 
square yard, but not less than thirty per cent ad valorem; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 482: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 482, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
the word “valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert the words “any of the foregoing;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 483: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 483, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
the word “valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert the words “any of the foregoing, bleached, 
and;” and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 484: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 484, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
semicolon and before the word “ valued,” in line 1 of the matter 
inserted by said amendment, insert the words “ any of the fore- 
going, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, and;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 485: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 485, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
the word “valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert the words “any of the foregoing;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 486: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 486, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Before the 
word “ valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment, insert the words “any of the foregoing bleached, and; ” 
and in line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty-five;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 487: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 487, 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After 
the semicolon and before the word “ valued,” in line 1 of the 
matter inserted by said amendment, insert the words “any of 
the foregoing, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, and;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 488: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 488, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
the word “valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert the words “any of the foregoing;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 489: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 489, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
the word “valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert the words “any of the foregoing, bleached, 
and;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 490: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 490, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
semicolon and before the word “ valued,” in line 1 of the mat- 
ter inserted by said amendment, insert the words “any of the 
foregoing, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, and;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 491: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 491, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
the word “valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert the words “any of the foregoing;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 492: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 492, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Betore 
the word “ valued,” in line 1 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert the words “any of the foregoing, bleached, 
and; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 493: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 493, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
semicolon and before the word “ valued,” in line 1 of the matter 
inserted by said amendment, insert the words “any of the fore- 
going, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, and;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 495: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 495, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all after the word “ counted,” in line 6, down to and including 
line 10 of the matter inserted by said amendment, and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 

“Tn the ascertainment of the weight and value, upon which 
the duties, cumulative or other, imposed upon cotton cloth are 
made to depend, the entire fabric and all parts thereof, and all 
the threads of which it is composed, shall be included. The 
terms bleached, dyed, colored, stained, mercerized, painted, or 
printed, wherever applied to cotton cloth in this schedule, shall 
be taken to mean respectively all cotton cloth which either 
wholly or in part has been subjected to any of these processes, 
or which has any bleached, dyed, colored, stained, mercerized, 
painted, or printed threads in or upon any part of the fabric.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 502: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 502, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 5 
and 6 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the 
following: “ valued at one dollar or less per yard, forty per cent 
ad valorem; if valued at over one dollar per yard;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 503: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 503, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike out 
the matter inserted by said amendment and restore the matter 
stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: On page 
91 of the bill, in line 20, strike out the words “ one dollar” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ninety cents;” in line 
strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty;” and on page 92 of the bill, after the word “ valo- 
rem,” in line 3, insert the following: “ Men’s and boys’ cotton 
gloves, knitted or woven, valued at not more than six dollars 
per dozen pairs, fifty cents per dozen pairs and forty per cent 
ad valorem; valued at more than six dollars per dozen pairs, 
fifty per cent ad valorem; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 507: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 507, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
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‘of the matter inserted by said .amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: “All articles made from cotton cloth, whether finished 
or unfinished, and all;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 511: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 511, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing : 

“337. Hemp, and tow of hemp, twenty-two dollars and fifty 
cents per ton; hemp, hackled, known as ‘line of hemp,’ forty- 
five dollars per ton.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 520: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 520, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

‘343. Floor mattings, plain, fancy, or figured, manufactured 
from straw, round or split, or other vegetable substances, not 
otherwise provided for in this section, and having a warp of 
cotton, hemp, or other vegetable substance, including what are 
commonly known as China, Japan, and India straw matting, 
three and one-half cents per square yard.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 522: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 522, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ 347. Linoleums, corticene, and all other fabrics or coverings 
for floors, made in part of oil or any similar product, plain, 
stamped, painted, or printed, only, not specially provided for 
herein, if nine feet or under in width, eight cents per square 
yard and fifteen per cent ad valorem; over nine feet in width, 
twelve cents per square yard and fifteen per cent ad valorem; 
and any of the foregoing of whatever width, the composition of 
which forms designs or patterns, whether inlaid or otherwise, 
by whatever name known, and cork carpets, twenty cents per 
square yard and twenty per cent ad valorem; mats for floors 
made of oilcloth, linoleum, or corticene, shall be subject to the 
same rate of duty herein provided for oijgloth, linoleum, or cor- 
ticene; oilcloth for floors, if nine feet or less in width, six cents 
per square yard and fifteen per cent ad valorem; over nine feet 
in width, ten cents per square yard and fifteen per cent ad valo- 
rem; waterproof cloth composed of cotton or other vegetable 
fiber, whether composed in part of india rubber or otherwise, 
ten cents per square yard and twenty per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 526: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 526, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the words “for 
any purpose; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 528: That the House recede fronf its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 528, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“| ornamented or embroidered in any manner herein described, 
in any part thereof, however small; hemstitched or tucked 
flouncings or skirtings; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 533: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 533, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the words “ the 
highest rate;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 534: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 534, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: On page 98 
of the bill, in line 12, strike out the word “such” and in lieu 
thereof insert the words “any of the;” and after the word 
“ goods,” in the same line, insert the words “ of which the same 
is composed; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 537: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 537, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following : 

“350. Laces, embroideries, edgings, insertings, galloons, flounc- 
ings, nets, nettings, trimmings, and veils, composed of cotton, 
silk, artificial silk, or other material (except wool), made on the 
Lever or Gothrough machine, seventy per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, That no wearing apparel, handkerchiefs, or articles of 
any description, composed wholly or in chief value of any of the 
foregoing, shall pay a less rate of duty than that imposed upon 
the articles or the materials of which the same are composed,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 540: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 540, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 


Aveust 2, 


out the word “one-half” and insert in lieu thereof the worg 
“ nine-sixteenths; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 553: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 553, anq 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following : 

“359. Istle or tampico, when dressed, dyed, or combed, twenty 
per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 560: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 560, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In liey 
. a matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
owing: 

“375. On combed wool or tops, made wholly or in part of 
wool or camel’s hair, valued at not more than twenty cents 
per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-fourth 
times the duty imposed by this schedule on one pound of un- 
washed wool of the first class; valued at more than twenty 
cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three and one-third 
times the duty imposed by this schedule on one pound of un- 
washed wool of the first class; and in addition thereto, upon 
all the foregoing thirty per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 561: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 561, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: “, and in addition thereto thirty-five per cent ad 
valorem;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 563: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 563, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
*“*: Provided, That on all the foregoing, weighing over four 
ounces per square yard, the rates of duty shall be five per cent 
less than those imposed by this schedule on cloths;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 566: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 56%, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 78 
of said amendment strike out the words “ thirty-seven and onxe- 
half” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ thirfy-five.” 

Strike out all of lines 99 to 102, inclusive, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: “ ounces, or if all the filling is not cotton, 
two dollars and seventy-five cents per pound; if all the filling 
is cotton, two.” 

In line 154, after the word “ two,” insert the words “ and one- 
half.” 

In line 180, after the word “two,” insert the words “and one- 
half.” 

Strike out all of lines 245 to 261, inclusive, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: “ wholly of silk, and if having not more 
than four hundred and forty single threads to the inch in the 
warp; if black (except selvedges), one dollar and fifty cents 
per pound; if other than black, two dollars per pound; if hav- 
ing more than four hundred and forty, but not more than six 
hundred single threads to the inch in the warp; if black (except 
selvedges), one dollar and sixty-five cents per pound; if other 
than black, two dollars and twenty-five cents per pound; if 
having more than six hundred, but not more than seven hundred 
and sixty single threads to the inch in the warp; if black (ex- 
cept selvedges), one dollar and eighty cents per pound; if other 
than black, two dollars and fifty cents per pound; if having 
more than seven hundred and sixty, but not more than nine 
hundred and twenty single threads to the inch in the warp; if 
black (except selvedges), two dollars per pound; if other than 
black, two dollars and seventy-five cents per pound; if having 
more than nine hundred and twenty single threads to the inch.’ 

In line 311, after the word “ tamboured,” insert the following: 
*“. embroidered.” 

In line 313, after the word “ tamboured,” insert the following: 
“, embroidered.” 

Strike out all after the word “ material,” in line 325 down to 
and including line 328, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“The number of single threads to the inch in the warp 
provided for in this schedule shall be determined by the number 
of spun or reeled singles of which such single or two or more 
ply threads are composed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 567: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 567, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert. the following: 

“406. Mechanically ground wood pulp, one-twelfth of one 
cent per pound, dry weight: Provided, however, That meclat- 













1909. 


jcally ground wood pulp shall be admitted free of duty from 
any country, dependency, province, or other subdivision of gov- 
ernment (being the product thereof) which does not forbid or 
restrict in any way the exportation of (whether by law, order, 
regulation, contractual relation, or otherwise, directly or indi- 
rectly) or impose any export duty, export license, fee, or other 
export charge of any kind whatsoever, either directly or indi- 
rectly (whether in the form of additional charge or license fee 
or otherwise), upon printing paper, mechanically ground wood 
pulp, or wood for use in the manufacture of wood pulp: Pro- 
vided further, That if any country, dependency, province, or 
other subdivision of government, shall impose an export duty 
or other export charge of any kind whatsoever, either directly 
or directly (whether in the form of additional charge or license 
fee or otherwise), upon printing paper, mechanically ground 
wood pulp, or wood for use in the manufacture of wood pulp, 
the amount of such export duty or other export charge shall be 
added as an additional duty to the duty herein imposed upon 
mechanically ground wood pulp when imported directly or indi- 
rectly from such country, dependency, province, or other sub- 
division of government. Chemical wood pulp, unbleached, one- 
sixth of one cent per pound, dry weight; bleached, one-fourth of 
one cent per pound, dry weight: Provided, That if any coun- 
try, dependency, province, or other subdivision of government 
shall impose an export duty, or other export charge of any 
kind whatsoever, either directly or indirectly (whether in the 
form of additional charge or license fee or otherwise), upon 
printing paper, chemical wood pulp, or wood for use in the 
manufacture of wood pulp, the amount of such export duty, or 
other export charge, shall be added as an additional! duty to the 
duties herein imposed upon chemical wood pulp when imported 
directly or indirectly from such country, dependency, province, 
or other subdivision of government.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 570. That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 570, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as fellows: Strike out the 
word “ two-tenths”” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ three- | 

sixteenths; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 574: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 574, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Provided, however, That if any country, dependency, prov- 
ince, or other subdivision of government shall forbid or restrict 
in any way the exportation of (whether by law, order, regula- 
tion, contractual relation, or otherwise, directly or indirectly) | 
or impose any export duty, export license fee, or other export | 
charge of any kind whatsoever (whether in the form of addi- 
tional charge or license fea or otherwise) upon printing paper, 
wood pulp, or wood for use in the manufacture of wood pulp, | 
there shall be imposed upon printing paper when imported | 
either directly or indirectly from such country, dependency, 
province, or other subdivision of government, an additional duty | 
of one-tenth of one cent per pound when valued at three cents 
per pound or less, and in addition thereto the amount of such 
export duty or other export charge imposed by such country, | 
dependency, province, or other subdivision of government, upon 
printing paper, wood pulp, or wood for use in the manufacture 
of wood pulp.” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 











| 


Amendment numbered 577: That the House recede from its | 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 577, | 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 3 | 


of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word 

“paper,” insert a comma; in line 33, after the word “ sheets,” 

insert the words “on the basis of;” in line 35, after the word 

“ sheets,” insert the words “on the basis of;” and after the 

word “ pound,” in line 39, strike out all down to and including 

= words “ad valorem” in line 42; and the Senate agree to 
le Same, 

Amendment numbered 578: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 578, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 4 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “and,” 
insert the word “ ledger;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 586: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 586, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 589: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 589, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Before 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the words “ shall 
be dutiable at;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 590: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 590, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 6 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the words 
“and panels;” and strike out all after the word “ thousand,” in 
line 10, down to and including line 11, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following “ : Provided, That the rate or rates of duty pro- 
vided in the tariff act approved July twenty-fourth, eighteen 
hundred and ninety-seven, shall remain in force until October 
first nineteen hundred and nine, on all views of any landscape, 
scene, building, place, or locality, provided for in this paragraph, 
which shall have, prior to July first nineteen hundred and nine, 
been ordered or contracted to be delivered to bona fide pur- 
chasers in the United States, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall make proper regulations for the enforcement of this pro- 
vision;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 591: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 591, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“418. All boxes made wholly or in chief value of paper or 
papier maché, if covered with surface-coated paper, forty-five 
per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 595: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 595, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the word 
“or;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 607: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 607, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“426. Button forms of lastings, mohair or silk cloth, or other 
manufactures of cloth, woven or made in patterns of such size, 
shape, or form as to be fit for buttons exclusively, and not ex- 
ceeding three inches in any one dimension, ten per cent ad 
valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 611: That the House recede from its 


| disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 614, 


and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 1 


| of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 


“ sixty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
strike out all after the word “ mines,” 
cluding the word “ screen,” 
the same. 


Amendments numbered 616 and 617: That the House recede 


“ forty-five; ”’ and 
in line 8, down to and in- 
in line 13; and the Senate agree to 


| from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate num- 


bered 616 and 617, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: Strike out the amended paragraph and insert in 
lien thereof the following: 

“432. Emery grains and emery, manufactured, ground, pul- 
verized, or refined, one cent per pound; emery wheels, emery 
files, and manufactures of which emery or corundum is the 
component material of chief value, twenty-five per cent ad 
valorem; crude artificial abrasives, ten per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6283: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, 


its 


o- 
—), 


In line 4 
after the word 


“kinds,” insert the words “not composed in chief value of 
cotton; and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 628: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 628, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by sid amendment insert the following: 

“Furs dressed on the skin, not advanced further than dyeing, 
| but not repaired, twenty per cent ad valorem: manufactures 
| of furs, further advanced than dressing and dyeing, when pre- 
pared for use as material, including plates, linings, and crosses, 
thirty-five per cent ad valorem; articles of wearing apparel 
of every description, partly or wholly manufactured, composed 
of or of which fur is the component material of chief value, 
fifty per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 630: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 650, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the follow- 





ing: 
“442. Plushes and woven fabrics (except crinoline cloth and 
hair seating) and manufactures thereof, composed of the hair 


combined with wool, 


of the camel, goat, alpaca, or any animal, 
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vegetable fiber, or silk, shall be classified and dutiable as manu- 
factures of wool.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 634: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 634, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

**449, Pearls and parts thereof, drilled or undrilled, but not 
set or strung, ten per cent ad valorem; diamonds, coral, rubies, 
cameos, and other precious stones and semiprecious stones, cut 
but not set, and suitable for use in the manufacture of jewelry, 
ten per cent ad valorem; imitation precious stones, including 
pearls and parts thereof, for use in the manufacture of jewelry, 
doublets, artificial, or so-called synthetic or reconstructed pearls 
and parts thereof, rubies, or other precious stones, twenty per 
cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 637: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 637, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“450. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry salted or 
pickled, shall be admitted free of duty: Provided, That on and 
after October first, nineteen hundred and nine, sole leather 
made from such hides shall pay a duty of five per cent ad 
valorem; that grain, buff, and split leather made from such 
hides shall pay a duty of seven and one-half per cent ad 
valorem; that boots and shoes, the upper leather of which is 
made wholly or in chief value from such hides, shall pay a duty 
of ten per cent ad valorem; that harness, saddles, and sad- 
dlery, in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed 
wholly or in chief value of leather made from such hides, shall 
pay a duty of twenty per cent ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 646: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 646, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“ fifteen ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ten;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 648: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 648, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the follow- 
ing: “; any of the foregoing permanently fitted and furnished 
with traveling, bottle, drinking, dining or luncheon and similar 
sets, fifty per cent ad valorem;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 658: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 658, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“sponges made of rubber, forty per cent ad valorem; combs, 
composed wholly of horn, or composed of horn and metal, fifty 
per cent ad valorem;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 671: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 671, 
and agrée to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“or other material, black, three-fourths of one cent per ounce; 
colored, one and one-fourth cents per ounce; copying, two cents 
per ounce; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 673: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 673, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Photographic film negatives, imported in any form, for use 
in any way in connection with moving-picture exhibits, or for 
making or reproducing pictures for such exhibits, and moving- 
picture films not developed or exposed, twenty-five per cent ad 
valorem. Photographic film positives, imported in any form, 
for use in any way in connection with moving-picture exhibits, 
including herein all moving, motion, moto-photograph or cine- 
matography film pictures, prints, positives or duplicates of every 
kind and nature, and of whatever substance made, one and one- 
half cents per linear or running foot.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 678: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 678, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ Sec, 37. There shall be levied and collected annually on the 
first day of September by the collector of customs of the dis- 
trict nearest the residence of the managing owner, upon the use 
of every foreign-built yacht, pleasure boat, or vessel, not used 


or intended to be used for trade, now or hereafter owned or 
chartered for more than six months by any citizen or citizens 
of the United States, a sum equivalent toa tonnage tax of seven 
dollars per gross ton. 

“In lieu of the annual tax above prescribed the owner of 
any foreign-built yacht, pleasure boat, or vessel above describeq 
may pay a duty of thirty-five per cent ad valorem thereon, ang 
such yacht, pleasure boat, or vessel shall thereupon be entitleq 
to all the privileges and shall be subject to all the requirements 
prescribed by sections forty-two hundred and fourteen, forty- 
two hundred and fifteen, forty-two hundred and seventeen, and 
forty-two hundred and eighteen of the Revised Statutes ang 
acts amendatory thereto in the same manner as if said yacht 
had been built in the United States, and shall be subject to 
tonnage duty and light money only in the same manner as if 
said yacht had been built in the United States. 

“So much of section five of chapter two hundred and twelve 
of the laws of nineteen hundred and eight, approved May 
twenty-eight, nineteen hundred and eight, as relates to yachts 
built outside the United States and owned by citizens of the 
United States is hereby repealed. 

“This section shall not apply to a foreign-built vessel 
mitted to American registry.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 721: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 721, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following : 

‘559. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, 
bulbs, bulbous roots, excrescences, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, 
dried insects, grains, gums, gum resin, herbs, leaves, lichens, 
mosses, nuts, nutgalls, roots, stems, spices, vegetables, seeds 
(aromatic, not garden seeds), seeds of morbid growth, weeds, 
and woods used expressly for dyeing or tanning; any of the 
foregoing which are natural and uncompounded drugs and not 
edible and not specifically provided for in this section, and are 
in a crude state, not advanced in value or condition by any 
process or treatment whatever beyond that essential to the 
proper packing of the drugs and the prevention of decay or 
deterioration pending manufacture: Provided, That no article 
containing alcohol, or in the preparation of which alcoho! is 
used, shall be admitted free of duty under this paragraph.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 737: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 737, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“| and which has been worn out by use;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 748: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 748, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“639. Oils: Almond, amber, crude and rectified ambergris, 
anise or anise seed, aniline, aspic or spike lavender, berganot, 
cajeput, caraway, cassia, cinnamon, cedrat, chamomile, citron- 
ella or lemon grass, civet, cocoanut (not refined and deodorized), 
eotton-seed, croton, fennel, ichthyol, jasmine or jasimine, ju- 
glandium, juniper, lavender, lemon, limes, mace, neroli or orange 
flower, enfleurage grease, liquid and solid primal flower essences 
not compounded, nut oil or oil of nuts, soya-bean, olive oil ren- 
dered unfit for use as food or for any but mechanical or manu- 
facturing purposes, by such means as shall be satisfactory to 
the Secretary of the Treasury and under regulations to be pre- 
scribed by him; attar of roses, palm, palm kernel, rosemary or 
anthoss, sesame or sesamum seed or bean, thyme, origanum red 
or white, valerian; and also spermaceti, whale, and other ish 
oils of American fisheries, and all fish and other products of 
such fisheries; petroleum, crude or refined, including keroseue, 
benzine, naphtha, gasoline, and similar oils produced from 
petroleum.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 750: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 7°", 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the followius: 
“and all other waste not specially provided for in this section ; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 758, 759, 760, 761, and 762: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of tlic 
Senate numbered 758, 759, 760, 761, and 762, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the amended 
paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“661. Statuary and casts of sculpture for use as models or 
for art educational purposes only; regalia and gems, where 


ad- 
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specially imported in good faith for the use and by order of 
any society incorporated or established solely for religious, 
philosophical, educational, scientific, or literary purposes, or 
for the encouragement of the fine arts, or for the use and by 
order of any college, academy, school, seminary of learning, 
orphan asylum, or public hospital in the United States, or any 
State or public library, and not for sale, subject to such regu- 
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; but 
the term ‘regalia’ as herein used shall be held to embrace 
only such insignia of rank or office or emblems as may be worn 
upon the person or borne in the hand during public exercises 
of the society or institution, and shall not include articles of 
furniture or fixtures, or of regular wearing apparel, nor per- 
sonal property of individuals.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 770: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 770, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“669. Sheep dip.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 780: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 780, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“. Provided, That there shall be imposed and paid upon cas- 
siterite, or black oxide of tin, and upon bar, block, pig tin and 
grain or granulated, a duty of four cents per pound when it is 
made to appear to the satisfaction of the President of the 
United States that the mines of the United States are producing 
one thousand five hundred tons of cassiterite and bar, block, and 
pig tin per year. The President shall make known this fact by 
proclamation, and thereafter said duties shall go into effect; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 783: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 783, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 
5, 6, and 7 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out 
the following words: “similar wood, unmanufactured, or not 
further advanced than cut into blocks suitable for the articles 
into which they are intended to be converted;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 784: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 784, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the 
end of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the 
period and insert in lieu thereof the following: “; but such ex- 
emption shall be subject to such regulations as the Secretary of 
the Treasury may prescribe;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 790: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 790, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“Sec. 5. That there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon 
all articles coming into the United States from the Philippine 
Islands the rates of duty which are required to be levied, col- 
lected, and paid upon like articles imported from foreign coun- 
tries: Provided, That, except as otherwise hereinafter provided, 
all articles, the growth or product of or manufactured in the 
Philippine Islands from materials the growth or product of the 
Philippine Islands or of the United States, or of both, or which 
do not contain foreign materials to the value of more than 
twenty per cent of their total value, upon which no drawback 
of customs duties has been allowed therein, coming into the 
United States from the Philippine Islands shall hereafter be ad- 
mitted free of duty, except rice, and except, in any fiscal year, 
Sugar in excess of three hundred thousand gross tons, wrapper 
tobacco and filler tobacco when mixed or packed with more than 
fifteen per cent of wrapper tobacco in excess of three hun- 
dred thousand pounds, filler tobacco in excess of one million 
pounds, and cigars in excess of one hundred and fifty million 
cigars, which quantities shall be ascertained by the Secretary 
of the Treasury under such rules and regulations as he shall 
prescribe: And provided further, That sugar, refined or un- 
refined, and tobacco, manufactured or unmanufactured, imported 
into the Philippine Islands from foreign countries, shall be duti- 
able at rates of import duty therein not less than the rates of 
import duty imposed upon sugar and tobacco in like forms when 
imported into the United States: And provided further, That, 
under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, preference in the right of free entry of sugar to 
be imported into the United States from the Philippine Islands, 
as provided herein, shall be given, first, te the producers of less 
than five hundred gross tons in any fiscal year, then to producers 














of the lowest output in excess of five hundred gross tons in any 
fiscal year: Provided, however, That in consideration of the 
exemptions aforesaid, all articles, the growth, product, or manu- 
facture of the United States, upon which no drawback of cus- 
toms duties has been allowed therein, shall be admitted to the 
Philippine Islands from the United States free of duty: And 
provided further, That the free admission, herein provided, of 
such articles, the growth, product, or manufacture of the United 
States, into the Philippine Islands, or of the growth, product, or 
manufacture, as hereinbefore defined, of the Philippine Islands 
into the United States, shall be conditioned upon the direct ship- 


ment thereof from the country of origin to the country of desti- 
nation: Provided, That direct shipment shall include shipments 
in bond through foreign territory contiguous to the United 


States: Provided, however, That if such articles become wn- 
packed while en route by accident, wreck, or other casualty, or 
so damaged as to necessitate their repacking, the same shall be 
admitted free of duty upon satisfactory proof that the unpack- 
ing occurred through accident or necessity and that the mer- 
chandise involved is the identical merchandise originally shipped 
from the United States or the Philippine Islands, as the case 
may be, and that its condition has not been changed except for 
such damage as may have been sustained: And provided further, 
That all articles, the growth, product, or manufacture, as here- 
inbefore defined, of the Philippine Islands, admitted into the 
ports of the United States free of duty under the provisions of 
this section and shipped as hereinbefore provided from said 
islands to the United States for use and consumption therein, 
shall be hereafter exempt from the payment of any export duties 
imposed in the Philippine Islands: And provided further, That 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid, in the United States, 
upon articles, goods, wares, or merchandise coming into the 
United States from the Philippine Islands, a tax equal to the 
internal-revenue tax imposed in the United States upon the like 
articles, goods, wares, or merchandise of domestic manufacture: 
such tax to be paid by internal-revenue stamp or stamps, to be 
provided by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and to be 
affixed in such manner and under such regulations as he, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe: 
and such articles, goods, wares, or merchandise, shipped from 
said islands to the United States, shall be exempt from the 
payment of any tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws of the 
Philippine Islands: And provided further, That there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid in the Philippine Islands, upon ar- 
ticles, goods, wares, or merchandise going into the Philippine 
Islands from the United States, a tax equal to the internal- 
revenue tax imposed in the Philippine Islands upon the like ar- 
ticles, goods, wares, or merchandise of Philippine Islands manu- 
facture; such tax to be paid by internal-revenue stamps or 
otherwise, as provided by the laws of the Philippine Islands, 
and such articles, goods, wares, or merchandise going into the 
Philippine Islands from the United States shall be exempt from 
the payment of any tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws 
of the United States: And provided further, That, in addition to 
the customs taxes imposed in the Philippine Islands, there shall 
be levied, collected, and paid therein upon articles, goods, wares, 
or merchandise imported into the Philippine Islands from coun- 
tries other than the United States, the internal-revenue tax im- 
posed by the Philippine government on like articles manufac- 
tured and consumed in the Philippine Islands or shipped thereto, 
for consumption therein, from the United States: And pro- 
vided further, That from and after the passage of this act all 
internal revenues collected in or for account of the Philippine 
Islands shall accrue intact to the general government thereof 
and be paid into the insular treasury, and shall only be allotted 
and paid out therefrom in accordance with future acts of the 
Philippine legislature, subject, however, to section seven of the 
act of Congress approved July first, nineteen hundred and two, 
entitled ‘An act temporarily to provide for the administration 
of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes:’ And provided further, That, until action by 
the Philippine legislature, approved by Congress, internal reve- 
nues paid into the insular treasury, as hereinbefore provided, 
shall be allotted and paid out by the Philippine Commission.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 791: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 791, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: 
On page 190 of the bill, in line 7, strike out the words “ twenty- 
third day of December, nineteen hundred and three,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “eleventh day of December, nineteen 


hundred and two,” and number and insert the section as section 
3 of the bill: and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 792: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 792, 
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and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“Src, 4. That the President shall have power and it shall be 
his duty to give notice, within ten days after the passage of this 
act, to all foreign countries with which commercial agreements 
in conformity with the authority granted by section three of the 
act entitled, ‘An act to provide revenue for the Government and 
to encourage the industries of the United States,’ approved July 
twenty-fourth, eighteen hundred and ninety-seven, have been or 
shall have been entered into, of the intention of the United 
States to terminate such agreement at a time specified in such 
notice, which time shall in no case, except as hereinafter pro- 
vided, be longer than the period of time specified in such agree- 
ments respectively for notice for their termination; and upon 
the expiration of the periods when such notice of termination 
shall become effective the suspension of duties provided for in 
such agreements shall be revoked, and thereafter importations 
from said countries shall be subject to no other conditions or 
rates of duty than those prescribed by this act and such other 
acts of Congress as may be continued in force: Provided, That 
until the expiration of the period when the notice of intention to 
terminate hereinbefore provided for shall have become effective, 
or until such date prior thereto as the high contracting parties 
may by mutual consent select, the terms of said commercial 
agreements shall remain in force: And provided further, That 
in the case of those commercial agreements or arrangements 
made in accordance with the provisions of section three of the 
tariff act of the United States approved July twenty-fourth, 
eighteen hundred and ninety-seven, which contain no stipulations 
in regard to their termination by diplomatic action, the Presi- 
dent is authorized to give to the governments concerned a notice 
of termination of six months, which notice shall date from April 
thirtieth, nineteen hundred and nine.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 793: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbéred 793, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said ameridment, and number and insert 
the same as section 6 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 796: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 796, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: 
On page 193 of the bill, in line 8, after the word “labeled,” 
insert the words “ without injury;” in lines 11 and 12 strike 
out the words “the name of the maker and;” in line 23 strike 
out the word “a” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ the,” 
and number and insert the section as section 7 of the bill; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 797: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 797, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and insert 
the same as section § of the bill; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 798: That -the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 798, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 9 of the bill; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 799: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 799, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 10 of the bill; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 800: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 800, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 11 of the bill; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 801: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 801, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and insert 
the same as section 12 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 802: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 802, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and insert 
the same as section 13 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 
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Amendment numbered 803: That the House recede from jis 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 803, 1,4 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore {he 
matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and inser; 
the same as section 14 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 804: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered \(4, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In Jiey 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the foilow- 
ing: 

“Sec. 15. That a discriminating duty of ten per cent ad ya- 
lorem, in.addition to the duties imposed by law, shall be levied. 
collected, and paid on all goods, wares, or merchandise which 
shall be imported in vessels not of the United States, or which 
being the production or manufacture of any foreign country 
not contiguous to the United. States, shall come into the United 
States from such contiguous country; but this discriminating 
duty shall not apply to goods, wares, or merchandise which 
shall be imported in vessels not of the United States entitleq 
at the time of such importation by treaty or convention or act 
of Congress to be entered in the ports of the United States on 
payment of the same duties as shall then be payable on goods, 
wares, and merchandise imported in vessels of the United 
States, nor to such foreign products or manufactures as shal! 
be imported from such contiguous countries in the usual course 
of strictly retail trade.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 805: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered S05, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 16 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 806: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered Sw, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 17 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 807: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 807, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 18 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. . ; 

Amendment numbered 808: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered S08, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: 
On page 199 of the bill, in line 23, strike out the word “two” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ six,” and number and in- 
sert the section as section 19 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 809: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered S809, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 20 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 810: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 810, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and insert 
the same as section 21 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 811: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered S811, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 22 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 812: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered ‘1°, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment. and number and 
insert the same as section 23 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 813: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1°, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the followins : 

“Sec. 24. That the works of manufacturers engaged in sme't- 
ing or refining, or both, of ores and crude metals, may, w/o! 
the giving of satisfactory bonds, be designated as bonded sme!t- 
ing warehouses, Ores or crude metals may be removed from 
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the yessel or other vehicle in which imported, or from a bonded 
warehouse, into a bonded smelting warehouse without the pay- 
ment of duties thereon and there smelted or refined, or both, 
together with other ores or crude metals of home or foreign 
production ; Provided, That the several charges against such 
honds may be canceled upon the exportation or delivery to a 
ponded manufacturing warehouse, established under section 
twenty-three of this act, of the actual amount of lead produced 
from the smelting or refining, or both, of such ores or crude 
metals: And provided further, That said lead may be withdrawn 
for domestic consumption or transferred to a bonded customs 
warehouse and withdrawn therefrom upon the payment of the 
duties chargeable against it in that condition: Provided further, 
That all labor performed and services rendered pursuant to 
this section shall be under the supervision of an officer of the 
customs, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
at the expense of the manufacturer: Provided further, That all 
regulations for the carrying out of this section shall be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 814: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 814, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: 

= SEC. 25. That where imported materials on which duties have 
been paid are used in the manufacture of articles manufactured 
or produced in the United States, there shall be allowed on the 
exportation of such articles a drawback equal in amount to the 
duties paid on the materials used, less one per cent of such 
duties: Provided, That when the articles exported are made in 
part from domestic materials the imported materials, or the 
parts of the articles made from such materials, shall appear 
in the completed articles that the quantity or measure thereof 
may be ascertained: And provided further, That the drawback 
on any article allowed under existing law shall be continued 
at the rate herein provided. That the imported materials used 
in the manufacture or production of articles entitled to draw- 
back of customs duties when exported shall, in all cases where 
drawback of duties paid on such materials is claimed, be iden- 
tified, the quantity of such materials used and the amount of 
duties paid thereon shall be ascertained, the facts of the manu- 
facture or production of such articles in the United States and 
their exportation therefrom shall be determined, and the draw- 
back due thereon shall be paid to the manufacturer, producer, 
or exporter, to the agent of either or to the person to whom such 
manufacturer, producer, exporter, or agent shall in writing 
order such drawback paid, under such regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

“That on the exportation of medicinal or toilet preparations 
(including perfumery) hereafter manufactured or produced in 
the United States in part from domestic alcohol on which an 
internal-revenue tax has been paid, there shall be allowed a 
drawback equal in amount to the tax found to have been paid 
on the alcohol so used: Provided, That no other than domestic 
tax-paid aleohol shall have been used in the manufacture or 
production of such preparations. Such drawback shall be de- 
termined and paid under such rules and regulations, and upon 
the filing of such notices, bonds, bills of lading, and other 
evidence of payment of tax and exportation, as the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall prescribe. 

“That the provisions of this section shall apply to materials 
used in the construction and equipment of vessels built for 
foreign account and ownership, or for the government of any 
foreign country, notwithstanding that such vessels may not 
within the strict meaning of the term be articles exported.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 815: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 815, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and insert 
the same as section 26 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the 
same, . 

Amendment numbered 816: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to.the amendment of the Senate numbered 816, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
_ Sec. 28. That the act entitled ‘An act to simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenues,’ approved June tenth, 
eighteen hundred and ninety, as amended, be further amended 
to read as follows: 

_*Sec.1. That all merchandise imported into the United 
States shall, for the purpose of this act, be deemed and held to 
be the property of the person to whom the same is consigned; 
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and the holder of a bill of lading duly indorsed by the con- 
signee therein named, or, if consigned to order, by the consignor, 
shall be deemed the consignee thereof; and in case of the aban- 
donment of any merchandise to the underwriters the latter 
may be recognized as the consignee. 

“* Sec. 2. That all invoices of imported merchandise shall be 
made out in the currency of the place or country from whence 
the importations shall be made, or, if purchased, in the cur- 
rency actually paid therefor, shall contain a correct, complete, 
and detailed description of such merchandise, and of the pack- 
ages, wrappings, or other coverings containing it, and shall be 
made in triplicate or in quadruplicate in case of merchandise 
intended for immediate transportation without appraisement, 
and signed by the person owning or shipping the same, if the 
merchandise has been actually purchased, or by the manufac- 
turer or owner thereof, if the same has been procured otherwise 
than by purchase, or by the duly authorized agent of such pur- 
chaser, seller, manufacturer, or owner. 

“* Sec. 3. That all such invoices shall, at or before the ship- 
ment of the merchandise, be produced to the consular officer of 
the United States of the consular district in which the mer- 
chandise was manufactured or purchased, as the case may be, 
for export to the United States, and shall have indorsed there- 
on, when so produced, a declaration signed by the purchaser, 
seller, manufacturer, owner, or agent, setting forth that the in- 
voice is in all respects correct and true, and was made at the 
place from which the merchandise is to be exported to the 
United States; that it contains, if the merchandise was obtained 
by purchase, a true and full statement of the time when, the 
place where, the person from whom the same was purchased, and 
the actual cost thereof, and of all charges thereon, as provided 
by this act; and that no discounts, bounties, or drawbacks are 
contained in the invoice but such as have been actually allowed 
thereon; and when obtained in any other manner than by pur- 
chase, the actual market value or wholesale price thereof, at the 
time of exportation to the United States, in the principal mar- 
kets of the country from whence exported; that such actual 
market value is the price at which the merchandise described in 
the invoice is freely offered for sale to all purchasers in said 
markets, and that it is the price which the manufacturer or 
owner making the declaration would have received, and was 
willing to receive, for such merchandise sold in the ordinary 
course of trade in the usual wholesale quantities, and that it 
includes all charges thereon as provided by this act, and the 
actual quantity thereof; and that no different invoice of the 
merchandise mentioned in the invoice so produced has been or 
will be furnished to anyone. If the merchandise was actually 
purchased, the declaration shall also contain a statement that 
the currency in which such invoice is made out is that which 
was actually paid for the merchandise by the purchaser. 

“* Sec. 4. That, except in case of personal effects accompany- 
ing the passenger, no importation of any merchandise exceeding 
one hundred dollars in value shall be admitted to entry without 
the production of a duly certified invoice thereof, as required 
by law, or of an affidavit made by the owner, importer, or con- 
signee, before the collector or his deputy, showing why it is 
impracticable to produce such invoice; and no entry shall be 
made in the absence of a certified invoice, upon affidavit as 
aforesaid, unless such affidavit be accompanied by a statement 
in the form of an invoice, or otherwise, showing the actual cost 
of such merchandise, if purchased, or if obtained otherwise 
than by purchase the actual market value or wholesale price 
thereof at the time of exportation to the United States in the 
principal markets of the country from which the same has 
been imported, which statement shall be verified by the oath 
of the owner, importer, consignee, or agent desiring to make 
entry of the merchandise, to be administered by the collector 
or his deputy, and it shall be lawful for the collector or his 
deputy to examine the deponent under oath, touching the 
sources of his knowledge, information, or belief, in the prem- 
ises, and to require him to produce any letter, paper, or state- 
ment of account in his possession, or under his control, which 
may assist the officers of customs in ascertaining the actual 
value of the importation or any part thereof, and in default of 
such production, when so requested, such owner, importer, con- 
signee, or agent shall be thereafter debarred from producing 
any such letter, paper, or statement for the purpose of avoid- 


| ing any additional duty, penalty, or forfeiture incurred under 


this act, unless he shall show to the satisfaction of the court 
or the officers of the customs, as the case may be, that it was 
not in his power to produce the same when so demanded ; and 
no merchandise shall be admitted to entry under the provisions 
of this section unless the collector shall be satisfied that the 
failure to produce a duly certified invoice is due to Causes be- 
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yond the control of the owner, consignee, or agent thereof: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may make regu- 
lations by which books, magazines and other periodicals pub- 
lished and imported in successive parts, numbers, or volumes, 


and entitled to be imported free of duty, shall require but one 
declaration for the entire series. And when entry of mer- 
chandise exceeding one hundred dollars in value is made by a 
statement in the form of an invoice, the collector shall require 
a bond for the production of a duly certified invoice. 

“*Sec.5. That whenever merchandise imported into the 
United States is entered by invoice, one of the following declara- 
tions, according to the nature of the case, shall be filed with the 
collector of the port at the time of entry by the owner, im- 
porter, consignee, or agent, which declaration so filed shall be 
duly signed by the owner, importer, consignee, or agent before 
the collector, or before a notary public or other officer duly 
authorized by law to administer oaths and take acknowledg- 
ments, who may be designated by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to receive such declarations and to certify to the identity 
of the persons making them, under regulations to be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury; and every officer so designated 
Shall file with the collector of the port a copy of his official 
signature and seal: Provided, That if any of the invoices or 
bills of lading of any merchandise imported in any one vessel 
which should otherwise be embraced in said entry, have not 
been received at the date of the entry, the declaration may state 
the fact, and thereupon such merchandise, of which the invoices 
or bills of lading are not produced, shall not be included in 
such entry, but may be entered subsequently. 


“6 


DECLARATION OF CONSIGNEE, IMPORTER, OR AGENT, WHERE MER- 
CHANDISE HAS BEEN ACTUALLY PURCHASED, 


pane ; do solemnly and truly declare that I am 
the consignee, importer, or agent of the merchandise described 
in the annexed entry and invoice; that the invoice and bill of 
lading now presented by me to the collector of — are the 
true and only invoice and bill of lading by me received of all 
the goods, wares, and merchandise imported in the . 
whereof - is master, from , for account of any per- 
son whomsoever for whom I am authorized to enter the same; 
that the said invoice and bill of lading are in the state in which 
they were actually received by me, and that I do not know or 
believe in the existence of any other invoice or bill of lading of 
the said goods, wares, and merchandise; that the entry now de- 
livered to the collector contains a just and true account of the 
said goods, wares, and merchandise, according to the said in- 
yoice and bill of lading; that nothing has been on my part, nor 
to my knowledge on the part of any other person, concealed or 
suppressed, whereby the United States may be defrauded of any 
part of the duty lawfully due on the said goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise; that the said invoice and the declaration therein are 
in all respects true, and were made by the person by whom the 
Same purport to have been made; and that if at any time here- 
after I discover any error in the said inyoice, or in the account 
now rendered of the said goods, wares, and merchandise, or 
receive any other invoice of the same, I will immediately make 
the same known to the collector of this district. And I do 
further solemnly and truly declare that to the best of my knowl- 
edge and belief (insert the name and residence of the owner or 
owners) is (or are) the owner (or owners) of the goods, wares, 
and merchandise mentioned in the annexed entry; that the in- 
yoice now produced by me exhibits the actual cost at the time 
of exportation to the United States in the principal markets of 
the country from whence imported of the said goods, wares, 
and merchandise, and includes and specifies the value of all 
cartons, cases, crates, boxes, sacks, casks, barrels, hogsheads, 
bottles, jars, demijohns, carboys, and other containers, or cover- 
ings, whether holding liquids or solids, which are not otherwise 
specially subject to duty under any paragraph of the tariff act, 
and all other costs, charges, and expenses incident to placing 
said goods, wares, and merchandise in condition, packed ready 
for shipment to the United States, and no other or different dis- 
count, bounty, or drawback but such as has been actually 
allowed on the same. ; 


*** DECLARATION OF CONSIGNEE, IMPORTER, OR AGENT WHERE MERB- 
CHANDISE HAS NOT BEEN ACTUALLY PURCHASED, 


ie , do solemnly and truly declare that I am 
the consignee, importer, or agent of the merchandise described 
in the annexed entry and invoice; that the invoice and bill of 
lading now presented by me to the collector of are the true 
and only invoice and bill of lading by me received of all the 
goods, wares, and merchandise imported in the , whereof 
is master, from ~——, for account of any person whom- 



































soever for whom I am authorized to enter the same; that the 
said invoice and bill of lading are in the state in which they 
were actually received by me, and that I do not know or believe 
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in the existence of any other invoice or, bill of lading of the 
said goods, wares, and merchandise; that the entry now deliy. 
ered to the collector contains a just and true account of the 
said goods, wares, and merchandise, according to the said jp. 
voice and bill of lading; that nothing has been on my part, nor 
to my knowledge on the part of any other person, concealed or 
suppressed, whereby the United States may be defrauded of any 
part of the duty lawfully due on the said goods, wares, apq 
merchandise; that the said invoice and the declaration therein 
are in all respects true, and were made by the person by whom 
the same purport to have been made; and that if at any time 
hereafter I discover any error in the said invoice, or in the 
account now rendered of the said goods, wares, and merchap. 
dise, or receive any other invoice of the same, I will immedi- 
ately make the same known to the collector of this district. 
And I do further solemnly and truly declare that to the best of 
my knowledge and belief (insert the name and residence of the 
owner or owners) is (or are) the owner (or owners) of the 
goods, wares, and merchandise mentioned in the annexed entry; 
that the invoice now produced by me exhibits the actual market 
value or wholesale price at the time of exportation to the 
United States in the principal markets of the country from 
whence imported of the said goods, wares, and merchandise, and 
includes and specifies the value of all cartons, cases, crates, 
boxes, sacks, casks, barrels, hogsheads, bottles, jars, demijohns, 
carboys, and other containers or coverings, whether holding 
liquids or solids, which are not otherwise specially subject to 
duty under any paragraph of the tariff act, and all other costs, 
charges, and expenses incident to placing said goods, wares, and 
merchandise in condition, packed ready for shipment to the 
United States, and no other or different discount, bounty, or 
drawback but such as has been actually allowed on the same. 


“*DECLARATION OF OWNER IN CASES WHERE MERCHANDISE HAS 
BEEN ACTUALLY PURCHASED. 


oes” , do solemnly and truly declare that I am 
the owner by purchase of the merchandise described in the an- 
nexed entry and invoice; that the entry now delivered by me 
to the collector of contains a just and true account of 
all the goods, wares, and merchandise imported by or con- 
signed to me, in the , whereof is master, from 
; that the invoice and entry, which I now produce, con- 
tain a just and faithful account of the actual cost of the said 
goods, wares, and merchandise, and include and specify the 
yalue of all cartons, cases, crates, boxes, sacks, casks, barrels, 
hogsheads, bottles, jars, demijohns, carboys, and other con- 
tainers or coverings, whether holding liquids or solids, which 
are not otherwise specially subject to duty under any para 
graph of the tariff act, and all other costs, charges, and expenses 
incident to placing said goods, wares, and merchandise in con- 
dition, packed ready for shipment to the United States, and no 
other discount, drawback, or bounty but such as has been ac- 
tually allowed on the same; that I do not know nor believe in 
the existence of any invoice or bill of lading other than those 
now produced by me, and that they are in the state in which I 
actually received them. And I further solemnly and truly de- 
clare that I have not in the said entry or invoice concealed or 
suppressed anything whereby the United States may be de- 
frauded of any part of the duty lawfully due on the said goods, 
wares, and merchandise; that to the best of my knowledge and 
belief the said invoice and the declaration thereon are in all 
respects true, and were made by the person by whom the same 
purport to have been made, and that if at any time hereafter 
I discover any error in the said invoice or in the account now 
produced of the said goods, wares, and merchandise, or receive 
any other invoice of the same, I will immediately make the 
same known to the collector of this district. 


“* DECLARATION OF MANUFACTURER OR OWNER IN CASES WIIERE 
MERCHANDISE HAS NOT BEEN ACTUALLY PURCHASED. 


ee * ——, do solemnly and truly declare that i am 
the owner (or manufacturer) of the merchandise described in 
the annexed entry and invoice; that the entry now delivered by 
me to the collector of contains a just and true account 
of all the goods, wares, and merchandise imported by or co!- 
signed to me in the » whereof is master, 
from ; that the said goods, wares, and merchandise were 
not actually bought by me, or by my agent, in the ordinary 
mode of bargain and sale, but that nevertheless the invoice 
which I now produce contains a just and faithful valuation of 
the same, at their actual market value or wholesale price, °' 
the time of exportation to the United States, in the principa! 
markets of the country from whence imported for my account 
(or for account of myself and partners) ; that such actual war 
ket value is the price at which the merchandise described in (Lec 
invoice is freely offered for sale to all purchasers in said mat 
kets and is the price which I would have received and was 
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willing to receive for such merchandise sold in the ordinary 
course of trade in the usual wholesale quantities; that the 
<aid invoice contains also a just and faithful account of all the 
cost of finishing said goods, wares, and merchandise to their 
present condition, and includes and specifies the value of all 
cartons, eases, crates, boxes, sacks, casks, barrels, hogsheads, 
pottles, jars, demijohns, carboys, and other containers or cover- 
ings, whether holding liquids or solids, which are not otherwise 
specially subject to duty under any paragraph of the tariff act, 
and all ether costs and charges incident to placing said goods, 
wares, and merchandise in condition, packed ready for shipment 
to the United States, and no other discount, drawback, or 
bounty but such as has been actually allowed on the said goods, 
wares, and merchandise; that the said invoice and the declara- 
tion thereon are in all respects true, and were made by the per- 
son by whom the same purport to have been made; that I do 
not know nor believe in the existence of any invoice or bill of 
lading other than those now produced by me, and that they are 
in the state in which I actually received them. And I do 
further solemnly and truly declare that I have not in the said 
entry or invoice concealed or suppressed anything whereby the 
United States may be defrauded of any part of the duty law- 
fully due on the said goods, wares, and merchandise; and that 
if at any time hereafter I discover any error in the said invoice, 
or in the account now produced of the said goods, wares, and 
merchandise, or receive any other invoice of the same, I will 
immediately make the same known to the collector of this 
district. 

“*Sec. 6. That any person who shall knowingly make any false 
statement in the declarations provided for in the preceding sec- 
tion, or shall aid or procure the making of any such false state- 
ment as to any matter material thereto, shall, on conviction 
thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding five thousand dol- 
lars, or by imprisonment at hard labor not more than two 
years, or both, in the discretion of the court: Provided, That 
nothing in this section shall be construed to relieve imported 
merchandise from forfeiture by reason of such false statement 
or for any cause elsewhere provided by law. 

“*Sec. 7. That the owner, consignee, or agent of any imported 
merchandise may, at the time when he shall make and verify 
his written entry of such merchandise, but not afterwards, make 
such addition in the entry to or such deduction from the cost 
or value given in the invoice or pro forma invoice or statement 
in form of an invoice, which he shall produce with his entry, 
as in his opinion may raise or lower the same to the actual 
market value or wholesale price of such merchandise at the 
time of exportation to the United States, in the principal mar- 
kets of the country from which the same has been imported; 
and the collecter within whose district any merchandise may be 
imported or entered, whether the same has been actually pur- 
chased or procured otherwise than by purchase, shall cause the 
actual market value or wholesale price of such merchandise to 
be appraised; and if the appraised value of any article of im- 
ported merchandise subject to an ad valorem duty or to a duty 
based upon or regulated in any manner by the value thereof 
shall exceed the value declared in the entry, there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid, in addition to the duties imposed 
by law on such merchandise, an additional duty of one per 
cent of the total appraised value thereof for each one per ceut 
that such appraised value exceeds the value declared in the 
entry: Provided, That the additional duties shall only apply to 
the particular article or articles in each invoice that are so 


undervalued and shall not be imposed upon any article upon | 


which the amount of duty imposed by law on account of the 
appraised value does not exceed the amount of duty that would 
be imposed if the appraised value did not exceed the entered 
value, and shall be limited to seventy-five per cent of the ap- 
praised value of such article or articles. Such additional duties 
shall not be construed to be penal, and shall not be remitted 
hor payment thereof in any way avoided except in cases arising 
from a manifest clerical error, nor shall they be refunded in 


count, nor shall they be subject to the benefit of drawback: 
Provided, That if the appraised value of any merchandise shall 
exceed the value declared in the entry by more than seventy- 
live per cent, except when arising from a manifest clerical error, 
such entry shall be held to be presumptively fraudulent, and 
the collector of customs shall seize such merchandise and pro- 
ceed as in case of forfeiture for violation of the customs laws, 
ind in any legal proceeding other than a criminal prosecution 
that may result from such seizure, the undervaluation as shown 
by the appraisal shall be presumptive evidence of fraud, and 
the burden of proof shall be on the claimant to rebut the same, 
and forfeiture shall be adjudged unless he shall rebut such pre- 
Sumption of fraudulent intent by sufficient evidence. The for- 
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| statement of cost, or of cost of production to the 
case of exportation of the merchandise, or on any other ac- | 
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feiture provided for in this section shall apply to the whole 
of the merchandise or the value thereof in the case or package 
containing the particular article or articles in each invoice 
which are undervalued: Provided further, That all additional 
duties, penalties, or forfeitures applicable to merchandise en- 
tered by a duly certified invoice shall be alike applicable to 
merchandise entered by a pro forma invoice or statement in the 
form of an invoice, and no forfeiture or disability of any kind 
incurred under the provisions of this section shall be remitted 
or mitigated by the Secretary of the Treasury. The duty shall 
not, however, be assessed in any case upon an amount less than 
the entered value. 

“* Sec. 8. That when merchandise entered for customs duty has 
been consigned for sale by or on account of the manufacturer 
thereof, to a person, agent, partner, or consignee in the United 
States, such person, agent, partner, or consignee shall, at the 
time of the entry of such merchandise, present to the collector 
of customs at the port where such entry is made, as a part of 
such entry, and in addition to the certified invoice or statement 
in the form of an invoice required by law, a statement signed 
by such manufacturer, declaring the cost of production of such 
merchandise, such cost to include all the elements of cost as 
stated in section eleven of this act. When merchandise entered 
for customs duty has been consigned for sale by or on account 
of a person other than the manufacturer of such merchandise, 
to a person, agent, partner, or consignee in the United States, 
such person, agent, partner, or consignee shall at the time of 
the entry of such merchandise present to the collector of cus- 
toms at the port where such entry is made, as a part of such 
entry, a statement signed by the consignor thereof, declaring 
that the merchandise was actually purchased by him or for his 
account, and showing the time when, the place where, and from 
whom he purchased the merchandise, and in detail the price he 
paid for the same: Provided, That the statements required by 
this section shall be made in triplicate, and shall bear the at- 
testation of the consular officer of the United States resident 
within the consular district wherein the merchandise was manu- 
factured, if consigned by the manufacturer or for his account, 
or from whence it was imported when consigned by a person 
other than the manufacturer, one copy thereof to be delivered 
to the person making the statement, one copy to be transmitted 
with the triplicate invoice of the merchandise to the collector of 
the port in the United States to which the merchandise is con- 
signed, and the remaining copy to be filed in the consulate. 

“** Sec. 9. That if any consignor, seller, owner, importer, con- 
signee, agent, or other person or persons, shall enter or intro- 
duce, or attempt to enter or intreduce, into the commerce of the 
United States any imported merchandise by means of any fraud: 
ulent or false invoice, affidavit, letter, paper, or by means of any 
false statement, written or verbal, or by means of any false o: 
fraudulent practice or appliance whatsoever, or shall be guilty 
of any willful act or omission by means whereof the United 
States shall or may be deprived of the lawful duties, or any por: 
tion thereof, accruing upon the merchandise, or any portion 
thereof, embraced or referred to in such invoice, affidavit, letter, 
paper, or statement, or affected by such act or omission, such 
merchandise, or the value thereof, to be recovered from such 
person or persons, shall be forfeited, which forfeiture shall only 
apply to the whole of the merchandise or the value thereof in 
the case or package containing the particular article or articles 
of merchandise to which such frau or false paper or statement 
relates; and such person or pers shall, upon conviction, be 
fined for each offense a sum not exc ling five thousand dollars, 
or be imprisoned for a time not exceeding two years, or both, in 
the discretion of the court. 

“*Src. 10. That it shall be the duty of the appraisers of the 
United States, and every of them, and every person who shall 


| act as such appraiser, or of the collector, as the case may be, by 


all reasonable ways and means in his or their power to ascer- 
tain, estimate, and appraise (any invoice or affidavit thereto or 
contrary not- 
withstanding) the actual market value and wholesale price of 
the merchandise at the time of exportation to the United States, 
in the principal markets of the country whence the same has 
been imported, and the number of yards, parcels, or quantities, 
and actual market value or wholesale price of every of them, as 
the case may require. 

“Sec. 11. That when the actual market value. as defined by 
law, of any article of gmported merchandise, wholly or partly 
manufactured and subject to an ad valorem duty. or to a duty 
based in whole or in part on value, can not be ascertained to 
the satisfaction of the appraising officer, such officer shall use 
all available means in his power to ascertain the cost of pro- 
duction of such merchandise at the time of exportation to the 
United States, and at the place of manufacture, such cost of 
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production to include the cost of materials and of fabrication, 
and all general expenses to be estimated at not less than ten per 
cent, covering each and every outlay of whatsoever nature in- 
cident to such production, together with the expense of prepar- 
ing and putting up such merchandise ready for shipment, and 
an addition of not less than eight nor more than fifty per cent upon 
the total cost as thus ascertained; and in no case shall such 
merchandise be appraised upon original appraisal or reap- 
praisement at less than the total cost of production as thus 
ascertained. The actual market value or wholesale price, as de- 
fined by law, of any imported merchandise which is consigned 
for sale in the United States, or which is sold for exportation 
to the United States, and which is not actually sold or freely 
offered for sale in usual wholesale quantities in the open mar- 
ket of the country of exportation to all purchasers, shall not 
in any case be appraised at less than the wholesale price at 
which such or similar imported merchandise is actually sold or 
freely offered for sale in usual wholesale quantities in the 
United States in the open market, due allowance by deduction 
being made fer estimated duties thereon, cost of transportation, 
insurance, and other necessary expenses from the place of ship- 
ment to the place of delivery, and a commission not exceeding 
six per cent, if any has been paid or contracted to be paid on 
consigned goods, or a reasonable allowance for general expenses 
and profits (not to exceed eight per cent) on purchased goods. 

“* Sec, 12, That there shall be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, nine general ap- 
praisers of merchandise. Not more than five of such general 
appraisers shall be appointed from the same political party. 
They shall not be engaged in any other business, avocation, or 
employment. That the office of said general appraisers shall 
be at the port of New York, and three of them shall be on duty 
at that port daily as a board of general appraisers. 

“*All of the general appraisers of merchandise heretofore or 
hereafter appointed under the authority of said act shall hold 
their office during good behavior, but may, after due hearing, 
be removed by the President for the following causes, and no 
other: Neglect of duty, malfeasance in office, or inefficiency. 

“* That hereafter the salary of each of the general appraisers 
of merchandise shall be at the rate of nine thousand dollars 
per annum. 

“<«That the boards of general appraisers and the members 
thereof shall have and possess all the powers of a circuit court 
of the United States in preserving order, compelling the attend- 
ance of witness, and the production of evidence, and in punish- 
ing for contempt. 

‘All notices in writing to collectors of dissatisfaction of any 
decision thereof, as to the rate or amount of duties chargeable 
upon imported merchandise, including all dutiable costs and 
charges, and as to all fees and exactions of whatever character 
(except duties on tonnage), with the invoice and all papers and 
exhibits, shall be forwarded to the board of nine general ap- 
praisers of merchandise at New York to be by rule thereof 
assigned for hearing or determination, or both. The President 
of the United States shall designate one of the board of nine 
general appraisers of merchandise as president of said board 
and others in order to act in his absence. Said general ap- 
praisers of merchandise shall be divided into three boards of 
three members each, to be denominated respectively Board 1, 
Board 2, and Board 3. The president of the board shall assign 
three general appraisers to each of said boards and shall desig- 
nate one member of each of said boards as chairman thereof, 
and such assignment or designation may be by him changed 
from time to time, and he may assign or designate all boards 
of three general appraisers where it is now or heretofore was 
provided by law that such might be assigned or designated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. The president of the board shall 
be competent to sit as a member of any board, or assign one or 
two other members thereto, in the absence or inability of any 
one ore two members of such board. Each of the boards of three 
general appraisers, or a majority thereof, shall have full power 
to hear and determine all cases and questions arising therein 
or assigned thereto; and the general board of nine general 
appraisers, each of the boards of three general appraisers, 
and each of the general appraisers of merchandise, shall have 
all the jurisdiction and powers and proceed as now, heretofore, 
and herein provided. The said board of nine general appraisers 
shall have power to establish from time to time such rules of 
evidence, practice, and procedure not inconsistent with the 
statutes as may be deemed necessary for the conduct and uni- 
formity of its proceedings and decisions and the proceedings and 
decisions of the boards of three thereof; and for the production, 
care, and custody of samples and records of said board. The 
president of the board shall have control of the fiscal affairs and 
the clerical force of the board, make all recommendations for 
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appointment, promotion, and otherwise affecting said clericg) 
force; he may at any time before trial under the rules of saig 
board assign or reassign any case for hearing, determination, or 
both, and shall designate a general appraiser or a board of gen. 
eral appraisers, and, if necessary, a clerk thereto, to proceed to 
‘any port within the jurisdiction of the United States for the 
purpose of hearing, or determining if authorized by law, causes 
assigned for hearing at such port, and shall cause to be prepared 
and duly promulgated dockets therefor. No member of any of 
said boards shall sit to hear or decide any case on appeal in the 
decision of which he may have previously participated. The 
board of three general appraisers, or a majority of them, who 
decided the case, may, upon motion of either party made within 
thirty days next after their decision, grant a rehearing or retria] 
of said case when in their opinion the ends of justice may re- 
quire it. 

“* Sec. 13. That the appraiser shall revise and correct the re- 
ports of the assistant appraisers as he may judge per, and 
the appraiser, or, at ports where there is no appraiser, the 
person acting as such, shall report to the collector his decision 
as to the value of the merchandise appraised. At ports where 
there is no appraiser the certificate of the customs officer to 
whom is committed the estimating and collection of duties, of 
the dutiable value of any merchandise required to be appraised, 
shall be deemed and taken to be the appraisement of such mer- 
chandise. If the collector shall deem the appraisement of any 
imported merchandise too low, he may, within sixty days 
thereafter, appeal to reappraisement, which shall be made by 
one of the general appraisers, or if the importer, owner, agent, 
or consignee of such merchandise shall be dissatisfied with the 
appraisement thereof, and shall have complied with the re- 
quirements of law with respect to the entry and appraisement 
of merchandise, he may, within ten days thereafter, give notic« 
to the collector, in writing, of such dissatisfaction. The deci. 
sion of the general appraiser in cases of reappraisement shal! 
be final and conclusive as to the dutiable value of such mer. 
chandise against all parties interested therein, unless the im- 
porter, owner, consignee, or agent of the merchandise shall! be 
dissatisfied with such decision, and shall, within five days 
thereafter, give notice to the collector, in writing, of such dis. 
satisfaction, or unless the collector shall deem the reappruaise- 
ment of the merchandise too low, and shall within ten days 
thereafter appeal to re-reappraisement; in either case the col- 
lector shall transmit the invoice and all the papers appertain- 
ing thereto to the board of nine general appraisers, to be by 
rule thereof duly assigned for determination. In such cases 
the general appraiser and boards of general appraisers shal! 
proceed by all reasonable ways and means in their power to 
ascertain, estimate, and determine the dutiable value of the 
imported merchandise, and in so doing may exercise both judi- 
cial and inquisitorial functions. In such cases hearings may 
in the discretion of the general appraiser or Board of General 
Appraisers before whom the case is pending be open and in the 
presence of the importer or his attorney and any duly author- 
ized representative of the Government, who may in like discre- 
tion examine and cross-examine all witnesses produced. The 
decision of the appraiser, or the person acting as such, in case 
where no objection is made thereto, either by the collector or by 
the importer, owner, consignee, or agent, or the single general 
appraiser in case of no appeal, or of the board of three genera! 
appraisers, in all reappraisement cases, shall be final and con- 
elusive against all parties and shall not be subject to review in 
any manner for any cause in any tribunal or court, and the 
collector, or the person acting as such, shall ascertain, fix, 
and liquidate the rate and amount of the duties to be paid on 
such merchandise, and the dutiable costs and charges thereon, 
according to law. 

“* Spo. 14. That the decision of the collector as to the rate and 
amount of duties chargeable upon imported merchandise, inc|d- 
ing all dutiable costs and charges, and as to all fees and ex- 
actions of whatever character (except duties on tonnage), shal! 
be final and conclusive against all persons interested thercin, 
unless the owner, importer, consignee, or agent of such mer- 
chandise, or the person paying such fees, charges, and ex:c- 
tions other than duties, shall, within fifteen days after but not 
before such ascertainment and liquidation of duties, as we!l 
in cases of merchandise entered in bond as for consumption, or 
within fifteen days after the payment of such fees, charges, 1nd 
exactions, if dissatisfied with such decision, give notice in 
writing to the collector, setting forth therein distinctly and 
specifically, and in respect to each entry or payment, the re- 
sons for his objections thereto, and if the merchandise is «- 
tered for consumption shall pay the full amount of the duties 
and charges ascertained to be due thereon. Upon such notice 
and payment the collector shall transmit the invoice and al! 
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the papers and exhibits connected therewith to the board of 
nine general appraisers, for due assignment and determination 
as hereinbefore provided; such determination shall be final and 
conclusive upon all persons interested therein, and the record 
shall be transmitted to the proper collector or person acting 
as such, who shall liquidate the entry accordingly, except in 
eases where an application shall be filed in the United States 
court of customs appeals within the time and in the manner 
provided for in this act. 

‘Sec. 15. That the general appraisers, or any of them, are 
hereby authorized to administer oaths, and said general ap- 
praisers, the beards of general appraisers, the local appraisers 
or the collectors, as the case may be, may cite to appear before 
them, and examine upon oath any owner, importer, agent, con- 
signee, or other person touching any matter or thing which 
they, or either of them, may deem material respecting any 
imported merchandise, in ascertaining the dutiable value or 
classification thereof; and they, or either of them, may require 
the production of any letters, accounts, or invoices relating to 
said merchandise, and may require such testimony to be reduced 
io writing, and when so taken it shall be filed in the office of 
the collector, and preserved for use or reference until the final 
decision of the collector or said board of appraisers shall be 
made respecting the valuation or classification of said merchan- 
dise, as the case may be. 

‘Sec. 16. That if any person so cited to appear shall neglect 
or refuse to attend, or shall decline to answer, or shall refuse 
to answer in writing any interrogatories, and subscribe his 
name to his deposition, or to produce such papers when so re- 
quired by a general appraiser, or a board of general appraisers, 
or a local appraiser of a collector, he shall be liable to a pen- 
alty of one hundred dollars; and if such person be the owner, 
importer, or consignee, the appraisement which the general 
appraiser, or board of general appraisers, or local appraiser or 
collector, where there is no appraiser, may make of the mer- 
chandise shall be final and conclusive; and any person who 
shall willfully and corruptly swear falsely on an examination 
before any general appraiser, or board of general appraisers, 
or local appraiser or collector, shall be deemed guilty of per- 
jury; and if he is the owner, importer, or consignee, the mer- 
chandise shall be forfeited. 

‘Sec. 17. That all decisions of the general appraisers and of 
the boards of general appraisers, respecting values and rates of 
duty shall be preserved and filed, and shall be open to inspec- 
tion under proper regulations to be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. All decisions of the general appraisers 
shall be reported forthwith to the Secretary of the Treasury and 
to the board of general appraisers cn duty at the port of New 
York, and the report to the board shall be accompanied, when- 
ever practicable, by samples of the merchandise in question, and 
it shall be the duty of the said board, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to cause an abstract to be made and 
published of such decisions of the appraisers as they may deem 
important, and of the decisions of each of the general appraisers 


general description of the merchandise in question, and of the 


value and rate of duty fixed in each case, with reference, when- | 


ever practicable, by number and other designation, to samples 
deposited in the place of samples at New York, and such ab- 
stract shall be issued from time * time, at least once in each 
week, for the information of customs officers and the public. 
“*Sec. 18. That whenever imported merchandise is subject to 
an ad valorem rate of duty, or to a duty based upon or regulated 
in any manner by the value thereof, the duty shall be assessed 
upon the actual market value or wholesale price thereof, at the 
time of exportation to the United States, in the principal mar- 
kets of the country from whence exported; that such actual 
market value shall be held to be the price at which such mer- 
chandise is freely offered for sale to all purchasers in said mar- 
kets, in the usual wholesale quantities, and the price which the 
manufacturer or owner would have received, and was willing to 
receive, for such merchandise when sold in the ordinary course 
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and boards of general appraisers, which abstract shall contain a | 





| porters thereof at such place within the port of arrival as the 


of trade in the usual wholesale quantities, including the value of | 


all cartons, cases, crates, boxes, sacks, casks, barrels, hogsheads, 
bottles, jars, demijohns, carboys, and other containers or cover- 
ings, whether holding liquids or solids, and all other costs, charges, 


ind expenses incident to placing the merchandise in condition, | 


packed ready for shipment to the United States, and if there be 
used for covering or holding imported merchandise, whether 
dutiable or free, any unusual article or form designed for use 
otherwise than in the bona fide transportation of such merchan- 
dise to the United States, additional duty shall be levied and col- 
lected upon such material or article at the rate to which the 
Same would be subjected if separately imported. That the 
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whenever used in this act, or in any law relating to the ap- 
praisement of imported merchandise, shall be construed to be 
the actual market value or wholesale price of such, or similar 
merchandise comparable in value therewith, as defined in this 
act. 

“* Sec. 19. Any merchandise deposited in any public or pri- 
vate bonded warehouse may be withdrawn for consumption 
within three years from the date of original importation, on 
payment of the duties and charges to which it may be subject 
by law at the time of such withdrawal: Provided, That nothing 
herein shall affect or impair existing provisions of law in re- 
gard to the disposal of perishable or explosive articles. 

“* Sec. 20. That in all suits or informations brought where 
any seizure has been made pursuant to any act providing for or 
regulating the collection of duties on imports or tonnage, if the 
property is claimed by any person, the burden of proof shall 
lie upon such claimant: Provided, That probable cause is shown 
for such prosecution, to be judged of by the court. 

“ “Sec. 21. That all fees exacted and oaths administered by 
officers of the customs, except as provided in this act, under or 
by virtue of existing iaws of the United States, upon the entry 
of imported goods and the passing thereof through the customs, 
and also upon all entries of domestic goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise for exportation, be, and the same are hereby, abol- 
ished; and in case of entry of merchandise for exportation, a 
declaration, in lieu of an oath, shall be filed, in such form and 
under such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury; and the penalties provided in the sixth s 
of this act for false statements in such declaration shall be 
applicable to declarations made under this section: Provide 
That where such fees, under existing laws, constitute, in wh« 
or in part, the compensation of any officer, such officer 
ceive, from and after the passage of this act, a fixed sum for 
each year equal to the amount which he would have been en- 
titled to receive as fees for such services during said year. 

** Sec. 22. No allowance shall be made in the estimation and 
liquidation of duties for shortage or nonimportation caused by 
decay, destruction, or injury to fruit or other perishable arti- 
cles imported into the United States whereby their commercial 
value has been destroyed, unless under regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. Proof to ascertain such 
destruction or nonimportation shall be lodged with the collector 
of customs of the port where such merchandise has 
landed, or the person acting as such, within ten days after the 
landing of such merchandise. The provisions hereof shall 
apply whether or not the merchandise has been entered, and 
whether or not the duties have been paid or secured to be paid, 
and whether or not a permit of delivery has been granted to 
the owner or consignee. Nor shall any allowance be made fo 
damage, but the importers may within ten days after entry 
abandon to the United States all or any portion of goods, wares, 
or merchandise of every description inclnded in any invoice and 
be relieved from the payment of duties on the portion so 
That the portion so abandoned shall 
amount to ten per cent or more of the total value or quantity 
of the inveice. The right of abandonment herein provided for 
may be exercised whether the goods, wares, or merchandise 
have been damaged or not, or whether or not the same have 
any commercial value: Provided further, That section twenty 
eight hundred and ninety-nine of the Revised Statutes, relating 
to the return of packages unopened for 
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appraisement, shall in 


| no wise prohibit the right of importers to make all needful ex 


aminations to determine whether the right to abandon accru 
or whether by reason of total destruction there is a nonimport; 
tion in whole or in part. All merchandise abandoned to the 
Government by the importers shall be delivered by the 


chief officer of customs may direct; and on the failure of the im 
porters to comply with the direction of the collector or 
chief officer of customs, as the case may be, thy 
merchandise shall be disposed of by the customs 
under such regulations as the Secretary of 
prescribe, at the expense of such importers. 
fruit er perishable goods have been condemned at the port 
of original entry within ten days after landing, by health offi- 
cers or other legally constituted authorities, the importers or 
their agents shall, within twenty-four hours after such con- 
demnation, lodge with the collector, or the person acting as 
collector, of said port, notice thereof in writing, together with 
an invoice description and the quantity of the articles con- 
demned, their location, and the name of the vessel in which im- 
ported. Upon receipt of said notice the collector, or person 
acting as collector, shall at once cause an investigation and a 
report to be made in writing by at least two customs officers 


aband: 


authoritic 
the Treasury may 


words “ value,” or “ actual market value,” or “wholesale price,” | touching the identity and quantity of fruit or perishable goods 


Where imported 
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condemned; and unless proof to ascertain the shortage or non- 
importation of fruit or perishable goods shall have been lodged 
as herein required, or if the importer or his agent fails to notify 
the collector of such condemnation proceedings as herein pro- 


vided, proof of such shortage or nonimportation shall not be 
decined established and no allowance shall be made in the 
liquidation of duties chargeable thereon. 

* Sec. 23. That whenever it shall be shown to the satisfaction 
















































of the Secretary of the Treasury that, in any case of unascer- 
tained or estimated duties, or payments made upon appeal, 
more money has been paid to or deposited with a collector of 
customs than, as has been ascertained by final liquidation 
thereof, the law required to be paid or deposited, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shali direct the Treasurer to refund and pay the 
same out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. The necessary moneys therefor are hereby appro- 
priated, and this appropriation shall be deemed a permanent 
indefinite appropriation; and the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized to correct manifest clerical errors in any 
entry or liquidation, for or against the United States, at any 
time within one year of the date of such entry, but not after- 
wards: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, in 
his annual report to Congress, give a detailed statement of the 
various sums of money refunded under the provisions of this 
act or of any other act of Congress relating to the revenue, 
together with copies of the rulings under which repayments 
were nade. 

* * Sec, 24. That 
no collector or other officer of the customs shall be in any way 
liable to any owner, importer, consignee, or agent of any mer- 
chandise, or any other person, for or on account of any rulings 
or decisions as to the classification of said merchandise or the 


or duties on or on account of said merchandise, or any other 
maiter or thing as to which said owner, importer, consignee, 
or agent of such merchandise might, under this act, be entitled 


from any board of appraisers provided for in this act. 

‘Sec. 25. That any person who shall give, or offer to give, or 
promise to give, any money or thing of value, directly or in- 
directly, to any officer or employee of the United States in con- 
sideration of or for any act or emission contrary to law in con- 
nection with or pertaining to the importation, appraisement, 


dise, including herein any ba 
| entry thereof, or shall by threats or demands or promises of 
any character attempt to improperly influence or control any 
such officer or employee of the United States as to the per- 
formance of his official duties shall, on conviction thereof, be 
fined not exceeding two thousand dollars, or be imprisoned at 
hard Jabor not more than one year, or both, in the discretion 
of the court; and evidence of such giving, or offering, or prom- 
ising to give, satisfactory to the court in which such trial is 
had, shall be regarded as prima facie evidence that such giving 
or offering or promising was contrary to law, and shall put 
upon the accused the burden of proving that such act was inno- 
cent and not done with an unlawful intention. 

** Sec, 26. That any officer or employee of the United States 
who shall, excepting for lawful duties or fees, solicit, demand, 
exact, or receive from any person, directly or indirectly, any 
money or thing of value in connection with or pertaining to 
the importation, appraisement, entry, examination, or inspection 
of goods, wares, or merchandise, including herein any baggage 
or liquidation of the entry thereof, on conviction thereof shall 
be fined not exceeding five thousand dollars or be imprisoned 
at hard labor not more than two years, or both, in the discretion 
of the court; and evidence of such soliciting, demanding, exact- 
ing, or receiving, satisfactory to the court in which such trial 
is had, shall be regarded as prima facie evidence that such 
soliciting, demanding, exacting, or receiving was contrary to 
law, and shall put upon the accused the burden of proving that 
such act was innocent and not with an unlawful intention. 

“*Sec, 27. That any baggage or personal effects arriving in 
the United States in transit to any foreign country may be de- 
livered by the parties having it in charge to the collector of the 
proper district, to be by him retained, without the payment or 
exaction of any import duty, or to be forwarded by such’ col- 
lector to the collector of the port of Geparture and to be deliv- 
ered to such parties on their departure for their foreign destina- 
tion, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of- the 
Treasury may prescribe. 

“* Sec, 28. That sections twenty-six hundred and eight, twenty- 

, eight hundred and thirty-eight, twenty-eight hundred and thirty- 
nine, twenty-eight hundred and forty-one, twenty-eight hun- 
dred and forty-three, twenty-eight hundred and forty-five, 





from and after the taking effect of this act, | 


duties charged thereon, or the collection of any dues, charges, | a 
| or changed, modified, or repealed by this act may be prosecuted 


to appeal from the decision of said collector or other officer, or | 


entry, examination, or inspection of goods, wares, or merchan- | 
ggage, or of the liquidation of the | 
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| or committed prior to the passage of this act, may be co 
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twenty-eight hundred and fifty-three, twenty-eight hundred anq 
fifty-four, twenty-eight hundred and fifty-six, twenty-eight hyp. 
dred and fifty-eight, twenty-eight hundred and sixty, twenty. 
nine hundred, twenty-nine hundred and two, twenty-nine hu) 
dred 


and five, twenty-nine hundred and seven, twenty-nine 
hundred and eight, twenty-nine hundred and nine, twenty-nine 
hundred and twenty-two, twenty-nine hundred and twenty 

three, twenty-nine hundred and twenty-four, twenty-nine hy). 
dred and twenty-seven, twenty-nine hundred and twenty-nine. 
twenty-nine hundred and thirty, twenty-nine hundred and thirty- 
one, twenty-nine hundred and thirty-two, twenty-nine hundred 
and forty-three, twenty-nine hundred and forty-five, twenty-nine 
hundred and fifty-two, three thousand and eleven, three tho. 
sand and twelve, three thousand and twelve and one-half, threo 
thousand and thirteen, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, be, and the same are hereby, repealed, and sections nine. 
ten, eleven, twelve, fourteen, and sixteen of an act entitled 
“An act to amend the customs-revenue laws and to repeal moi: 

ties,” approved June twenty-second, eighteen hundred and sey- 
enty-four, and sections seven, eight, and nine of the act entitled 
“An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for other pu 

poses,” approved March third, eighteen hundred and eight, 

three, and all other acts and parts of acts inconsistent with tho 
provisions of this act, are hereby repealed, but the repeal of 
existing laws or modifications thereof embraced in this act shal! 
not affect any act done, or any right accruing or accrued, 0) 
any suit or proceeding had or commenced in any civil cause 
before the said repeal or modifications; but all rights and 
liabilities under said laws shall continue and may be enforced ji, 
the same manner, except as otherwise provided in this act, as 
if said repeal or modifications had not been made. Any offeises 
committed, and all penalties or forfeitures or liabilities incurred 
prior to the passage of this act under any statute embraced in 


and punished in the same manner and with the same effect as 
if this act had not been passed. All acts of limitation, whether 
applicable to civil causes and proceedings or to the prosecution 
of offenses or for the recovery of penalties or forfeitures em- 
braced in or modified, changed, or repealed by this act, sha)! 
not be affected thereby; and all suits, proceedings, or prosecu 
tions, whether civil or criminal, for causes arising or acts done 
i 

menced and prosecuted, except as otherwise provided in this act. 
within the same time and with the same effect as if this act had 
not been passed: And provided further, That nothing in this 
act shall be construed to repeal the provisions of section three 
thousand and fifty-eight of the Revised Statutes as amended 
by the act approved February twenty-third, eighteen hundred 
and eighty-seven, in respect to the abandonment of merchandise 
to underwriters or the salvors of property, and the ascertain- 
ment of duties thereon. 

“* Sec, 29. That a United States court of customs appeals is 
hereby created, and said court shall consist-of a presiding judge 
and four associate judges appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, each of whom shall receive 
a salary of ten thousand dollars per annum. It shall be a court 
of record, with jur: .iction as hereinafter established and limited. 

“* Said court shall prescribe the form and style of its seal and 
the form of its writs and other process and procedure and exer- 
cise such powers conferred by law as may be conformable and 
necessary to the exercise of its jurisdiction. It shall have the 
services of a marshal, with the same duties and powers, under 
the regulations of the court, as are now provided for the mir 
shal of the Supreme Court of the United States, so far as the 
same may be applicable. Said services within the District of 
Columbia shall be performed by a marshal at a salary of tliree 
thousand dollars per annum, to be appointed by and hold office 
during the pleasure of said court; said services outside the 
District of Columbia to be performed by the United States mir- 
shals in and for the districts where sessions of said court may 
be held, and to this end said marshals shall.be the marshals of 
said court of customs appeals. The court shall appoint a clerk, 
whose office shall be in the city of Washington, D. C., and who 


| shall perform and exercise the same duties and powers in regard 


to all matters within the jurisdiction of said court as are how 
exercised and performed by the clerk of the Supreme Court 0! 
the United States, so far as the same may be applicable. Thc 
salary of the clerk shall be four thousand dollars per annul, 
which sum shall be in full payment for all service rendered |) 
such clerk, and all fees of any kind whatever, and all costs, 
shall be by him turned into the United States Treasury. Sail 
clerk shall not be appointed by the court or any judge thereo! 
as a commissioner, master, receiver, or referee. The costs ani 
fees in the said court shall be fixed and established by said court 
in a table of fees to be adopted and approved by the Supreme 
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Court of the United States within four months after the organi- 
gation of said court: Provided, That the costs and fees so fixed 
shall not, with respect to any item, exceed the costs and fees 
charged in the Supreme Court of the United States; and the 
same ‘shall be expended, accounted for, and paid over to the 
Treasury of the United States. The court shall have power 
to establish all rules and regulations for the conduct of the busi- 
ness of the court and as may be needful for the uniformity of 
decisions Within its jurisdiction as conferred by law. 

“* The said court of customs appeals shall always be open for 
the transaction of business, and the sessions thereof may, in the 
discretion of the court, be held by the said court, in the several 
judicial cireuits, and at such places as said court may from time 
to time designate. 

“*The presiding judge of said court shall be so designated 
in order of appointment and in the commission issued him by 
the President, and the associate judges shall have precedence 
according to the date of their commissions. Any three of the 
members of said court shall constitute a quorum, and the con- 
currence of three members of said court shall be necessary to 
any decision thereof. 

“*The said court shall organize and open for the transaction 
of business in the city of Washington, D. C., within ninety days 
after the judges, or a majority of them, shall have qualified. 

“‘After the organization of said court no appeal shall be taken 
or allowed from any Board of United States General Appraisers 
toany other court, and no appellate jurisdiction shall thereafter 
be exercised or allowed by any other courts in cases decided by 
said Board of United States General Appraisers; but all appeals 
allowed by law from such Board of General Appraisers shall be 
subject to review only in the court of customs appeals hereby 
established, according to the provisions of this act: Provided, 
That nothing in this act shall be deemed to deprive the Supreme 
Court of the United States of jurisdiction to hear and determine 
all customs cases which have heretofore been certified to said 
court from the United States circuit courts of appeals on appli- 
cations for writs of certiorari or otherwise, not to review by 
writ of certiorari any customs case heretofore decided or now 
pending and hereafter decided by any circuit court of appeals, 
provided application for said writ be made within six months 
after the passage of this act: And provided further, That all 
customs cases heretofore decided by a circuit or district court of 
the United States or a court of a Territory of the United States 
and which have not been removed from said courts by appeal or 
writ of error, and all such cases heretofore submitted for deci- 
sion in said courts and remaining undecided may be reviewed on 
appeal at the instance of either party by the United States court 
of customs appeals, provided such appeal be taken within one 
year from the date of the entry of the order, judgment, or decree 
sought to be reviewed. 

“*The court of customs appeals established by this act shall 
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exercise exclusive appellate jurisdiction to review by appeal, as | 


provided by this act, final decisions by a board of general ap- 
praisers in all cases as to the construction of the law and the 
facts respecting the classification of merchandise and the rate 
of duty imposed thereon under such classification, and the fees 
and charges connected therewith, and all appealable questions 
as to the jurisdiction of said board, and all appealable questions 


as to the laws and regulations governing the collection of the 


customs revenues; and the judgment or decrees of said court 
of customs appeals shall be final in all such cases. 

““Any judge who, in pursuance of the provisions of this 
act, shall attend a session of the court of customs appeals 
held at any place other than the city of Washington, D. C., 
shall be paid, upon his written and itemized certificate, by 
the marshal of the district in which the court shall be held, 
his actual and necessary expenses incurred for travel and at- 
tendance, and the actual and necessary expenses of one steno- 
graphic clerk who may accompany him, and such payments 
shall be allowed the marshal in the statement of his accounts 
with the United States. 

““'The marshal of said court for the District of Columbia and 
the marshals of the several districts in which said court of 
customs appeals may be held shall, under the direction of the 
Attorney-General of the United States and with his approval, 
provide such rooms in the public buildings of the United States 
a8 may be necessary for said court: Provided, however, That in 
case proper rooms can not be provided in such buildings, then 
the said marshals, with the approval of the Attorney-General 
f the United States, may, from time to time, lease such rooms 
aS may be necessary for said court. The bailiffs and messen- 
sers of said court shall be allowed the same compensation for 
their respective services as are allowed for similar services in 
the existing circuit courts; and in no case shall said marshals 
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circuit courts of appeals, circuit courts, or district eourts, or 
other public officers, except where such can not, by reason of 
actual occupancy or use, be occupied or used by said court of 
customs appeals. 

“* If the importer, owner, consignee, or agent of any imported 
merchandise, or the collector or Secretary of the Treasury, shall 
be dissatisfied with the decision of the Board of General Ap 
praisers as to the construction of the law and the facts respect 
ing the classification of such merchandise and the rate of duty 
imposed thereon under such classification, or with any other 
appealable decision of said board, they, or either of them, may, 
within sixty days next after the entry of such decree or judg- 
ment, and not afterwards, apply to the court of customs a) 
peals for a review of the questions of law and fact involved in 
such decision: Provided, That in Alaska and in the insular and 
other outside possessions of the United States ninety days shall 
be allowed for making such application to the court of customs 
appeals. Such application shall be made by filing in the offic: 
of the clerk of said court a concise statement of errors of law 
and fact complained of, and a copy of said statement shall be 
served on the collector, or on the importer, owner, consignee, or 
agent, as the case may be. Thereupon the court shall imme- 
diately order the Beard of General Appraisers to transmit to 
said court the record and evidence taken by them, together with 
the certified statement of the facts involved in the case and 
their decision thereon; and all the evidence taken by and before 
said board shall be competent evidence before said court of cus 
toms appeals. The decision of said court of customs appeals 
shall be final, and such cause shall be remanded to said Board 
of General Appraisers for further proceedings to be taken in 
pursuance of such determination. 

“* Immediately upon the organization of the court of customs 
appeals all cases within the jurisdiction of that court pending 
and not submitted for decision in any ef the United States cir- 
cuit courts of appeals, United States circuit, territorial, or dis- 
trict courts, shall, with the record and samples therein, be 
certified by said courts to said court of customs appeals for 
further proceedings in accordance herewith: Provided, That 
where orders for the taking of further testimony before a ref- 
eree have been made in any of such cases, the taking of such 
testimony shall be completed before such certification. 

“<«That in case of a vacancy or the temporary inability or dis- 
qualification for any reason of one or two judges of said court 
of customs appeals, the President of the United States may, 
upon the request of the presiding judge of said court, designate 
any qualified United States circuit or district judge or judges to 
act in his or their place, and such United States judge or judges 
shall be duly qualified to so act 

““*Said court of customs appeals shall have power to review 


any decision or matter within its jurisdiction and may affirm, 
modify, or reverse the same and remand the case with such 
orders as may seem to it proper in the premises, which shal! be 


executed accordingly. 

“*Tmmediately upon receipt of any record transmitted to said 
court for determination the clerk thereof shall place the same 
upon the calendar for hearing and submission ; 
dar shall be called and all cases thereupon submitted, except 
for good cause shown, at least once every sixty days. 

“* Tn addition to the clerk of said court the court may appoint 
an assistant clerk at a salary of two thousand five hundred 
dollars per annum, five stenographic clerks at a salary of two 
thousand four hundred dollars per annum each, and one stem 
graphic reporter at a salary of two thousand five hundred do 
lars per annum, and a messenger at a salary of nine hundred 
dollars per annum, all payable in equal monthly installments, 
and all of whom, including the clerk, shall hold office during the 
pleasure of and perform such duties as are assigned them by 
the court. Said reporter shall prepare and transmit to the 
Secretary of the Treasury once a week in time for publication 
in the Treasury Decisions copies of all decisions rendered to 
that date by said court, and prepare and transmit, under the 
direction of said court, at least once a year, reports of said de 
cisions rendered to that date, constituting a volume, which shall 
be printed by the Treasury Department in such numbers and 
distributed or sold in such manner as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall direct. The marshal of said court for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia is hereby authorized to purchase, under the 
direction of the presiding judge, such books, periodicals, and 
stationery as may be necessary for the use of said court, and 
such expenditures shall be allowed and paid by the Secretary 
of the Treasury upon claim duly made and approved by said 
presiding judge. , 

“* See. 30. That there shall be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, an Assistant 


and such calen 


secure other rooms than those regularly occupied by existing | Attorney-General, who shall exercise the functions of his office 
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under the supervision and control of the Attorney-General of 
the United States, and who shall be paid a salary of ten thou- 
sand dollars per annum; and there shall also be appointed by 
the Attorney-General of the United States a Deputy Assistant 
Attorney-General, who shall be paid a salary of seven thousand 
five hundred dollars per annum, and four attorneys, who shall 
be paid salaries of five thousand dollars per an:um each. Said 
attorneys shall act under the immediate direction of said As- 
sistant Attorney-General, or, in case of his absence or a vacancy 
in his office, under the direction of said Deputy Assistant At- 
torney-General, and said Assistant Attorney-General, Deputy 
Assistant Attorney-General, and attorneys shall have charge of 
the interests of the Government in all matters of reappraise- 
ment and classification of imported goods and of all litigation 
incident thereto, and shall represent the Government in all the 
courts and before all tribunals wherein the interests of the Goy- 
ernment require such representation. 

‘But the Attorney-General may, whenever in his opinion the 
public interest requires it, employ and retain, in the name of 
the United States, such special attorneys and counselors at law 
in the conduct of customs cases as he may think necessary to 
assist said Assistant Attorney-General in the discharge of any 
of the duties incumbent upon him and his said subordinates, 
and shall stipulate with such attorneys and counsel the amount 
of compensation and shall have supervision of their conduct 
and proceedings.’ ” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 817: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 817, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, and number and 
insert the same as section 29 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 818: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 818, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“Sec. 30. That section thirty-three hundred and sixty-two 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“* Sec, 3362. All manufactured tobacco shall be put up and 
prepared by the manufacturer for sale, or removal for sale or 
consumption, in packages of the following description and in 
no other manner: 

**All smoking tobacco, snuff, fine-cut chewing tobacco, all cut 
and granulated tobacco, all shorts, the refuse of fine-cut chew- 
ing, which has passed through a riddle of thirty-six meshes to 
the square inch, and all refuse, scraps, clippings, cuttings, and 
sweepings of tobacco, and all other kinds of tobacco not other- 
wise provided for, in packages containing one-half ounce, three- 
fourths of an ounce, and further packages with a difference be- 
tween each package and the one next smaller of one-fourth of 
an ounce up to and including four ounces, and packages of six 
ounces, seven ounces, eight ounces, ten ounces, twelve ounces, 
fourteen ounces, and sixteen ounces: Provided, That snuff may, 
at the option of the manufacturer, be put up in bladders and 
in jars containing not exceeding twenty pounds. 

* “All cavendish, plug, and twist tobacco, in wooden packages 
not exceeding two hundred pounds net weight. 

*“*And every such wooden package shall have printed or 
marked thereon the manufacturer’s name and place of manu- 
facture, the registered number of the manufactory, and the 
gross weight, the tare, and the net weight of the tobacco in each 
package: Provided, That these limitations and descriptions of 
packages shall not apply to tobacco and snuff transported in 
bond for exportation and actually exported: And provided 
further, That perique tobacco, snuff flour, fine-cut shorts, the 
refuse of fine-cut chewing tobacco, refuse scraps, clippings, cut- 
tings, and sweepings of tobacco, may be sold in bulk as ma- 
terial, and without the payment of tax, by one manufacturer 
directly to another manufacturer, or for export, under such 
restrictions, rules, and regulations as the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue may prescribe: And provided further, That 
wood, metal, paper, or other materials may be used separately 
or in combination for packing tobacco, snuff, and cigars, under 
such regulations as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may 
establish.’ 

“Sec, 31. That section thirty-three hundred and sixty-eight 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“* Sec, 8868. Upon tobacco and snuff manufactured and sold, 
or removed for consumption or use, there shall be levied and 
collected the following taxes: 

“*On snuff, manufactured of tobacco or any substitute for 
tobacco, ground, dry, damp, pickled, scented or otherwise, of 
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all descriptions, when prepared for use, a tax of eight cents per 
pound. And snuff flour, when sold, or removed for use or cop. 
sumption, shall be taxed as snuff, and shall be put up in pack- 
ages and stamped in the same manner as snuff. 

“*On all chewing and smoking tobacco, fine-cut, cavendish, 
plug, or twist, cut or granulated, of every description; on to- 
bacco twisted by hand or reduced into a condition to be cop- 
sumed, or in any manner other than the ordinary mode of 
drying and curing, prepared for sale or consumption, even if 
prepared without the use of any machine or instrument, and 
without being pressed or sweetened; and on all fine-cut shorts 
and refuse scraps, clippings, cuttings, and sweepings of tobacco, 
a tax of eight cents per pound.’ 

“ Sec. 32. That section thirty-three hundred and ninety-two of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by sec- 
tion thirty-two of the act of October first, eighteen hundred 
and ninety, be amended to read as follows: 

“* Sec. 3892. All cigars weighing more than three pounds per 
thousand shall be packed in boxes not before used for that pur- 
pose, containing, respectively, five, ten, twelve, thirteen, twenty- 
five, fifty, one hundred, two hundred, two hundred and fifty, or 
five hundred cigars each; and every person who sells, or offers 
for sale, or delivers, or offers to deliver, any cigars in any 
other form than in new boxes as above described, or who packs 
in any box any cigars in excess of or less than the number pro- 
vided by law to be put in each box, respectively, or who falsely 
brands any box, or affixes a stamp on any box denoting a less 
amount of tax than that required by law, shall be fined for 
each offense not more than one thousand dollars, and be im- 
prisoned not more than two years: Provided, That nothing in 
this section shall be construed as preventing the sale of cigars 
at retail by retail dealers from boxes packed, stamped, and 
branded in the manner prescribed by law: And provided fur- 
ther, That every manufacturer of cigarettes shall put up al! 
the cigarettes that he manufactures or has manufactured for 
him and sells or removes for consumption or use, in packages 
or parcels containing five, eight, ten, fifteen, twenty, fifty, or 
one hundred cigarettes each, and shall securely affix to each 
of said packages or parcels a suitable stamp denoting the tax 
thereon, and shall properly cancel the same prior to such sale 
or removal for consumption or use, under such regulations as 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall prescribe; and al! 
cigarettes imported from a foreign country shall be packed, 
stamped, and the stamps canceled in like manner, in addition 
to the import stamp indicating inspection of the custom-house 
before they are withdrawn therefrom.’ 

“Sec. 38. That section thirty-three hundred and ninety-fom 
of the Revised Statutes of the.United States, as amended, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“* Sec. 3894. Upon cigars and cigarettes which shall be man 
ufactured and sold, or removed for consumption or sale, there 
shall be assessed and collected the following taxes, to be paid 
by the manufacturer thereof: On cigars of all descriptions made 
from tobacco or any substitute therefor and weighing more than 
three pounds per thousand, three dollars per thousand; on 
cigars, made of tobacco, or any substitute therefor, and weig)- 
ing not more than three pounds per thousand, seventy-five cents 
per thousand; on cigarettes, made of tobacco, or any substitute 
therefor, and weighing more than three pounds per thousand, 
three dollars and sixty cents per thousand; on cigarettes, made 
of tobacco, or any substitute therefor, and weighing not more 
than three pounds per thousand, one dollar and twenty-five 
cents per thousand: Provided, That all rolls of tobacco, or any 
substitute therefor, wrapped with tobacco, shall be classed as 
cigars; and all rolls of tobacco, or any substitute therefor, 
wrapped in paper or any substance other than tobacco, shall b 
classed as cigarettes. 

**And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall provide dies and 
stamps for cigars weighing not more than three pounds per 
thousand; and for cigarettes at the rates of tax imposed by 
this section: Provided, That such stamps shall be in denomin: 
tions of five, eight, ten, fifteen, twenty, fifty, and one hundred: 
and the laws and regulations governing the packing and re- 
moval for sale of cigarettes, and the affixing and canceling of 
the stamps on the packages thereof, shall apply to cigars weigh- 
ing not more than three pounds per thousand. 

“*No packages of manufactured tobacco, snuff, cigars, or 
cigarettes, prescribed by law, shall be permitted to have packe« 
in, or attached to, or connected with, them, nor affixed to. 
branded, stamped, marked, written, or printed upon them, avy 
paper, certificate, or instrument purporting to be or represe! 
a ticket, chance, share, or interest in, or dependent upon, the 
event of a lottery, nor any indecent or immoral picture, repre 
sentation, print, or words; and any violation of the provisions 
of this paragraph shall subject the offender to the penalties and 
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punishments provided by section thirty-four hundred and fifty- 
six of the Revised Statutes.’ 

“Seo, 84. That the provisions of sections thirty, thirty-one, 
thirty-two, and thirty-three of this act shall not take effect until 
July first, nineteen hundred and ten.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 819: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 819, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
mutter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“Sec, 35. That unstemmed leaf tobacco in the natural leaf, 
in the hand, and not manufactured or altered in any manner, 
raised and grown in the United States, shall not be subject to 
any internal-revenue tax or charge of any kind whatsoever, and 
it shall be lawful for any person to buy and sell such unstemmed 
tobacco in the leaf, in the hand, without payment of tax of any 
kind: Provided, That any person, other than the farmer or pro- 
ducer of leaf tobacco, who sells leaf tobacco to manufacturers 
of tobacco, snuff or cigars shall be deemed and considered a 
dealer in leaf tobacco, and become subject to all the provisions 
of section thirty-two hundred and forty-four, as amended by 
section fourteen, act of March first, eighteen hundred and sev- 
enty-nine, and also as amended by the act of March third, eight- 
een hundred and eighty-three, and, further, shall be subject to 
all the provisions of section thirty-three hundred and sixty, as 
amended by section fourteen, act of March first, eighteen hun- 
dred and seventy-nine, and of sections thirty-three hundred 
and fifty-nine and thirty-three hundred and ninety-one, United 
States Revised Statutes. 

“Every person shall be regarded as a retail dealer in leaf 
tobacco whose business it is to sell leaf tobacco in quantities of 
less than an original hogshead, case or bale; or who shall sell 
directly to consumers or to persons other than dealers in leaf 
tobacco or to manufacturers of tobacco, snuff or cigars, or to 
persons who purchase in original packages for export. 

“Every such retail dealer in leaf tobacco shall register with 
the collector of the district his name or style, place of residence, 
trade or business, and the place where such trade or business is 
to be carried on; and a failure to register as herein required 
shall subject such person to a penalty of fifty dollars; and 
every retail dealer in leaf tobacco shall also keep a book and 
enter therein daily his purchase of leaf tobacco and his sales, 
where such sales amount to two pounds or more to one person 
in one day. Such record shall be kept written up to date and 
shall be in such form and contain such entries as shall be pre- 
scribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, and such books shall 
be open at all times for the inspection of any internal-revenue 
officer or agent. 

* Any person who has duly qualified as a retail dealer in leaf 
tobacco may sell natural leaf tobacco grown or raised in the 
United States in its condition as cured on the farm, in the 
hand, and not manufactured in any way, except to manufac- 
turers of tobacco, snuff or cigars, without the payment of any 
tax on such leaf tobacco whatsoever, and so much of section 
sixty-nine, tariff act of August twenty-seventh, eighteen hun- 
dred and ninety-four, which took effect the following day, and 
section thirty-two hundred and forty-four, United States Re- 
vised Statutes, or any other existing law, as is inconsistent 
with the provisions of this act, is hereby repealed. 

“And it shall be the duty of every retail dealer in leaf to- 
bacco, as herein described, under regulations to be prescribed by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to furnish on demand to any internal- 
revenue officer or other authorized agent of the Treasury De- 
partment a true and correct statement, verified by his oath or 
affirmation, of all his sales of leaf tobacco in quantities of ten 
pounds or more to any one person in any one day, with the 
hale and residence in each instance of the person to whom sold, 
and any such retail dealer in leaf tobacco who shall willfully 
refuse to furnish such information or keep the book as required 
herein, or who shall knowingly make any false statements or 
false entries in such book as to any of the facts aforesaid, shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction shall be liable 
to a fine of fifty dollars for each offense: And provided further, 
Phat nothing in this act shall be construed as imposing any re- 
Strictions whatsoever upon the farmers or growers of leaf 
tobacco in regard to the sales of their leaf tobacco.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 825: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 825, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
_ the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
owing: 

“Sec. 39. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au- 
thorized to borrow on the credit of the United States from time 
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to time, as the proceeds may be required to defray expenditures 
on account of the Panama Canal and to reimburse the Treasury 
for such expenditures already made and not covered by previous 
issues of bonds, the sum of two hundred and ninety million five 
hundred and sixty-nine thousand dollars (which sum together 
with the eighty-four million six hundred and thirty-one thou- 
sand nine hundred dollars already borrowed upon issues of two 
per cent bonds under section eight of the act of June twenty- 
eighth, nineteen hundred and two, equals the estimate of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission to cover the entire cost of the 
anal from its inception to its completion), and to prepare and 
issue therefor coupon or registered bonds of the United States in 
such form as he may prescribe, and in denominations of one 
hundred dollars, five hundred dollars, and one thousand dollars, 
payable fifty years from the date of issue, and bearing interest 
payable quarterly in gold coin at a rate not exceeding three per 
cent per annum ; and the bonds herein authorized shall be exempt 
from all taxes or duties of the United States, as well as from 
taxation in any form by or under state, municipal, or local au- 
thority: Provided, That said bonds may be disposed of by the 
Secretary of the Treasury at not less than par, under such regu- 
lations as he may prescribe, giving to all citizens of the United 
States an equal opportunity to subscribe therefor, but no com- 
missions shall be allowed or paid thereon; and a sum not exceed- 
ing one-tenth of one per cent of the amount of the bonds herein 
authorized is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay the expenses of 
preparing, advertising, and issuing the same; and the authority 
contained in section eight of the act of June twenty-eighth, nine- 
teen hundred and two, for the issue of bonds bearing interest at 
two per cent per annum, is hereby repealed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 826: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 826, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: 
On page 246 of the bill, in line 3, strike out the words “ and fifty,” 
and number and insert the section as section 40 of the bill; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 827: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 827, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“Sec. 41. That sections one to four, inclusive, of an act en- 
titled ‘An act to provide revenue for the Government and to 
encourage the industries of the United States, approved July 
twenty-fourth, eighteen hundred and ninety-seven, and all acts 
and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act, 
are hereby repealed, but the repeal of existing laws or modifi- 
eations thereof embraced in this act shall not affect any act 
done, or any right accruing or accrued, or any suit or proceed- 
ing had or commenced in any civil case before the said repeal 
or modification; but all rights and liabilities under said laws 
shall continue and may be enforced in the same manner, ex- 
cept as otherwise provided in section twenty-eight of this act, 
as if said repeal or modifications had not been made. Any 
offenses committed and all penalties or forfeitures or liabilities 
incurred prior to the passage of this act under any statute em- 
braced in or changed, modified, or repealed by this act may be 
prosecuted or punished in the same manner and with the same 
effect as if this act had not been passed. All acts of limitation, 
whether applicable to civil causes and proceedings or to the 
prosecution of offenses or for the recovery of penalties or for- 
feitures embraced in or modified, changed, or repealed by this 
act shall not be affected thereby; and all suits, proceedings, or 
prosecutions, whether civil or criminal, for causes arising or 
acts done or committed prior to the passage of this act, may be 
commenced and prosecuted within the same time and with the 
same effect, except as otherwise provided in section twenty-eight 
of this act, as if this act had not been passed. That an act 
entitled ‘An act to simplify the laws in relation to the col- 
lection of the revenues,’ approved June tenth, eighteen hundred 
and ninety, as amended by the act of July twenty-fourth, 
eighteen hundred and ninety-seven, and as further amended by 
the act of May twenty-seventh, nineteen hundred and eight, is 
not hereby repealed but amended so as to read as in this act 
provided. So much of section four of an act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred 
and seven, and for other purposes,’ approved June thirtieth, 
nineteen hundred and six, as relates to the appointment of a 
solicitor of customs and assistants, is hereby repealed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. . ' 

Amendment numbered 828: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 828, 
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and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment and number and 
insert the same as section 42 of the bill; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 829: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 829, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 11 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“general” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ maximum;” 
in line 23 strike out the word “imposes” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ pays;” in line 24, before the word “ prohibi- 
tion,” insert the words “ imposes no export duty or;” in line 29 
strike out the words “then, after” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “thereupon and thereafter, upon; ” in lines 57 and 58 
strike out the words “information which will be useful to Con- 
gress in tariff legislation and to; ” and in line 61, after the word 
“required,” strike out all that follows, down to and including 
the word “same,” in line 64; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 833: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 833, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Sec. 38. That every corporation, joint stock company or 
association, organized for profit and having a capital stock rep- 
resented by shares, and every insurance company, now or here- 
after organized under the laws of the United States or of any 
State or Territory of the United States or under the acts of 
Congress applicable to Alaska or the District of Columbia, or 
now or hereafter organized under the laws of any foreign 
country and engaged in business in any State or Territory of 
the United States or in Alaska or in the District of Columbia, 
shall be subject to pay annually a special excise tax with re- 
spect to the carrying on or doing business by such corporation, 
joint stock company or association, or insurance company, equiv- 
alent to one per cent upon the entire net income over and 
above five thousand dollars received by it from all sources 
during such year, exclusive of amounts received by it as divi- 
dends upon stock of other corporations, joint steck companies 
or associations, or insurance companies, subject to the tax 
hereby imposed; or if organized under the laws of any foreign 
country, upon the amount of net income over and above five 
thousand dollars received by it from business transacted and 
capital invested within the United States and its Territories, 
Alaska, and the District of Columbia during such year, ex- 
clusive of amounts so received by it as dividends upon stock 
of other corporations, joint stock companies or associations, 
or insurance companies, subject to the tax hereby imposed: 
Provided, however, That nothing in this section contained shall 
apply to labor, agricultural or horticultural organizations, or 
to fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations operat- 
ing under the ledge system, and providing for the payment of 
life, sick, accident, and other benefits to the members of such 
societies, orders, or associations, and dependents of such mem- 
bers, nor to domestic building and loan associations, organized 
and operated exclusively for the mutual benefit of their mem- 
bers, nor to any corporation or association organized .and oper- 
ated exclusively for religious, charitable, or educational pur- 
poses, no part of the net income of which inures to the benefit 
of any private stockholder or individual. 

“Second. Such net income shall be ascertained by deducting 
from the gross amount of the income of such corporation, joint 
stock company or association, or insurance company, received 
within the year from all sources, (first) all the ordinary and 
necessary expenses actually paid within the year out of income 
in the maintenance and operation of its business and properties, 
including all charges such as rentals or franchise payments, re- 
quired to be made as a condition to the continued use or pos- 
session of property; (second) all losses actually sustained 
within the year and not compensated by insurance or otherwise, 
including a reasonable allowance for depreciation of property, 
if any, and in the case of insurance companies the sums other 
than dividends, paid within the year on policy and annuity con- 
tracts and the net addition, if any, required by law to be made 
within the year to reserve funds; (third) interest actually paid 
within the year on its bonded or other indebtedness to an 
amount of such bonded and other indebtedness not exceeding 
the paid-up capital stock of such corporation, joint stock com- 
pany or association, or insurance company, outstanding at the 
close of the year, and in the case of a bank, banking association 
or trust company, all interest actually paid by it within the year 
en deposits; (fourth) all sums paid by it within the year for 
taxes imposed under the authority of the United States or of 
any State or Territory thereof, or imposed by the government of 
any foreign country as a condition to carrying on business 
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therein; (fifth) all amounts received by it within the year as 
dividends upon stock of other corporations, joint stock ec: m- 
panies or associations, or insurance companies, subject to the 
tax hereby imposed: Provided, That in the case of a corpora. 
tion, joint stock company or association, or insurance company 
organized under the laws of a foreign country, such net income 
shall be ascertained by deducting from the gross amount of its 
income received within the year from business transacted and 
capital invested within the United States and any of its Terri. 
tories, Alaska, and the District of Columbia, (first) all the 
ordinary and necessary expenses actually paid within the year 
out of earnings in the maintenance and operation of its business 
and property within the United States and its Territories. 
Alaska, and the District of Columbia, including all charges such 
as rentals or franchise payments required to be made as a 
condition to the continued use or possession of property: 
(second) all losses actually sustained within the year in busi- 
ness conducted by it within the United States or its Territories, 
Alaska, or the District of Columbia not compensated by in. 
surance or otherwise, including a reasonable allowance for de- 
preciation of property, if any, and in the case of insurance 
companies the sums other than dividends, paid within the year 
on policy and annuity contracts and the net addition, if any, 
required by law to be made within the year to reserve funds: 
(third) interest actually paid within the year on its bonded or 
other indebtedness to an amount of such bonded and other in- 
debtedness, not exceeding the proportion of its paid-up capital 
stock outstanding at the close of the year which the gross 
amount of its income for the year from business transacted and 
capital invested within the United States and any of its Terri- 
tories, Alaska, and the District of Columbia bears to the gross 
amount of its income derived from all sources within and with- 
out the United States; (fourth) the sums paid by it within the 
year for taxes imposed under the authority of the United States 
or of any State or Territory thereof; (fifth) all amounts re- 
ceived by it within the year as dividends upon stock of other 
corporations, joint stock companies or associations, and insur- 
ance companies, subject to the tax hereby imposed. In the case 
of assessment insurance companies the actual deposit of sums 
with state or territorial officers, pursuant to law, as adiitions 
to guaranty or reserve funds shall be treated as being payments 
required by law to reserve funds. 

“Third. There shall be deducted from the amount of the net 
income of each ef such corporations, joint stock companies or 
associations, or insurance companies, ascertained as provided 
in the foregoing paragraphs of this section, the sum of five 
thousand dollars, and said tax shall be computed upon the re- 
mainder of said net income of such corporation, joint stock 
company or association, or insurance company, for the year 
ending December thirty-first, nineteen hundred and nine, and 
for each calendar year thereafter; and on or before the first 
day of March, nineteen hundred and ten, and the first day of 
March in each year thereafter, a true and accurate return 
under oath or affirmation of its president, vice-president, or 
other principal officer, and its treasurer or assistant treasurer 
shall be made’ by each of the corporations, joint stoek companies 
or aSsociations, and insurance companies, subject to the tax 
imposed by this section, to the collector of internal revenue for 
the district in which such corporation, joint stock company or 
association, or insurance company, has its principal place of 
business, or, in the case of a corporation, joint stock compavy 
or association, or insurance company, organized under the laws 
of a foreign country, in the place where its principal business 
is carried on within the United States in such form as the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of te 
Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, setting forth (first) 
the total amount of the paid-up capital stock of such corpora- 
tion, joint-stock company or association, or insurance compaly, 
outstanding at the close of the year; (second) the total amount 
of the bonded and other indebtedness of such corporation, joint 
stock company or association, or insurance company at tlie 
close of the year; (third) the gross amount of the income otf 
such corporation, joint stock company or association, or insur 
ance company, received during such year from all sources, 201 
if organized under the laws cf a foreign country the gross 
amount of its income received within the year from busiless 
transacted and capital invested within the United States aud 
any of its Territories, Alaska, and the District of Colum)i:: 
also the amount received by such corporation, joint stock cur 
pany or association, or insurance company, within the year )y 
way of dividends upon stock of other corporations, joint stock 
companies or associations, or insurance companies, subject t 
the tax imposed by this section; (fourth) the total amouut ef 
all the ordinary and necessary expenses actually paid out of 
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earnings in the maintenance and operation ofthe business and 
properties of such corporation, joint stock company or associa- 
tion, or insurance company, within the year, stating separately 
all charges such as rentals or franchise payments required to 
be made as a condition to the continued use or possession of 
property, and if organized under the laws of a foreign country 
the amount so paid in the maintenance and operation of its 
business within the United States and its Territories, Alaska, 
and the District of Columbia; (fifth) the total amount of all 
losses actually sustained during the year and not compensated 
by insurance or otherwise, stating separately any amounts 
allowed for depreciation of property, and in the case of insur- 
ance companies the sums other than dividends, paid within the 
year on policy and annuity contracts and the net addition, if 
any, required by law to be made within the year to reserve 
funds: and in the case of a corporation, joint stock company or 
association, or insurance company, organized under the laws 
of a foreign country, all losses actually sustained by it during 
the year in business conducted by it within the United States 
or its Territories, Alaska, and the District of Columbia, not 
compensated by insurance or otherwise, stating separately any 
amounts allowed for depreciation of property, and in the case 
of insurance companies the sums, other than dividends, paid 
within the year on policy and annuity contracts and the net 
addition, if any, required by law to be made within the year to 
reserve fund; (sixth) the amount of interest actually paid 
within the year on its bonded or other indebtedness to an 
amount of such bonded and other indebtedness not exceeding 
the paid-up capital stock of such corporation, joint stock com- 
pany or association, or insurance company, outstanding at the 
close of the year, and in the case of a bank, banking associa- 
tion, or trust company, stating separately all interest paid by 
it within the year on deposits; or in case of a corporation, joint 
stock company or association, or insurance company, organized 
under the laws of a foreign country, interest so paid on its 
bonded or other indebtedness to an amount of such bonded and 
other indebtedness not exceeding the proportion of its paid-up 

pital stock outstanding at the close of the year, which the 
gross amount of its income for the year from business trans- 
acted and capital invested within the United States and any of 
its Territories, Alaska, and the District of Columbia, bears to 
the gross amount of its income derived from all sources within 
and without the United States; (seventh) the amount paid by 
it within the year for taxes imposed under the authority of the 
United States or any State or Territory thereof, and separately 
the amount so paid by it for taxes imposed by the government 
of any foreign country as a condition to carrying on business 
therein; (eighth) the net income of such corporation, joint 
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making the deductions in ‘this section authorized. All such re- 
turns shall as received be transmitted forthwith by the collector 
to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

“Fourth. Whenever evidence shall be produced before the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue which in the opinion of the 
conmnissioner justifies the belief that the return made by any 
corporation, joint stock company or association, or insurance 
company is ineorrect, or whenever any collector shall report to 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that any corporation, 
joint stock company or association, or insurance company has 
failed to make a return as required by law, the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue may require from the corporation, joint 
stock company or association, or insurance company making 
such return, such further information with reference to its 
capital, income, losses, and expenditures as he may deem ex- 
pedient; and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the correctness of such return or for 
the purpose of making a return where none has been made, is 
hereby authorized, by any regularly appointed revenue agent 
specially designated by him for that purpose, to examine any 
hooks and papers bearing upon the matters required to be in- 
cluded in the return of such corporation, joint stock company 
or association, or insurance company, and to require the attend- 
ince of any officer or employee of such corporation, joint stock 
company or association, or insurance company, and to take his 
testimony with reference to the matter required by law to be in- 
cluded in such return, with power to administer oaths to such 
person or persons; and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
luiy also invoke the aid of any court of the United States hav- 
‘ig Jurisdiction to require the attendance of such officers or em- 
ployees and the production of such books and papers. Upon the 
‘iiormation so acquired the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
iliy amend any return or make a return where none has been 
made, All proceedings taken by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue under the provisions of this section shall be subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 





“ Fifth. All returns shall be retained by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, who shall make assessments thereon; and in 
case of any return made with false or fraudulent intent, he 
shall add one hundred per cent of such tax, and in case of a 
refusal or neglect to make a return or to verify the same as 
aforesaid, he shall add fifty per cent of such tax. In case of 
neglect occasioned by the sickness or absence of an officer of 
such corporation, joint stock company or association, or insur- 
ance company, required to make said return, or for other suffi- 
cient reason, the collector may allow such further time for mak- 
ing and delivering such return as he may deem necessary, not 
exceeding thirty days. The amount so added to the tax shall 
be collected at the same time and in the same manner as the tax 
originally assessed unless the refusal, neglect, or falsity is dis- 
covered after the date for payment of said taxes, in which case 
the amount so added shall be paid by the delinquent corpora- 
tion, joint stock company or association, or insurance company 
immediately upon notice given by the collector. All assessments 
shall be made and the several corporations, joint stock com- 
panies or associations, or insurance companies shall be notified 
of the amount for which they are respectively liable on or be- 
fore the first day of June of each successive year; and said as- 
sessments shall be paid on or before the thirtieth day of June, 
except in cases of refusal or neglect to make such return, and 
in cases of false or fraudulent returns, in which cases the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue shall, upon the discovery thereof, 
at any time within three years after said return is due, make a 
return upon information obtained as above provided for, and 
the assessment made by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
thereon shall be paid by such corporation, joint stock company 
or association, or insurance company immediately upon notifica- 
tion of the amount of such assessment; and to any sum or 
sums due and unpaid after the thirtieth day of June in any 
year, and for ten days after notice and demand thereof by the 
collector, there shall be added the sum of five per cent on the 
amount of tax unpaid and interest at the rate of one per cent 
per month upon said tax from the time the same becomes due. 

“Sixth. When the assessment shall be made, as provided in 
this section, the returns, together with any corrections thereof 
which may have been made by the commissioner, shall be filed 
in the office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and shail 
constitute public records and be open to inspection as such. 

“Seventh. It shall be unlawful for any collector, deputy col 
lector, agent, clerk, or other officer or employee of the United 
States to divulge or make known in any manner whatever not 
provided by law to any person any information obtained by him 
in the discharge of his official duty, or to divulge or make known 
in any manner not provided by law any document received, evi 
dence taken, or report made under this section except upon the 
special direction of the President: and any offense against the 
foregoing provision shall be a misdemeanor and be punished by 


| a fine not exceeding one thousand dollars, or by imprisonment 


not exceeding one year, or both, at the discretion of the court. 

“Bighth. If any of the corporations, joint stock companies 
or associations, or insurance companies, aforesaid, shall refuse 
or neglect to make a return at the time or times hereinbefore 
specified in each year, or shall render a false or fraudulent 
return, such corporation, joint stock company or association, 
or insurance company, shall be liable to a penalty of not less 
than one thousand dollars and not exceeding ten thousand 
dollars, 

“Any person authorized by law to make, render, sign, or 
verify any return who makes any false or fraudulent return, 
or statement, with intent to defeat or evade the assessment re 
quired: by this section to be made, shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and shall be fined not exceeding one thousand dollars 
or be imprisoned not exceeding one year, or both, at the dis- 
cretion of the court, with the costs of prosecution. 

“All laws relating to the collection, remission, and refund of 
internal-revenue taxes, so far as applicable to and not incon- 
sistent with the provisions of this section, are hereby extended 
and made applicable to the tax imposed by this section. 

* Jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the circuit and district 
courts of the United States for the district within which any 
person summoned under this section to appear to testify or to 
produce books, as aforesaid, shall reside, to compel such at 
tendance, production of books, and testimony by appropriate 
process.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 835: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 535, 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 1 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the number 
“8” ond insert in lieu thereof the number “ 27;” in line 7, af- 
ter the word “act,” insert the words “and no longer;” in line 
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15, after the word “act,” imsert the words “and no longer;” 
and strike out all of lines 18 to 25, inclusive, of ‘the matter 
inserted by said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 847: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 847, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
1 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the num- 
ber “ 20” and insert in lieu thereof the number “36;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That in the enrollment of the bill the sections and paragraphs 
thereof be numbered in consecutive order. 


NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
J. C. Burrows, 
Borers PENROSE, 
Bucene HALge, 
S. M. CuLtLom, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
SeRENO E. PAYNE, 
JOHN DALZELL, 
SAMUEL W. McCALL, 
Henry SHERMAN BOUTELL, 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
J. W. Forpnry, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ing to the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. CLAPP and Mr. DANIEL addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minne- 
sota. 

Mr. CLAPP. 
prefers to recognize the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should not accept the floor except that I 
believe the position I occupy on the conference 
rather makes it appropriate that I should accept it. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 

Aldrich 
Bacon 
3ailey 


‘ 


hamberlain 
‘app 
‘lark, Wyo. 


Frye 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 
Hughes 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 

Kean 

Lodge 
McCumber 
Newlands 
Oliver 

Page 


Penrose 


Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Beveridge 
Borah 
sourne 
Brandegee 
Bristow 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 


‘rawford 
‘ulberson 
‘ullom 
‘ummins 
‘urtis 
Daniel 
Dick 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
Fietcher 
Foster 
Frazier 


( 
sf 
( 
jankhead Crane 
‘ 
‘ 
( 
( 
< 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-two Senators have 
answered to their names. There is a quorum present. 
Senator from Virginia will proceed. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
members of the conference committee should be here, as I in- 


tend to say some serious things, to which they may make re- | 


sponse or not as they please. 

This is a bill that puts public obligations in the shape of taxa- 
tion upon every man, woman, and child in the United States. 

The first free breath that the colonists of Virginia drew when 
they found themselves on the Atlantic shore was that repre- 
sentation and taxation should go together. The. little assembly 
of Englishmen at Jamestown gave to the world with their de- 
fiance that great American principle and truth, which in one 
rebellion animated Nathaniel Bacon when Virginia was only a 
eolony, and that at last furnished the immortal flame that 
dwells abidingly in the hearts of the people of this great 
world-wide Commonwealth in its influences that are felt as ‘a 
republic on every shore. In the formation of this bill the 
effective voice that Virginia used to utter on this floor has been 
denied her. The effective voice of every Democratic State in 
this Union has been denied to it. I shall measure my words, 
for I intend to speak of grave and serious conduct, and of se- 
rious things. 

An “apparent” fraud has been committed upon both Houses 
of the Congress of the United States. In effect a “ practical ” 
fraud has been committed against both these Houses. I use the 
words “apparent” and “ practical” because I speak of things; 
and I am always slow to impute motives, even to conduct of 
which I am to judge in my heart, until I hear those who are a 
part of it make their explanation, apology, or excuse, and put 


T do not care to take the floor if the Chair | anq its institutions ‘stand at this moment between the gallows 
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up such defense which everyone who is by deed impugned has 
the right to put up and be heard. 

I have three times called the attention of this body to the 
fact that conferees of the Senate, three in number, have heey 
hindered, impeded, thwarted, and overturned in their efforts to 
discharge their duties to you as honest representatives and to 
the country which they respect and desire faithfully to serve. 

For the most part it fell upon dull ears. One Democrat alone 
in this Senate stood up—the senior Senator from Texas | \r, 
CULBERSON ]—and stated what the parliamentary law was nq 
made a brief protest. The junior Senator from New York | \r, 
Roor] undertook in this Chamber, very fittingly, to pronounce 
a eulogy upon the character, the expertness, and the knowledg 
of the witnesses who were called before the Republican pari of 
the Senate conference committee. I had not heard them: 
no other Democrat had heard them. They were confidentia| 
communications made, I believe, at public expense by the wit- 
nesses of the Government. I asked the junior Senator from 
New York the question if he thought it right. He is an honest 
man; he is a man of great experience in life; he fitly fills a 
place in the Senate; but he would not upon his conscience get 
up and say that it was right. He knew in his heart that it was 
wrong. 

There are those “who know the right and still the wrong 
pursue.” I am not speaking of any particular person now; I 
am speaking generally of a class of people who if it were not 
for the infinite mercy of the Great Spirit that has called us 
into the world would be incurable. 

Between the gallows and the ground 
He mercy sought and mercy found— 


Is the story told us of one convicted criminal. This country 
and the ground. I hope that mercy may be sought and that 
mercy may be found. 

The Senate did me the honor—and it is one that I profoundly 
appreciate, although I fear it was much more exrned by thie 
length of my service than by any abilities that could be fitly 
attributed to me—to include my name in the appointment of the 
following Senators as the conferees on this immense tariff }ill: 
Messrs. ALpricn, Burrows, Penrose, Hae, and CULLOM, of 
the Republicans, and Danret, Monry, and Batey, of the Demo- 
crats. I desire to say to you, Senators, that I have done the 
best I could in my feeble way to exercise the duties which you 
under the law saw fit to impose upon me. 

I have ranged this city from department to department for 
information which I much needed to enlighten my mind on pub- 
lic questions. I have offered resolutions here to get inform 
tion. To one of them, from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, there came the reply that he needed $10,000 to ¢ 
information. It was appropriately put in an appropriation bil! 
and went from the Senate to the other House. It disappeared. 
I do not know, and I de not know that I should say if | did 
know, who was the person who thwarted that information com- 
ing to this bedy; but the appropriation fell, and the advant:ge 
that I would have gained with my colleagues from its pusses 
sion was denied. 

It has become the old story that all of the Democratic Seua- 
tors in this body were denied admission to a committee 10 
participation in the official action of the committee, to whi 
they belong, as much, sir, as you do to this Senate and as muc 
as you belong to that chair. 

The proposition upon which I shall submit a few remarks i 
this: THAT IN ALL OFFICIAL ACTIONS OF ALL OFFICIAL BOD!) 
WHETHER THEY BE SENATORS, WHETHER THEY BE COMMITTE!S, 
WHETHER THEY BE courts, whether they be common councilnicn 
of a town, or other public functionaries, THE MAN WHO THWARTS 
THEIR PRESENCE TO EXERCISE THEIR PUBLICLY CONFERRED DUTY 13 
A LAWBREAKER, AND ACTS AS A LAWBREAKER IN THE FACE 0! 
LIGHT AND KNOWLEDGE. 5 

I do not deny, on the contrary I assert, that a political party 
in this country has a right to make its own bill, te concert its 
own plans, to consider them in its own councils, secre. or 
otherwise, and that it is nobody’s else business; but no matter 
how many men may be upon a committee, no matter how great 
those men are, and no matter how wise they are, No COMMITTEE 
HAS A RIGHT TO TAKE OFFICIAL ACTION UPON A PUBLIC CASE WITII- 
OUT ALLOWING EVERY MEMBER OF THAT COMMITTEE TO BE PRESENT. 

What committeeman here will assert, what honest man 
would tolerate the thought, that the Senator from Rhode Isl:nd 
[Mr. Atpricu] has any more voting power in ‘this body than 
any other Senator here? “ Hach State shall have two Senators, 
and each Senator shall have one vote,” the Constitution s:ys. 
Not only is this true in the open Senate, but true as far as goes 
on our side, or subsenates, or parts of side or subsenates, which 
the committees are. Every Senator on every committee has lis 
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one vote upon every official or public question sobmitted, | 


Twenty men, 5 men, 30 men, a majority or a minority of men, 
whoever they be, do not lose their character as men simply be- 
cause they enter upon the exercise of a senatorial commission. 

But they can not exercise that commission on a public ques- 
tion in a decisive way that shapes that question without every 
other member who occupies the same position having the same 
right that they have. I put a question now to every Senator in 
this body who has bronght his conscience with him; I put this 
question to every honest man here who is not afraid to tell the 
truth anywhere, and ask him this: Does he acknowledge that 
in going upon a committee he is to be disfranchised, disavowed, 
spurned, and turned out if the majority of that committee shall 
so decide? I challenge the contradiction of my statement, that 
it is as well fixed, as determinate, and as clear a principle of 
constitutional law as can be uttered by the lips of man that 
eyery Senator carries his rights with him. If he goes down the 
street and becomes apparently liable to arrest, you can not in- 
terfere with the Government of the United States and his exer- 
cise of his obligations and duties by arresting him. Why? 
Because the great shield of the Constitution protects him as a 
Senator. When I enter a committee room of this House, do I 
go as a degraded citizen? Do I go stripped of my right as a 
Senator of a State? I would not hold such a menial position 
as a Senator. No constituency and no Senate can so degrade 
me as long as I have an arm with which to strike or a tongue 
to defend myself with plain truth. 

I say to you, Senators, that your own appointees, the men 
who had the right by your order and direction to go and ex- 
amine that tariff bill and to report whatever they truly thought 
upon it, have been denied in the Capitol of this Nation, and 
by your mistrusted Republican members of that committee, 
the right of their exercise as American Senators. No one of 


them will deny it; but guilt can stand in this court applauded 
and not rebuked. 


Mr. President, if there is a higher court on earth than this, 
I do not know it. It is a court assumed to be, and that ought to 
be, versed in the broadest as well as the more familiar ele- 
ments of jurisprudence. Presidents have stood at this bar and 
heard the verdict of these judges. Judges may be arraigned 
before you. Can a body of lawbreakers, who apply lynch 
law to their fellows, be honestly trusted to try anybody? I 
charge that the Senate to-day is in the apparent exercise of 
lynch law. There are some scenes so awful in this world, so 
appalling, that they almost break the heart of man to recount. 
They may not be told in the broad, sun-lit open without 
offending the ears of people who have natural refinement. I 
pass them by}; lynch law sometimes attends to them. But if 
you are going to vindicate the laws of the land against any 
kind of lawbreaking, shall you commence it by showing that 
you can not even make a law without breaking your directions 
of Constitution and rule as to how you shall do it? 

Is that a proud position, an honest position, for an American 
an to occupy? He should say when he gets through with 
lis job: ° 


We have thews and sinews like our ancestors, 
But woe the while our fathers’ hearts are dead. 


You tread on their dust and scoff their bones and their 
memories when you set such an example as this to the aspiring 
and pure youth of America, who look upon you as patriots. 

Now, in detail, day, chapter, and verse. There are some 
men who will respect a gambling debt, but who will not respect 
legal obligations; there are some men who will respect a bond 
of honor who will trample upon the codes of their State. I 
Wish to state facts as to what happened on Thursday, the 29th 
of July. The Democratic members of the conference committee 
had had various conferences with the Republicans on that com- 
mittee as to their entrance into the committee and as to various 
circumstances about the matter. It was finally concluded, and 
a promise was given to us—I should be glad if one of the pages 
would find the Senator from Texas [Mr. Barter] and request 
him to come into the Chamber, as I wish to relate certain facts, 
which he knows also. 

Mr. BAILEY entered the Chamber. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I was just about to relate, 
when I observed that the Senator from Texas was not in his 
Seat, the circumstances of Thursday last, the 29th of July. 

A solemn and honorary bond had been entered into by word of 
mouth between the chairman of the conference committee and 
the Democratic conferees that they would be called as soon as 
the bill was ready to be acted upon, with a view, of course, to 
their voting for or against it. 

I will state here, as I have previously stated in the Senate, 
that we were so called after the bill was first recommended by 


























the conferees, and it was in pursuance of a right then recog- 
nized and of a practice then performed. Accordingly on*that 
morning, at 10 o'clock, in pursuance of that agreement and that 
understanding, the Senator from Texas and myself reported our- 
selves at the conference committee in the annex. 
sat the chairman; the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
sat on his right flank, the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PENROSE] near by, and I noticed the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hate) and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom] also there. 
The question was asked, “ Gentlemen, are you ready to submit 
the bill to us?” “No; there are five or six things in the bill as 
to which we have not reached a conclusion.” 


In the chair 


The newspapers know much more about the interior things 


of that committee than I do, for I never hung around it, as I 
was not one of its messengers or pages, and never went there 
or about there unless I was obliged to go on public business. 
When I did go there once or twice, and the chairman could see 
me, he acted with great courtesy, a quality not lacking in him, 
as I well know. As I shall have to say, perhaps, some disagree- 
able things which he may appropriate to himself, and should 
say if they are true, as I believe them to be, I will say further 
that he is not only capable of courtesy, but has time and again 
during my service here shown great kindness and consideration. 
I am on good terms with every member of the committee; I 
have had no difference with any of them, except what belongs 
to us all here every day. But a committeeman that throws me 
down, walks all over me, flings me out of the committee room, 
denies to me my right, sir, which is just as clear as yours, to 
perform the public functions which I have sworn before Al- 
mighty God to perform to the best of my ability, and then ex- 
pects me to giggle it off, as some of them do, has simply mis- 
taken his man, and he had better look himself up some servile 
fellow, who can serve in the Senate and swear anything is a 
whale that is said so to be. 


While we were there, as I am informed by the newspapers, a 


communication from the President of the United States was 
received by the chairman of that committee. I can not say, and 
therefore I do not say, that it was an official communication 
addressed to him as chairman of the committee and designed for 
the committee. The President of the United States has the most 
easy methods of communicating with this body or the House of 


Representatives that can be imagined. It is made his duty to 


communicate with them as to the state of the Union, and to give 


them such counsel as he may see fit. If that communication 
was addressed in his official character to the chairman, it was 
presumably for the use of his committee. If it was addressed 


to him and expressed to be for the committee, what right had he 


to receive it without my receiving it also? Upon what meat 


do these, our Cxesars, feed that they have grown so suddenly, so 


enormously, and so surprisingly great? 

I must not be diverted to dissertation until I finish the facts. 
The committee was not ready to lay the finished bill before us; 
but at that time when we stood before them they were under 
the faithful promise of honorable men to present that bill to us 
when finished and to give us a day to consider it. That day has 
never been given us. That bill finished, according to my infor- 
mation, was signed immediately by the Republicans of the com- 
mittee, without having a meeting of the committee and without 
affording notice to either the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Money], the Senator from Texas [Mr. Battery], or myself. I 
am not a suspicious man. Anybody that wants to fool me is 
very apt to be able to do it. Neither have I lived for over forty 
years in the awful tussles of life and remained entirely verdant. 

I came over to the Capitol Friday morning, and I stayed here 
all day until just before 5 o’clock that I might be in reach of 
the call of the committee, who intimated that they might be 
ready that afternoon. When I went from here I went down to 
the annex, right by them. The day sped. The chairman of the 
committee—whether he had signed the report or not, I do not 
know at the moment—went out, where I had a short time per- 
haps preceded him, where we expected the Wrights to fly their 
aeroplane. I did not know until the next day that that com- 
mittee, which was in default of a faithful and honorable promise 
to me and my associates, had reported to the House. As soon 
as I found it out, or speedily afterwards, I called by telephone, 
as the committee had adjourned, the chairman of the committee. 
I could not find him. Surprised, disappointed, mortified—not 
on my own account, but on account of my country, that such 
conduct was possible with gentlemen of their rank and stand- 
ing—I called the clerk of the committee, and on Saturday he 
came to this Chamber and expressed the regret of the chairman 
that what had happened had occurred, and stated that the 


chairman was ready to do anything he could. I said, “ State 


to the chairman that if he wishes to see me about this he can 
come to see me, but I shall not call on him. 
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I have not related all of these circumstances but to a few 
Senators, amongst them the Senator from Michigan, to whom I 
stated the fact that we had not had the privilege of voting on 
this bill, and he concurred, in his conversation with me, that we 
had been denied our rights. . 

I hope I am not in any respect a harsh judge of my fellow- 
men. The very best men that ever live have faults; the most 
ignoble have viitues, but it is inexplicable to me that gentlemen 
holding the exalted office of Senator of the United States in 
the discharge of the most sacred duties shall give a pledge to 
their fellow-Senators and, for some reason or other, unex- 
plained to me, leave that pledge unredeemed. If it were a mere 
personal matter that did not affect me in the right as a Senator, 
which I owe it to my State and my country to maintain, I had 
much rather drop it than pursue it. I had rather run away from 
a difficulty than to get into it, for the day has long passed when 
I found amusement in putting a chip on my head and daring a 
boy to knock it off, or when I was delighted to have him put the 
chip on his head and invite me to knock it off. I have scarce 
memory of those days, except the memory of bloody noses. 

Finally, that paper that lies on your table, sir, and purports 
to be a report of the conferees of the Senate, is a bogus paper. 
It has no more validity in the sight of the laws of this land 
than any counterfeit note that is floating around to find some 
greenhorn’s pocket. The Senate has already expressed by its 
action its sense to this effect. The time is not long ago when 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoot] stood up in his place ‘and 
submitted what he said was a report from “the Committee on 
Finance.” I rose and said, “I challenge that report; it is not 
a report from the Committee on Finance.” It was an amend- 
ment to change the law of this land and affected those whom I 
represent as much as it did any other citizens, and we are not 
born of the blood that allows the laws of our country to be 
passed in that way. The Senator was surprised. He had been 
in association so long with those who think they own the Sen- 
ate that he had begun to think that he was one of the owners. 
But he speedily retired, with becoming bashfulness from that 
brazen assumption, and said, “ Well, I report it for the Repub- 
lican majority of the committee.” The Vice-President of the 
United States, whose chair you [the President pro tempore, Mr. 
FRYE in the chair] fill and have so long filled with honor to 
yourself, did not know that a Republican majority of a com- 
mittee had a right to make a report; and after some little 
flurry about it, to get the wandering statesman back to some 
spot of dry land that he could maintain his feet upon, he offered 
it as “‘an amendment proposed by the Senator from Utah.” 
That was all right; and the Senate and its presiding officer are 
well acquainted with the fact that neither one man, nor six, 
nor seven men of a committee can get themselves together and 
come here and palm off in the open something that was not 
done by a committee, while themselves arrayed in its uniform 
and while pretending that there was a committee, that did 
meet and did act as a committee should. 

Not only is that the case, Mr. President, as I am relating it 
to you, but a bogus report has already been carried over to and 
delivered to the House of Representatives. I think I have one 
of those reports here. How far the House was imposed upon 
by these six wandering statesmen in disguise I know not, but 
the House took that bogus paper up, it having no more validity, 
according to the law of this land, than any counterfeit note, 
as I have said, and passed it as a genuine article. Now, the 
question arises, sir, to this body of full-grown American Sen- 
ators whether or not they will permit that ‘counterfeit paper to 
be passed on them? 

I know, Mr. President, that this body, and perhaps the House, 
have in their midst a sentiment that it would be better for the 
country if this bill were defeated and if it fell back on the Ding- 
ley Act. I know that sentiment pervades some quarters. How 
deep and how pervasive it is I can not tell. But you had better 
do it than to pass a fraudulent bill. You have to look these 
facts in the face as men who hold their countenance upward 
and fear no man in the discharge of their public duty. 

If I am wrong, I want to be oppesed. The opinions which 
some other people are forming of us are more often stated to- 
day in Republican journals than in Democratic ones. I will 
read one from the pen and tongue of a man who was very re- 
cently high in your councils and at the head of the Treasury 
of the United States. He is Hon. Leslie M. Shaw, of Iowa. I 
cut this out of the Washington Herald of July 31. It is brief: 

There is one other thing I wish to call your attention to. This 
country has now the most centralized government in the world, not 
excepting Russia. 

That is one thing he says. A tax bill that allows the Presi- 
dent of the United States to increase every tariff tax 25 per cent 
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does not look to me as if it was marching in any other direction, 
The next sentence is this: 


We have got to the stage in our evolution where we expect the 
executive department of the Government to make the laws, usurping 
the functions of the legislative department. 

Your present bill did not move at all until the President of 
the United States took hold of it. If you had had Democrats 
with you they might not have agreed with you, but they would 
have helped this Government to get a fair and just bill, ana 
then if they were voted down they would have stood aside and 
said “the people have spoken.” 

President Taft has great liking and respect all over this 
country. Even in the midst of campaign wrangles I stated my 
respect for him and my liking for him. He has not lost it. 
Neither has he revised the tariff downward, and neither is the 
revision any great and abiding relief to the American people. 
Except as to one or two articles all of the President’s demands 
were about certain small taxes on a few raw materials. Mr. 
Cleveland tried to do that and was for avowed protection 
in his message, and the House of Representatives, Democratic, 
proclaimed that much of their bill was on a protection basis. 
I am not blaming them for it. I am only relating facts. In 
detail my opinions were different in some respects from results 
which conditions forced upon us. 

It has always been impossible, and it is now impossible, to 
make a great general and complete change of any system which 
is in existence, and men who are addressing themselves in good 
faith in the right direction I commend and applaud as patriots, 
whether I agree with them or not. 

There is one concluding sentence of Mr. Shaw which I com- 
mend to your consideration : 

The Constitution has now become a_ book, laid away on the table, 
about which gather now and then the directors of this Government. 

A syndicate of Republican Senators, plus an occasional sug- 
gestion from the President of the United States, are now this 
Government. 

I hope I shall not be arraigned and accused of treason if I 
speak pretty freely about this Government as thus exhibited. 
I shall not talk about the tariff bill at all at this juncture. 
Some Democrats may wish to do so before we adjourn. In con- 
clusion, I am going to defer whatever motion I may make until 
I consult your judgment. The proper course that I suggest is 
that the Senator from Rhode Island shall get up and move that 
this report, which he knows has not been properly acted upon, 
be referred back to the committee. If I had done a wrong to 
him, I would go as straight a line as I could to repair that 
wrong. It is the instinct of every honest and of every brave 
man. I shall make no motion about it until I hear what I hope 
may be said by my colleague, the Senator from Texas | Mr. 
BaliLey], who is privy to all that I am, and by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, another witness of the deed of which I com- 
plain. I do not believe the people of this country will ever !ift 
their voice or hand in behalf of a measure concerning which it 
is communicated to them that it was obtained and passed in 
fraud of the law and the Constitution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I suppose the question is 
upon the adoption of the conference report, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agrecing 
to the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I confess I have never been 
able to understand the attitude of the Senator from Virginia 
{Mr. Daniet] toward the action of the Finance Committee or 
of the conference committee. I have always certainly tried to 
be extremely courteous to that Senator, because he was entitled 
to my courtesy. ‘ 

Mr. DANIEL. I had the pleasure of stating that myself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. DANIEL. Not only courteous, but kind. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And so far as I know, no action of my ow 
or of the committee deserves any other suggestion. 

Mr. President, I did not agree with the Senator from Vir- 
ginia as to what should be done in the preparation of this bil. 

Mr. DANIEL. Of course not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I can safely say that if the com- 
mittee had followed his suggestion, a year from now would 
have found us without a bill reported; and it was a question 
with me and with the committee whether we should encounter 
such a probability or go on and follow the usual course, the 
course which has been followed, so far as I know, from tlic 
foundation of the Government, and have the representatives of 
the party in power prepare a bill according to their own notions 
and report and submit it to the Senate. 

I was extremely anxious that, so far as the conference com- 
mittee is concerned, the Senator from Virginia, who had fre- 
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quently addressed the Senate upon what he considered the 
arbitrary action of the Committee on Finance, should have no 
occasion to find fault; and this is exactly what occurred. 

I may say in passing that I was one of the managers on 
the part of the Senate on the act of 1894. The Democratic 
members of the conference committee never invited me to be 
present at a meeting. I never attended a meeting of the con- 
ference committee, and I never expected to. I supposed that 
the gentlemen who were responsible for the legislation of 1894 
would prepare that bill and agree, if they could, with the 
Members of the House of Representatives as to what its terms 
should be. After weeks and months of discussion between the 
representatives of the House and the Senate, at which no 
Republican was ever present, and no Republican expected to 
be present, they failed to agree, and recommended that the 
House concur in the Senate amendments, which was done. 

When the conference upon this bill was appointed, I, within 
an hour, called a meeting of all the managers. I stated to 
those gentlemen that we expected to proceed in the usual 
course, and that the Republican managers on the part of the 
Senate and of the House would come to an agreement as to the 
terms of their report, and that when they had agreed I would 
call the full conference together and submit it to them, and 
that that meeting should be held twenty-four hours at least 
before the bill was reported to Congress. 

On Thursday, I think it was, of last week, the conferees had 
agreed upon all the items except five, and they had partially 
agreed upon those five. We called the Democratic Members. 
I stated to the assembled conference that we had agreed upon 
all the items except five, and that while we might have agreed 
perhaps tentatively upon those, I did not think it desirable that 
we should make an announcement. 

I said to the Democratic conferees that I did not suppose they 
intended to sign the report or to join with us in the report, 
and I think the chairman of the House Democratic conferees 
said emphatically not, and I think that suggestion was acqui- 
esced in by all the Democratic Members. There is no use of 
talking around about this matter. We all knew that the Demo- 
erats on the committee would not join with us, and that we 
were responsible for the legislation. That is the way this matter 
has always been managed. I said to the conference as soon as 
we agreed upon those five articles, we would let them know— 
not that I would call another meeting of the conference; and I 
never had the slightest idea that any man on the conference 
supposed that another meeting was to be called. So far as I 
know, no member of the conference, except the Senator from 
Virginia, has had any such idea, 

On the next day my secretary came to me and said that he 
understood the Senator from Virginia was troubled about the 
matter. I told him to go and see the Senator from Virginia 
and tell him from me—I was not myself able to go—that I was 
willing to’call a meeting of the conference immediately, or to 
take any other steps in regard to it that he desired. My secre- 
tary came back and reported to me that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia said it was too late now; that it could not be done. That 
is all I know about this matter. 

Mr. DANIEL. The bill was then in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had no more idea that any Senator or 
Member of the House expected that the conference would be 
called together than I had of flying with the Wright brothers 
from Fort Myer to Alexandria. I thought, until my secretary 
reported to me that the Senator from Virginia was dissatisfied, 
that there was no trouble whatever about it. I knew that 
these gentlemen would not join in this report. They did not 
expect to. They did not expect to sign it. 

The Senator says I did not submit the report. I did submit 
to the conference the report as agreed upon. I stated that we 
had two copies, and one of them was given—— 

Mr. DANIEL. When was that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the time of the first meeting on Thurs- 
day. One of them was given to the chairman of the House 
Democratic conferees [Mr. CiarK], and he took it and examined 
it. He wanted to know if he could have experts examine it, 
I said yes; that they had the fullest authority to do that. 

The other copy of it was understood to be at the call of the 
Senate conferees. There is no question about that at all. I was 
perfectly willing then to submit the other copy—we had only 
two copies—of this conference report that had been agreed to, 
covering these hundreds of items and all the administrative 
features of the bill. So, if the Senator from Virginia did not 
examine that report, it was his own fault and nobody's else, be- 
cause it was at his disposal. We stated to the Democratic mem- 
bers of the House conferees and the Senate conferees that for 
obvious reasons we would be glad to have them consider the 
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report as confidential, and they said of course that that would 
be so; and Representative CrarK took a copy away with him 
at the time and examined it; and the minute we had agreed 
upon the five items, we furnished the Senator from Virginia and 
every other member of that conference with a statement as to 
what we had agreed upon. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have not seen that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was delivered to the Senator's office by my 
secretary himself, and if the Senator did not see it I am not 
responsible, and I do not think that any of the other conferees 
are responsible. This, in short, is what was done. 

I certainly had no purpose or idea of doing anything that the 
Senator from Virginia or any other member of the conference 
could think discourteous to them, and I hope the Senator from 
Virginia realizes that it would be utterly impossible for me 
to do any act of any kind which would be discourteous to him. 
I hope he understands that. He certainly has a right to under- 
stand it from our association for all these years. I had no idea 
whatever that any man in the world was expecting any dif- 
ferent action or any different suggestion from that to which I 
have alluded. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to call one point to the attention of 
the Senator, that he may say what he considers to be the fact. 
At 10 o’clock on that morning you stated in the presence of 
the conference that you were not ready to submit the finished 
bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator 

Mr. DANIEL. One minute. I want to state it. I heard 
afterwards—saw it announced in the press; it was about that 
time—that the message or the communication from President 
Taft came in. When Mr. Barirey and I left that room, the un- 
derstanding was that as soon as you had agreed to the bill 
you would communicate with us, and we would return to the 
conference. Is not that a correct statement? It being neces- 
sary for us to return to the conference to go through the cere- 
mony of passing the bill according to the custom of that com- 
mittee, which ceremony was observed before, with such com- 
ments and such course of conduct as we might have seen fit to 
pursue, 

There was a solemn, honorary promise to give to the Demo- 
cratic conferees one day after the finished bill had been de- 
livered to let themselves be heard from, or you were at liberty 
to act. That day was never given. According to your own 
statement, that day was in the night, or up to the night, when 
this agreement, embodying some but not all the President’s 
views, was entered into. In fact, that day was over—the offi- 
cial day was over—and you were with the President, and I 
hardly suppose that these items were agreed upon until after 
you came back from the President. But you can state about 
that. I do not know. 

Furthermore, these items in the bill were the distinctive and 
important items which most concerned the country, most con- 
cerned the committee, and most concerned the representatives 
that they had on your committee; and the point of my com- 
plaint, to reduce it down, is this: That after entering upon that 
agreement, which was as honorable as a truce in war, and 
after giving us to understand that we should have a day after- 
wards—after the matter was concluded, that very night, without 
hearing from us, without communicating with us, although I 
stayed at the Capitol expecting the communication until 5 
o’clock in the afternoon, or a few minutes thereof, you got 
hastily together, signed up the report, and sent it over to the 
House, where, when I got your message, I was powerless to in- 
troduce any element of remedy, except that I did tell the Demo- 
cratic chairman in the House by phone of the state of facts. 

Where is that day which was promised to us in the presence 
of the whole committee? What course we might pursue is not 
the business of any but ourselves. We had the right to confide 
that that day would be faithfully delivered. It was not de- 
livered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the conference, when called 
together on Thursday, had submitted to them for the Demo- 
eratic members to examine, or to do whatever they pleased with 
it, the entire conference report, excepting as to the rates fixed 
upon four or five articles, and I stated then that, as soon as 
those rates were agreed to, the Democratic members would be 
notified. 

Mr. DANIEL. ‘When were those agreed upon? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They were agreed to the next afternoon or 
that afternoon; they were agreed to that afternoon; and a 
notice was sent to the Democratic members to that effect. I do 
not know whether they got the notices or not; and I say that 
while there was no obligation on my part to call this meeting 
when I did, I did it with the view of submitting the conference 


report to them. 
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I knew perfectly well that the Democratic members would 
not sign the report; that they would not join us in the examina- 
tion of the bill there. That was apparent to everybody; but 
I went to the extreme and notified the Senators and the Mem- 
bers of the House on the conference, and, so far as I know, no 
member of that conference, outside of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, feels himself aggrieved at the action of the chairman of 
the conference, because if anybody is responsible for it, I am. 

I had no idea that any other course was to be followed or 
that anybody suggested one until, as I say, I heard this com- 
plaint from the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator must remember when we were 
before the committee he said the bill would be sent us and 
we would be heard, and that the time of the conference would 
be postponed until we got through with the bill, and we noti- 
fied you 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
gestion was made by anybody. 

Mr. DANIEL. You said that afternoon that when the amend- 
ments were agreed upon 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whenever they were agreed upon I said 
they would be delivered to the Democratic members of the 
conference. 

Mr. DANIEL. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. DANIEL. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
you had—— 

Mr. DANIEL. But you said to the Democrats of that commit- 
tee that when the bill was finished we should have a day-—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. DANIEL, After you—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. No such statement was made. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will allow other members of the committee 
to say—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am trying to be as courteous as I can to 
the Senator; but we are discussing a matter absolutely incon- 
sequential. 

Mr. DANIEL. You judge of the consequences of your action, 
and I will judge of the consequences of mine. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all right. I say no such statement 
as that was made in conference . 

Mr. DANIEL. But you said time and again before the last 
conference that we should have a day 

Mr. ALDRICH. We had but two meetings. 

Mr. DANIEL. You can make statements without having a 
meeting. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
side of that. 

The Senator has made some allusion to correspondence be- 
tween the President and myself. I have had no letters from the 
sae directed to the conference committee, and never have 
lad. 

Mr. DANIEL. ‘I said I did not know whether you had or not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I presume there are a good many things 
about the conference of which the Senator does not know. 

Mr. DANIEL. There is hardly anything about it I do know, 
except that the word given me was not kept. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that is all I care to say. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I have never complained at 
the Republican members of the Finance Committee for making 
this bill to suit themselves. The country will hold them ac- 
‘countable for the measure, and I am one of those sturdy sort of 
partisans who believe that those who must take the responsi- 
bility ought to exercise the power. Not only am I willing for 
them to make a bill for which they must stand responsible 
before the country, but I am unwilling to be held jointly re- 
sponsible with them, and whatever may have been the irritation 
of other Senators about the exclusion of the Democratic mem- 
bers of the Finance Committee from the sessions of the com- 
mittee, I have never shared it. 

I have recognized that not only in this instance, but in nearly 
every other instance the party having a majority has always 
made the bill for which they were willing to become responsible 
to the country. That has been the practice, and under conditions 
which exist I think it the better practice. I have never been 
quite able to understand, however, why it is that a tariff bill 
which so closely affects all the classes of our people should be 
the most essentially and distinctively partisan measure that the 
Congress from time to time is called upon to pass. 

But that is nevertheless the case, although it has never been 
entirely comprehensible to me. 

A distinguished Representative from Massachusetts, who 
served for years in the House, a great lawyer and excellent 
man, was once asked by some new Member, who was in doubt 


No such sug- 


What for? 
For their information only. 
We saw that in the bill next morning. 
Well, but you would have seen it before if 


I do not know of any statements made out- 
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as to what he should do with respect to his pair, what was a 
party question, and answered that “the only strictly party 
question I have observed in the House since I have been here 
is a contested-election case.’ That is not the only one. \y 
own experience, and as I read the history of the country, js 
that a tariff bill is a party question. Although it invariab)y 
happens that there are some of the opposition party who vote 
for the bill and some of the party in power who vote against 
the bill, yet it is essentially a party measure. 

But while I have no complaint that the party in power frames 
a tariff bill to suit itself, I believe, Mr. President, that when 
the majority members of thq Finance Committee have fin- 
ished their work it is their daty, according to even the most 
liberal parliamentary practice, to bring it back to the full com- 
mittee and at least let the minority look at it. The committee 
did that in this instance, though they did very little more than 
that. After the bill was debated here and sent to conference 
the full committee of conferees was called, as the Senator from 
Rhode Island has said. At that meeting it was agreed, as the 
Senator from Virginia has stated, that after the Republican con- 
ferees had thrashed out their differences they would bring the 
matter back to a full committee and submit it to us at least 
twenty-four hours before the report was made to the House. 

On Wednesday I was notified that the full committee would 
meet Thursday morning at 10 o’clock, and I attended. I found, 
however, that there had been a hitch in the agreement. I do 
the Senator from Rhode Island and his associates the justice 
to say that, in my opinion, they thought on Wednesday evening 
when they notified us to come that they had reached an agree 
ment. But they had not taken the President of. the United 
States into the calculation, and it is my deliberate opinion 
that the five articles which were still suspended when that 
committee met were then under consideration by the President 
and his confidential advisers. At least the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, upon the report of the newspapers, states that while we 
were there the Senator from Rhode Island had a message 
from the President—not the kind of a message, of course, 
contemplated by the Constitution, but a kind of extra-consti- 
tutional communication—and I understand it was addressed 
to the Senator from Rhode Island with a request that he lay 
it before his Republican associates of the committee. With- 
out inviting his confidence—and if I did I take it for granted 
the Senator from Rhode Island would not oblige me in that 
matter—but to preserve the truth of history, I should like at 
some time during this debate for the Senator from Rhode 
Island to furnish that document for the Recorp. There are 
two different stories about its contents. 

Now, Mr. President, when the full committee was in session 
the Senator from Rhode Island did say to us that they had but 
two copies of the report, one available for the Democratic cou- 
ferees of the House and the other available for the Democratic 
conferees of the Senate, and he did, as I understand it, deliver 
one copy of that report to the senior Democrat on the House 
conference committee. What became of the other, I did not 
know, because I instructed the clerk to hand it to the Senator 
from Virginia, in recognition of his seniority among the Demo- 
cratic Senate conferees. 

After a brief session the conference committee adjourned. | 
have no doubt that it adjourned, as the Senator from Rhode 
Island states, according to his belief, that there was not to 
be a further meeting; but I left that conference room, as tlie 
Senator from Virginia did, with the distinct impression aud. |! 
would say the distinct understanding, that we were to be called 
back when these five items were finally disposed of. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator 
Texas yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Texas will do ime 
the justice to say that I must have had the understanding in 
my own mind that there was to be no further meeting, becase 
there was no motive which I could have had. 

Mr. BAILEY. I make no question of that fact. The truth 
of it is it has become the confirmed habit on that side to under- 
stand that this side is to have no voice in the legislation of tlic 
country, and I have no doubt that the Senator from Rhode 
Island acted upon that theory. 

Neither have I any question, Mr. President, that the result 
as finally laid before the two Houses would have been tle 
same even if we had been called back there. But still the 
Senator from Virginia is right about it. After we have recos- 
nized the majority’s right and the majority’s power to (0 
what they please, we are at least entitled to be told what thcy 
have done, 
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I felt that way because I desired to advise my associates on 
this side, many of them making immediate inquiry as to what 
was the result, and yet this was the peculiar attitude. When 
that report was submitted to the House neither I nor any 
Democrat from either House on the committee knew except 
from newspaper reports, which in this case have been un- 
usually accurate, exactly what adjustment the Republican 
conferees had made of these disputed items. 

The Senator from Virginia says that these were items of 
yast importance. They must have been deemed important by 
the majority, for they spent many hours wrangling over 
whether or not they would remit to the rich mannfacturers in 
New England the pitiful 15 per cent duty which they are re- 
quired by the present law to pay on their hides, yet never a 
contest over whether the vast millions in this country shall 
be relieved from the 180 per cent duty on their cheap blankets. 
This was a mighty contest, a contest into which the President 
of the United States projected himself, and in which he won a 
signal victory, if we are to believe the reports of the literary bu- 
reau which seems engaged now in preparing the public mind to 
credit the President and through him the Republican party 
with a great triumph in revising the tariff downward. One 
of the five items which the conference of the two Houses could 
not agree on without the assistance—and I might say the in- 
sistence as well as the assistance—of the President of the 
United States was whether there should be 10 per cent on 
shoes and nothing on hides or 15 per cent on hides and 20 per 
cent on shoes; and it is by no means certain that they secured 
what they demanded, even in the leather schedule. 

The great power and prestige of the presidential office was 
called in question to decide whether iron ore should be taxed 
at 25 cents or at 15 cents per ton. A struggle to determine 
whether the tax on the steel manufacturers’ raw material 
should be reduced from about 10 per cent to about 7 per cent 
was the employment of the five most conspicuous Republicans 
of the Senate. It was decided that the duty on shoes should 
be reduced from 20 per cent down to 10 per cent, and that the 
shoemakers should be compensated for their great sacrifice by 
taking their loss out of the hide producers of this country. 
They were willing for a sacrifice, provided the cattle growers 
would furnish the victims. It reminds me of that man who in 
his excessive patriotism volunteered to send all his wife's rela- 
tions to the war. Then, on lumber the question was whether 
it should be $1.50, which is only 9 per cent, or $1.25, which is 
about 6 per cent. 

Mr. DANIEL. Five and eighty-eight one-hundredths. 

Mr. BALLEY. The Senator from Virginia corrects me; he 
says it is 5.88. In this magnificent saving which you have made 
for the people there ought to be exact and absolute accuracy, 
and I thank the Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL. Before the Senator takes his seat—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I will hear the Senator now. 

Mr. DANIEL. Does he know any exception with the law 
we have now? No committee has a right to act with a part 
of its membership excluded. I do not object to anything you 
say about making up a bill, but I want to call the attention of 
the Senator at the same time, so as to interrupt him as little 
as possible, to what is the law as written in Jefferson’s Manual 
that we have had in our own Senate manual for the guidance 
of this body. That is the law laid down in the resolution I 
have offered and which now lies neglected on the calendar. 

Mr. BAILBY. I agree with the Senator from Virginia. It 
was our right to have been present in the meeting of the full 
committee when the conference report was finally ordered made 
to the House. 

But, Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate longer with 
analyzing these five cardinal differences between the Republican 
conferees of the House and the Republican conferees of the 
Senate which they were unable to solve without the assistance 
of the President. I shall take occasion before this debate 
closes—and when I say that, I do not mean to intimate that I 
intend to delay the conclusion of it—but I shall take occasion 
before we finally dispose of the matter to lay before the people 
of this country how much ado there has been about absolutely 
nothing. I think I can make it manifest to anybody who is 
qualified to read, not necessarily to understand the tariff bill, 
that the people of the United States have been entertained with 
some mock heroics, and that this battle which has been raging 
here for days and weeks was at last nothing more nor less than 
i Sham battle, 
Mr. BRISTOW obtained the floor. 
Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. 


XLIV——300 


Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, at this time, before the debate is 


entered upon, I wish to call the attention of the chairman of 


the Committee on Finance to what appears a very plain com- 
plication, to use an expression that is borrowed from over the 
sea. I refer to the provision allowing the deductions to be made 
by a corporation from its gross receipts to reach what the law 
terms its “ net income.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. On what page? 

Mr. CLAPP. This particular provision will be found on page 
457 of the print of the bill as agreed to by the conferees. After 
providing for deducting the expenses, the cost of maintenance, 
and the actual losses, the committee of conference has provided, 
third, they may deduct “interest actually paid within the year 
on its bonded or other indebtedness to an amount” equal to the 
actual stock “ outstanding at the close of the year.” 

I can see why it would be wise to guard against the issue of 
bonds to avoid taxation, but you have included other indebted- 
ness of a corporation doing honest meritorious work, borrow- 
ing money legitimately. With $100,000 of capital, borrowing 
during the year $200,000 at 5 per cent interest, it would pay 
$10,000 of interest and could deduct five thousand of that inter- 
est and the other interest remains as a part of the so-called 
“net income.” Unless that is provided for somewhere else, I 
believe there is no escape from that conclusion. 

I am not going to discuss it now. I simply call attention to 
it that the committee may, if they desire, withdraw their re- 
port and to correct what seems to me a most manifest error, 
especially in view of the fact of the extraordinary effort made 
in this bill to safeguard what the Attorney-General has called 
“trusts and monopolists,” from any taxation whatever. 

I thank the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I have prepared as concise 
a statement as I can wherein I set forth my views in regard to 
the bill that is now before the Senate for final passage. I will 
ask Senators to wait with any question that they may wish to 
ask until I have concluded, and then I will endeavor to answer 
any inquiry they may desire to make. 

The Republican national platform, adopted at the Chicago 
convention, in referring to the tariff, said: 

The Republican party declares unequivocally for the revision of the 
tariff by a special session of Congress immediately following the in- 
auguration of the next President, and commends the steps already 
taken to this end in the work assigned to the appropriate committees 
of Congress which are now investigating the operation and effect of 
existing schedules. In all tariff legislation the true principle of pro- 
teetion is best maintained by the imposition of such duties as will 


equal the difference between the cost of production at home and abroad, 
together with a reasonable profit to American industries. 


TAFT’S UNDERSTANDING OF THE PLATFORM. 


This declaration was enlarged upon and expanded more or 
less elaborately by the nominee of that convention for the 
Presidency. Some criticism has been made of the declaration 
in favor of “a reasonable profit to American industries.” Ina 
speech, delivered at Topeka, Kans., on October 3, 1908, Mr, 
Taft gave-his views as to what “reasonable profit” meant, 
He said: 

The principle of protection is that all industries that need it shall 
be protected by a customs tax equal to the difference between the cost 
of production here and the cost of production abroad. That cost of 
production is determined chiefly by three elements—the cost of mate- 
rial, the cost of labor, and the interest on capital, or what is known 
as “ manufacturers’ profits.” 

So it appears that interest on invested capital is what the 
President understands to be meant by profits to industries, and 
with that understanding no just criticism can be offered to the 
phrase. Continuing, the President said: 

The difference in the cost of production ordinarily is therefore 
reached by adding these three elements together abroad and adding 
them together at home and taking the difference. 

This statement by Mr. Taft was repeated many times during 
the campaign, and was very recently renewed in substance by 
an official statement given out at the White House. 

I am in absolute accord with these declarations of the Presi- 
dent. I believe that in them he outlines the sound basis upon 
which to build a protective-tariff policy, and am now ready to 
vote for any duty that is provided in this bill upon such a basis. 

To the Finance Committee of the Senate was assigned the 
duty of preparing for this body the tariff bill, and the Republi- 
can members of that committee were charged with the re- 
sponsibility of furnishing the Senate with the information neces- 
sary for it to determine whether the duties recommended were 
in harmony with the declarations of the Republican national 
plaform and the pledges of our candidate for the Presidency. 
But they have not furnished us with the needed inform= tion. 
The committee having failed to provide Senators with the neces 
sary facts, and to furnish any evidence that the bill which they 
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presented had been formulated in harmony with the pledges 
made, it became necessary for each Senator to seek as best he 
could the information that was needed to guide him in reaching 
his conclusions. 

In this address, delivered at Topeka, Mr. Taft said: 

The normal operation of protection, where competition has free scope, 
is to lower the cost of producing articles behind the tariff wall, and 
so to reduce their price to the public. This has always been the re- 
sult of protection, unless peculiar circumstances prevail that prevent 
the normal operation of competition. As a consequence, after ten years’ 
operation of a poets schedule, it ought to result that the cost of 
production in this country is much less, and therefore that the differ- 
ence between the cost of production in this country and abroad is less, 
and therefore that the duty ought to be reduced. To retain the duties 
far in excess of the difference in cost of production between the two 
countries is to offer a temptation to those who have the output to at- 
tempt a monopoly and a controlling of the prices so as to get the bene- 
fit of the excessive rate.- Hence it is important to follow the actual 
reductions in the cost of production by a reduction in the duty, so as 
to make the duty only a proper measure of the difference in cost of 
production between this country and abroad. This explains the reasons 
why the Dingley bill, which has served its purpose and served it well, 
has brought about conditions in which the schedules are generally too 
high. Protection has had its normal operation. The cost of most arti- 
cles has been reduced, and so the rates of duty ought also to be reduced. 

In the same address the President, continuing, said : 


Two years ago at Bath, Me., in a public speech, I announced that 
the time had come for a revision. But I said the Republican leaders 
did not then all agree, and I thought a crystallization of opinion was 
going on in the party so steadily that all would soon look upon re- 
vision favorably. My prediction has been verified, and the authorita- 
tive declaration of the party in the party platform that revision shall 
take place and that it Shall be brought about by calling a special ses- 
sion on the 4th of next March gives an earnestness to the purpose of 
the party to conform to the views of the people and the rank and file 
of the Republican party in seeking an honest and thorough revision. 

And now I want te call the attention of the Finance Com- 
mittee and of the Republican Senaters on this floor to the fact 
that I am reading the utterance made by Mr. Taft to the people 
of the Mississippi Valley in the campaign which resulted in 
giving him the electoral vote of all those States except one. 

STANDS ON THE PLATFORM AND BY TAFT'S DECLARATION. 

At the time Mr. Taft made this speech at Topeka, the capital 
of the State which I in part represent, I was a candidate for the 
United States Senate, having been nominated by the Republican 
party for that office. During the campaign, in 200 speeches 
made in more than 90 of the 105 counties in our State, I de- 
clared in favor of the policy outlined in this address of Mr. 
Taft. It was simply an open and frank declaration of what our 
national platform pledged. In the election that followed Mr. 
Taft carried Kansas by something over 36,000 majority, and 
the Republicans carried the legislature by T0 majority in joint 
session, and I was elected to a seat in this body by the unani- 
mous vote of the Republican members. I have endeavored to 
earry out faithfully the pledges which my party made and 
which I made in that campaign to the people who chose me to 
represent them here. I have voted for a protective duty on 
every item in this bill where I believed it measured the differ- 
ence in cost of production at home and abroad. I have voted 
ngainst the duties that were excessively high and that measured 
more than the difference in the eost of production. I yoted 
against these excessive duties because I am in thorough accord 
with the view so aptly expressed by the President when he said 
that “to retain the duties far in excess of the difference in cost 
of production between the two countries is to offer a temptation 
to those who have the output te attempt a monopoly and a con- 
trolling of the prices so as to get the benefit of the excessive 
rate.” 

If this bill as presented by the conference committee and 
recommended for passage conformed to the pledges made by 
the Chicago convention and reiterated by the party leaders in 
the campaign, I would most cheerfully vote for it, but it does 
not conform to those pledges. The duties on a large number 
of the most important articles represent much more than the 
difference in the cost of production at home and abroad, and 
the most excessive rates in the existing law have not been re- 
duced, but on many important items greatly increased. 

LEAD AND PAINTS. 


The duties represented in Schedule A, which cover chemicals, 
oils, and paints, on the average are inereased about one-half 
of 1 per cent ad valorem, and it has not been shown and does 
not appear, as far as I have been able to discern, that a single 
one of the increases made in this schedule is based upon the 
difference in cost of production at home and abroad. If they 
were, I would vote for them. The excessive duties in the pres- 
ent law on pig lead, white lead, red lead, orange mineral, the 
products from which are made the paints that are used to pre- 
serve the homes and buildings of the people, have been main- 
tained at practically the present rates, when there is con- 
elusive evidence that such duties are far in excess of the differ- 
ence in cost of production at home and abroad. ‘The duty on 
pig lead is fixed at $12.50 a ton more than the duty on the lead 
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in the ore, while the evidence shows that the entire cost of ro. 
ducing the lead from ore to pigs does not exceed $8 per ton, ang 
the maximum difference in the cost of such reduction in this 
country over that in any other country in the world does not 
exceed $4. Yet in this bill a duty of $12.50 a ton is provided 
to cover that difference. It has also been clearly demonstrated 
that as a result of such excessive duties combinations have }eo; 
formed by the manufacturers of these articles by which exor}j- 
tant prices have been charged the public for lead and lead 
paints. These high duties and the high prices of the lead paints 
have resulted in the making of large amounts of paints from 
cheaper materials, such as barytes. These cheaper paints haye 
become serious competitors with the paints made from the 
products of the lead trust, and, apparently in order to protect 
the trust further, the duty on crude barytes has been doubled 
in this bill. It has been increased from about 20 to 40 per 
cent ad valorem. The maintenance of these high rates is in 
direct violation of the pledges made the people in the campaign. 
I will not take the time of the Senate to go through the many 
other items in this schedule. On about 78 per cent of the im- 
portation the duties are unchanged, while increases have beep 
made on about 14 per cent and decreases on only 8 per cent. 

Schedule B, which relates to earthenware and glassware, 
on the whole shows a reduction of about one-fourth of 1 per 
cent of the ad valorem duty, an insignificant reduction, and of 
practically ne consequence. 

THE STEEL SCHEDULE. 


Schedule C, relating to metals and manufactures thereof, 
shows a reduction on the entire schedule of a little over 1 per 
cent of the ad valorem duty, which also is insignificant. And 
the interesting feature of this reduction is that the articles upon 
which the reductions are made are those where no duty is neces- 
sary from the protective basis; that is, upon articles that are 
made in this country as cheaply or more cheaply than in any 
other country in the world. Upon a number of these articles 
liberal reductions have been made, as should have been done. 
The reduction in the duty on scrap iron was very desirable, as 
well as the reductions on steel rails and barbed wire, though the 
reduction on wire still leaves the duty prohibitive. However, 
the benefit that might come from these reductions is more than 
taken away by the increases on other of the very important 
items of the schedule, the most conspicuous being that on struc- 
tural steel. The phraseology has been changed so as to increase 
the duty on the structural steel of commerce more than 40 per 
eent. This increase is wholly unjustified and unsupported by 
any evidence that the duty is necessary to cover the difference in 
the cost of production at home and abroad. Thus an additional 
duty of about $6 a ton is imposed on the steel that goes into the 
buildings of the people and that is used in the construction of 
the thousands of bridges that span the rivers and streams of our 
country. During the debate it was clearly demonstrated that 
this duty is about three times as much as the difference in the 
cost of production between this and competing countries. There 
have been radical increases in the duty on articles manufactured 
from steel wire in almost every form; also large increases on 
cast-iron vessels, razors, watch movements, and other articles 
used by the average citizen and clearly. classed among the neces- 
sities. I challenge any Senator on this floor to show that these 
increases are based upon the difference in the cost of production 
at home and abroad. 

Tungsten, used for incandescent electric lights and alloy for 
the manufacturing of steel tools, springs, piano wires, and so 
forth, where extreme hardness is needed, has been increased 
from $4 a ton to about $50 a ton, and similar advances have 
been made in ferrosilicon, a metal used for improving the qual- 
ity of cast iron, and on antimony, a valuable alloy in type metai 
pewter, and other metals. The result will be an increased cost 
of all articles of which these metals are important ingredients. 

LUMBER REDUCTION OF LITTLE BENEFIT. 

Small reductions have been made in Schedule D, the lumber 
schedule, the ad valorem duty being decreased about 2 per ceul. 
But the small benefit that might come to the home builder from 
the reduction on rough lumber is largely taken away by tle ub- 
warranted increases of 66 per cent in the duty on shingles and 
334 per cent on heavy timbers. The reduction on lumber is 10! 
what it should have been. I hold that any duty on lumber |s 
indefensible. There is practically no difference in the cost of 
production here and in Canada, and, in addition to that, ovr 
forests are being depleted and are fast disappearing. Tliey 
should be preserved. Nor is this slight reduction in the lumber 
schedule what the people expected or what they had a right ‘ 
expect. Lumber should be admitted free. This we owe not ony 
to ourselves, but to our children. The supply upon which they 
must depend in the future we are by our present policy rutl- 
lessly wasting. 


1909. 
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SUGAR GRAFT CONTINUED. 

There has been practically no change in Schedule E, which 
relates to sugar and molasses. All of the indefensible features 
that crept into the Dingley law have been maintained, and the 
American people are taxed almost 2 cents per pound on all the 
sugar they consume. Moreover, the phraseology of the bill is 
such as to enable the refiners to levy a tribute upon the Ameri- 
can people for the purpose of enriching themselves. This bill 
practically requires every pound of imported sugar to pass 
through the refiners’ hands before it reaches the American con- 
sumer, and from every standpoint of justice and equity this 
schedule should have been readjusted. But, instead, the graft of 
the band of criminals that sit around the table of the board of 
directors of the American Sugar Refining Company is by this 
pill to be continued, 

Schedule F, relating to tobacco and manufactures thereof, re- 
mains the same. 

DUTY ON CORN, WHEAT, AND HIDES. 


Schedule G, relating to agricultural products, has been in- 
creased about 2 per cent. There should have been reductions in 
this schedule. They could have been made without the slightest 
injury to American agriculture. High duties are placed on semi- 
tropical fruits, such as lemons, and raisins, and on pineapples, 
and rice, and on flour biscuits made by the cracker trust, for 
the benefit of a few individuals in limited sections of the 
country, and a high duty is placed on corn and wheat to make 
the great mass of farmers believe that they are being favored. 
But it is an insult to the intelligence of the American farmer to 
place a protective duty on corn when we are producing more 
corn than all the other nations combined. We sell our wheat 
and corn and the products thereof in the markets of the world, 
and no duty which might be imposed can affect the price which 
the farmer receives for them. We raise far more wheat, corn, 
cattle, and hogs than we consume, and the result is that the 
farmer can not be protected by any tariff, because the price of 
his product is fixed by the world market. 

The principal duty from which the farmer has received a 
direct benefit was that on hides. This has been removed, be- 
cause New England wanted free hides for her manufacturers. 
The pretense is made that an equivalent reduction has been 
given in the leather products that the farmer uses; but this is not 
true. It was widely published that the duty on shoes had been 
reduced to 10 per cent. But an examination of the conference 
report shows that the 10 per cent duty on shoes applies only to 
those the upper of which are made from cowhide or sole leather, 
and a very small fraction of the shoes used by the American 
public are of that kind. The old brogan has practically disap- 
peared from American footwear, but if it had not, none of them 
would be imported. The duty on harness made from sole leather 
or cowhides only has been reduced as alleged. Harness made 
from other leather remains at 35 per cent.* 

But the most outrageous feature of this hide and leather 
schedule is in the duty on such articles as satchels, suit cases, 
trunks, bags, belts, card cases, portfolios, and so forth, many of 
which have sole leather or cowhide as the chief component 
part. The duty in this bill has been increased from 35 per cent 
under the Dingley law to 40 and 50 per cent, depending upon 
the kind of article. The manufacturer gets free hides as his 
raw material, and the duty is increased 5 and 15 per cent on 
articles of which $50,000,000 worth are purchased by the 
American people annually. 

This bill takes the duty of 15 per cent off the hides and 
adds it to the sole-leather suit case that the American citizen 
buys; and yet it has been loudly advertised, although there 
is an increase of 15 per cent on certain qualities and 5 per cent 
on others, that a reduction has been made in the leather sched- 
ule for the benefit of the American people. Such is the down- 
ward revision in the leather schedule. 

Schedule H, relating to spirits, wines, and other beverages, 
has been increased about 19 per cent ad valorem. To this I 
make no objection, because the increase is for the purpose of 
securing additional revenue which is needed, and these articles 
are those upon which it is perfectly proper to levy a heavy 
tax for revenue purposes. 


INCREASES ON COTTON GOODS. 


Schedule I, relating to cotton manufactures and cotton textiles 
of every kind, shows on its face an increase on the entire sched- 
ule from about 44.84 per cent ad valorem to 50.62 per cent ad 
valorem, but in fact the increase is much greater than that. A 
reclassification and change of phraseology has increased this 
rate about 20 per cent, as nearly as can be estimated. This 
increase is indefensible. It can not be justified from any possible 
point of view. Every inhabitant of this Republic, male or fe- 


*Some of these rat 
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male, child dr adult, foreign or native, is a user of cotton cloth 
in some of its forms. The duty on these cloths has been in- 
creased in various amounts. Plain unbleached cloth valued at 
over 7 cents a square yard, not a running yard, is advanced 
from 25 to 37 per cent ad valorem; if bleached, from 25 to 36 
per cent; if dyed or colored, from 30 to 44 per cent. 

The hosiery worn by the masses of the people—that is, that 
which sells at from 15 to 35 cents a pair—has been increased 
about 35 per cent; and so it runs through the schedule. On 
practically every item the present rates are retained or increases 
are made. Some of these duties are as high as 77 per cent ad 
valorem, and because of the new phraseology this rate may be 
advanced in some instances to over 100 per cent. In this debate 
it has been shown that on some of these articles the cost of pro- 
duction in this country is less than abroad, and in no case has 
an attempt been made to show that these duties represent the 
difference in the cost of production. In some cases, as in the 
duty on the process of mercerization, the specific rate fixed is 
shown to be more than the entire cost of the process, either in 
this country or abroad. 

Again, I want to call attention to the declaration of Mr. Taft 
aaa campaign speech from which I have quoted. Mr. Taft 
said: 


After ten years’ operation of a particular schedule it ought to result 
that the cost of production in this country is made less, and therefore 
that the difference between the cost of production in this country and 
abroad is less, and therefore that the duty ought to be reduced. 

On that declaration I stand, and in harmony with that decla- 
ration I intend to vote. If the pledges made by the Republican 
platform and our candidate for the Presidency had been carried 
out, there would have been substantial reductions in this sched- 
ule. But these pledges have been ignored, and the basic prin- 
ciple of protection has been violated; violated by the men who 
have been its greatest beneficiaries and who claim to be its 
friends, but who in fact, because of their insatiable greed, are 
its most deadly enemies. Apparently the only thing that has 
béen considered in formulating the cotton textile schedule has 
been the greed of the cotton manufacturers of New England, 
This bill seems to be drawn wholly in the interest of the makers 
of cotton cloth. 

The wearers of the cloth are given no consideration. These 
increases in the cotton schedule were made in the face of the 
fact that Mr. H. F. Lippitt, of Providence, R. I., as the official 
representative of the New England cotton manufacturers, ap- 
peared before the Ways and Means Committee of the House and 
stated that they did not ask any increases over the present 
duties on cotton goods. On page 4532 of the House hearings, 
Mr. Lippitt, in his testimony, said: 


The form of the present cotton tariff is the result of many efforts, 
and considering the wide variety of products it covers has stood the 
test of practical operation fairly well. It has been the object of many 
legal attacks, in the course of which the terms used have for the most 
part been given careful legal definitions, and therefore should not be 
disturbed. Some minor features, however, are still in controversy and 
may need elucidation, but the present cotton situation as a whole has 
resulted in establishing in this country a great industry, widely dis- 
tributed, employing many people and much capital. It has regulated, 
but not prevented importations; has made moderate profits and rea- 
sonable wages possible to the capitalist and laborer, but is not a 
bonanza. 

We ask therefore that the present schedule shall not be materially 
changed, and that cotton manufacturers be allowed to continue the 
operation and further development of this important industry under 
the same tariff conditions that now prevail. 


On page 4538, in closing his testimony, Mr. Lippitt said: 

Well, I am not appearing here to ask for an increase in the duties 
on the cloth clauses of the cotton schedule. I think that while there 
are importations going on under them, it is reasonably regulative of 
the cotton trade. The importations are not so large that we feel 
justified in asking that the duties be increased; but we would not like 
to see them decreased, as we believe that any decrease would cer 
tainly result in very much larger importations and a great deal more 
of our cotton being manufactured abroad and shipped back as finished 
goods, as we say. 

Thus it appears that the official representative of the organi- 
zation of the cotton manufacturers, who lives in the same town 
with the chairman of the Finance Committee, in his testimony 
before the Ways and Means Committee asked no increase of 
duty; yet, in the face of this declaration, the duties are largely 
increased. The advances in the duties on cotton fabrics consti- 
tute, in my judgment, one of the boldest efforts at legislative 
plunder that have been undertaken in the history of this Repub- 
lic, and their enactment into law will meet the unmeasured and 
indignant condemnation of the American people. 

Schedule J, relating to flax, hemp, and jute and manufactures 
thereof, has been only slightly increased. In this schedule 
some reductions were made in jute, ramie, and flax rugs and 
carpets. Reductions were also made in jute, flax, and hemp 


yarns, but very little if any advantage can come from this to 
the consumer, because the duty on cloth made from these yarns 
is greatly increased. And there is no evidence that it was 
justified. 
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Mr. CUMMINS. If the Senator from Kansas will permit me, 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Crawrorp in the chair). 
The Senator from Iowa suggests the absence of a quorum. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 

Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Bristow 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burton 
Chamberlain 
Clapp Page 
Clay Paynter 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sponded to their names. There is a quorum present. — 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I was just starting in on 
Schedule K when the roll call interrupted me. 


WOOL AND WOOLEN GOODS. 


Schedule K, relating to wool and manufactures of wool, re- 
mains practically the same, carrying an average duty of 57.99 
per cent ad valorem. That is the average duty upon the wool 
and woolen fabrics that are used in such abundance throughout 
the country for the domestic comfort of the people. It includes 
the duty on unwashed wool, which is comparatively low, and 
holds the average rate down to less than 60 per cent. The 
duties on cloths and fabrics are much higher, and they are left 
at the very excessive rates that now exist and concerning which 
there has been: so much complaint. In some instances these 
duties run as high as 165 per cent ad valorem, and in a large 
number of cases more than 100 per cent. The duties on blankets 
range from 104 per cent to 165 per cent; on knit fabrics from 
95 per cent to 141 per cent; on worsted cloths from 94 per cent 
to 134 per cent. Flannels carry duties of from 86 per cent to 
148 per cent; women’s and children’s dress goods from 70 per 
cent to 118 per cent. Yet these extravagant and indefensible 
duties are not reduced, though there is evidence before this 
Congress that they cover three and four and five times the 
difference in the cost of production at home and abroad. There 
is undisputed evidence to that fact, yet in the interest of a few 
woolen manufacturers, mostly in New England, these duties 
are maintained, and in order to enrich themselves these men 
are permitted to levy an unjust tribute upon the American 
people. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I would rather the Senator would allow me 
to conclude and then propound his question. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I simply want to ask the Senator—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas 
declines to yield. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I merely wish to ask the Senator if he has 
worked out the average on woolen goods? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I will come to that later on. 

Schedule L, relating to silk and silk goods, has been slightly 
increased, Silks are termed luxuries, and serious complaint can 
not be made against the high duty that now exists, but I believe 
that too radical advances have been made on some of the silk 
textiles. 


Crane 
Crawford 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Daniel Jones 
Depew Kean 

Dick La Follette 
Dillingham Lodge 
Dolliver Nelson 
Flint Newlands 
Foster 


Frazier 
Frye 


Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 


Gallinger 
Gamble 

Hughes 
Johnson, N. Dak. 


Overman 


Forty-nine Senators have re- 


PRINT PAPER AND PULP. 


Schedule M, relating to pulp, papers, and books, has been in- 
creased from about 204 per cent ad valorem to about 233 per 
cent ad valorem. This increase is largely on lithographs, which 
is, in part, justified, but an increase has been made on the ordi- 
nary writing paper of commerce. This I feel is indefensible. 
It is unnecessary. It is not based upon the difference in cost of 
production at home and abread, and no claim has ever been 
made that it was. The reduction on print paper to $3.75 a ton 
is of slight benefit. The House rate of $2 a ton was the very 
maximum that should have been considered. This is the only 
schedule upon which the Congress had information as to the 
difference in the cost of production. A committee of five Mem- 
bers of the House spent months investigating the cost of manu- 
facturing paper. It filed an elaborate report, which clearly dem- 
onstrated that we are manufacturing paper as cheaply here as 
they are in Canada, the principal competitor of our mills,-.and 
that no protection is needed. However, to remove any doubt 
and to amply protect American paper mills from any contin- 
gency, this committee recommended $2 per ton as the maximum 
duty. But the mill owners wanted more, and since this bill 
seems to be made in the interest of the manufacturers only, the 
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increased duty was given; and it further appears from the pro- 
visions of this bill that the duty on wood pulp will be probably 
increased 65 cents a ton above the present duty. 

In Schedule N, which relates to sundries and includes a very 
large number of articles of great importance to the American 
people, there have been some reductions, but also some indefey. 
sible increases. The duties on the whole have been increaseq 
about 2 per cent. 

A recapitulation of the entire bill shows that the duties, in 
round numbers, on 65 per cent of our importations remain up- 
changed, increases are made on 21 per cent, and decreases on 14 
per cent. 

BASIS OF COMPUTING INCREASES. 


The averages presented by these figures are taken from a 
recapitulation made by the Department of Commerce and 
Labor and the table furnished by the Finance Committee. They 
show the minimum increases and maximum decreases, because 
many increases have been made by changes in phraseology, and 
the amount can not be estimated until actual importation has 
occurred under the bill; and such increases are in addition to 
those shown by these figures. It is asserted by the friends of 
this bill that to use the importations as the basis for computing 
increases and decreases of duties is not sound from the protec- 
tion point of view; that in order to preserve the American mar- 
ket to the American producer, large importation should invite 
increased duties, and to protect the American market from ex- 
cessive local prices, small importation should induce reduced 
duties. If this is the proper theory, then the committee ought 
to have followed it in forming this bill. But it has not. We 
import only about 3 per cent of our cotton goods, while we im- 
port over 60 per cent of hemp, jute, and flax and their products: 
yet this bill leaves the hemp, jute, and flax schedule at practi- 
cally the same average rate, and largely increases the duties in 
the cotton schedule. There is practically no importation of the 
cheap writing papers, yet this bill has increased the duty over 
50 per cent on these articles. Many other similar illustrations 
might be given. 

The theory, however, that large importations should invite 
increases in duties is true to a certain extent. The duty on post 
cards has been properly increased—too much, I think—but an in. 
crease was justified because our foreign competitors were pro- 
ducing them so much more cheaply than we could that they 
were absorbing our market. But it can not be claimed that be- 
cause we are importing large quantities of sugar and lead that 
the duties should be increased. We can not produce as much of 
these articles as we need, and every cent added to the duty is 
added to the cost and is an additional burden placed on the con- 
sumers of these articles. No general rule can be made to apply 
accurately to the whole of a tariff bill. But an average increase 
in the duties paid on importation is conclusive evidence of a 
general increase of rates, and in a downward revision of the 
tariff the average ought generally to decrease. I again call 
attention to the declaration of the President, because it is so 
pers and concise and so fittingly applies to this discussion. Hi 
said : 

After ten years’ tion of a particular schedule, it ought to result 
that the cost of production in this country is much less, * * * and 
therefore the duties ought to be reduced. 

The application of that principle would not only result in a 
decrease of averages, but would correct the gross and indefensi 
ble features of this bill. 


AN UPWARD REVISION. 


The figures show a decided upward revision. Decreases have 
not been made where they ought to have been made. But the 
evils of the bill are not alone in the failure to decrease the ex- 
cessive duties that so manifestly exist. Its greatest iniquity 1s 
in the specific increases on many necessary articles, such as 
lemons, cotton goods, structural steel, barytes, electric carbons, 
manufactures of steel wire, razors, hosiery, and many other 
items that might be mentioned. It is alleged that these in- 
creases are confined to luxuries, but the committee has queer 
ideas as to what constitute luxuries. It has classed enameled 
kitchen wares, pickles, cotton cloth worth more than 7 cents a 
yard, sleeve linings, corduroys, hose that cost 15 cents a pair, 
underclothes costing 50 cents a garment, shoddy and waste wov!, 
rags, and umbrellas as luxuries upon which it is justifiable to 
levy large duties. And this is the bill prepared by a Congress 
called together for the purpose of giving the people “an honest 
and thorough revision” in compliance with the promises made 
by our party in the campaign last year. 

THE SO-CALLED “ CORPORATION TAX.” 


There are features of the measure other than the duties that, 
in my judgment, make it undesirable legislation. The so-called 
“ corporation tax,” which proposes to tax the net dividends or i- 
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comes of corporations, and ne other incomes, I can not approve. 
Ry this provision the stockholders of the corporations will be 
taxed on their dividends, but the bondholders will be exempted. 
Anyone who may own a few shares of railroad stocks will have 
to bear the burden ef this tax, while the man who owns millions 
ef the bonds, and whe in fact controls the property, will not 
have to pay. The large monopolistic corporations can shift the 
tax to the public by increased charges, while the small corpora- 
tions, doing a mercantile business, or a milling business, or any 
local corporation, in whatever business engaged, that earns more 
than $5,000 net per annum will have to pay the tax out of the 
dividends of its stockholders. The employee in a corporation 
who may own some of its stock and whose income is but a few 
hundred dollars a year is taxed upon the same basis as the 
millionaire who owns a controlling interest in the property. I 
do not believe that such a system of taxation is wise or just. A 
tax on all ineemes in excess of an amount necessary to support 
a family, from whatever source such income is derived, is cer- 
tainly more just. 

Misleading statements have been made, and will continue to 
be made, in an effort to show that this bill fulfills our party 
pledges. Numerically speaking, a large number of reductions 
have been made, but a great number of them are unimportant 
and many insignificant. It is true there have been reductions 
on many more items than increases. ‘To illustrate: In Schedule 
J, which relates to hemp, jute, and flax and their preducts, 
there are reductions on about 170 items of yarn and cords, re- | 
ductions that are very properly made; but the effect of it for 
the public is killed by a single increase of about 30 per cent on 
the fabries which the people use that are made from these 
yarns; and similar illustrations exist through the entire bill. I 
believe the American people are too intelligent to be deceived by 
such cheap argument as this numerical subterfuge. Decreases 
in what is termed “ raw materials” are of small advantage to the | 
public when they are accompanied by a refusal to reduce the 
duty on the finished product made from such materials, 

As a whole, this bill is constructed on narrow lines. Instead 
of giving an impulse to American enterprise by seeking to open 
up new foreign markets for the surplus products of the American | 





farm and factory, its sole purpose seems to be to preserve the | 
local market for the special benefit of certain manufacturing | 


interests, Instead of enlarging our foreign commerce, it stifles | parrassing position in which it is possible for a President to 
it. The wise suggestions made by the lamented McKinley in his | 


great speech at Buffalo have been as contemptuously ignored as 
have been the campaign declarations of our President. 


1S A NEW ENGLAND BILL. 


This is a New England bill. Where reductions have been 
made in the high duties, it has been at the expense of other see- 
tions of the country, not at New England's. It has been said 
by one of her distinguished statesmen that the manufacturing 
interests of New England will profit more than $50,000,000 per 
annum by this legislation. He probably underestimates it. The 
great Mississippi Valley will be the largest contributor to that 
fabulous sum, Her industrial energy and the fertility of her 
resources are to be levied upon by the New England manufac- 
turers, and during the next few years large sums of money will 
be expended in carrying on a campaign to convince the people 
that they ought to pay this tribute without complaint or pro- 
test. And the strange thing to me is that men representing con- 
stituencies upon which this tribute is levied make its imposition 
possible by their votes. If Senators representing other sections 
of the country were as devoted to the interest of their immediate 
constituents as New England’s Senators are to the interest of 
her manufacturers, this bill would be overwhelmingly beaten. 
But, unfortunately, this is not the case. New England acts as 
a unit; the other sections of the country do not. As a result 
of financial and commercial conditions that have grewn up in 
this country and of the long service of her representatives in 
public life she has great political and financial power. So great 
is this power that men in the public service hesitate to contend 
against it. Apparently they prefer to content themselves with 
the favers that New England’s industrial and political leaders 
See fit to bestow upon them. But for one I can not consent to 
Such a programme. 

MAY BE IRREGULAR. 


Mr. President, I have in a condensed and imperfect way set 
forth in detail some of the gravest objections to this bill. It 
may be irregular to differ with my party associates on such im- 
portant legislation. I believe in party fealty, and recognize 
that party organization is necessary; but no desire for party 
regularity can induce me to say that this is “an honest and 
thorough revision of the tariff,” when I know that it is not. I 
hold that a political promise should be as binding as a personal 
obligation. We went before the people of this country and told 





them that if they intrusted us again with the administration of 
their national affairs we would “ honestly and thoroughly revise 
the tariff.” This bill not only fails to carry out that pledge, but 
openly violates it. It does not keep proper faith with the prom- 
ises of our platform or the declarations of our candidate. The 
President in a recent statement aguin reiterated the campaign 
pledges and stated that he expected Congress to carry them out; 
and we by the passage of this bill are failing to do so. It is true 
that Mr. Taft by an unusual and probably unprecedented effort 
has induced the conference committee to make slight reductions 
in the duties on coal! and iron ore and prevented an increase on 
ladies’ gloves. He secured free hides with reductions on certain 
kinds of leather and shoes; but his desire for reductions of 
duties in the great schedules covering woolens, cottons, struc- 
tural steel, and paper has been disregarded. His urgent demand 


| for a reduction in the duty on lumber was met by reducing the 


duty on rough lumber 25 cents per 1,000 feet below the Senate 
rate, and by an increase on shingles of 20 cents per 1,000, and 
on large timbers of 33 per cent above the present law. The 
President may or he may not sign the bill if it is presented to 
him. Press reports say that he will—not because he is satisfied 
with it, but because he believes it is the best he can get from 
this Congress, and to some extent fulfills the party pledge. He 
may think it better to take the bill as it is and make the best of 
it tham to send the whole matter back to the people and enter 
upon a protracted tariff fight. Whether or not such a position 
is wise is not for me to say. That is a question which the 
President himself must decide, and I am confident that because 


| of his broad views and great judicial mind his ultimate decision 
| will be the wisest and best. But his relation to this bill is very 


different from ours. 
THE PRESIDENT’S RELATION TO THIS BILL. 

The President must decide whether or not the bill is such 
that his duty requires him to refuse to permit it to become a 
law, while a Senator must decide whether or not it is a meas- 
ure that he ought to give his positive support and vote to make 
a law. As Republicans we must also consider whether this bill 


| fulfills the obligations we owe the people as a result of the elec- 
| tion, and is a measure that we ought to send to the President 


as the fulfillment of those obligations. As a Republican Sena- 
tor I will not be a party to placing Mr. Taft in the most em- 


be placed; that is, to require him either to sign a bill that is 


| not what was promised the people, or to compel him to repudi- 


ate the action of a majority of his party in both branches of 
the Congress by a veto. He has in substance appealed to this 
Congress to keep faith with the people, but in effect it is about 
to ignere that appeal. I leve the President. He has honored 
me with his friendship. I am devoted to the welfare of his ad- 
ministration, and for one I will never vote to send him a bill 
for approval that is a violation of his party’s pledges, and 
whieh is also, in my judgment, fundamentally wrong and in 
many of its details iniquitous. 

I set up no standard for other Senators. Every man should 
vote as his conscience and judgment dictate. But I feel that 
should I support this bill I would be recreant to my duty as 
a Senator and unfaithful to the people who sent me here to 
represent them, and I can not do it. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not think that the ("91 vote 
| upon the question of the adoption of this report, and the conse- 
quent passage of the bill, will close this tariff discussion. In 
my opinion, it will be but the beginning of it. The diseussion 
will, for the time, end in this Chamber, but it will be adjourned 
to the people. In this bill and the discussions which have been 
had upon it they will find ample evidence that the protective 
tariff is vicious in principle and evil and oppressive and iniqui- 
tous in practical operation. Graft and partiality and inequality 
are inseparable from it. The country has seen time and again 
when the wave of one man’s hand in this Chamber has added 
millions to favorite industries, when the same millions, by that 
same wave of the hand, were exacted from the consuming 
public. . 

I believe, Mr. President, that this bill is going to be one 
which will give very little satisfaction to the people of either 
political party of this country, and that it will be a matter of 
eonsiderable inquiry as to who is responsible for the measure 
and for its various features. 

For that reason I deem it important that there should be put 
in as convenient form as may be practicable the record which 
will show upon whom has rested the responsibility not simply 
for the final enactment of the bill. but for the various pro- 
visions of the bill as it has progressed from its introduction up 
to the present time. I think that is important not only to the 
particular party of which I have the honor to be a member, but 
I think it is important as to all Senators. , 
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I am, however, more particularly interested, I confess, in 
what may be considered to be the responsibility of the Demo- 
cratic party on account of the part which it has played in the 
framing of this bill. 

There is a saying that a misrepresentation often repeated, 
and well stuck to, will serve the same purpose as the truth. By 
this is meant that a misrepresentation thus often repeated and 
asserted as the truth will have the same effect in creating the 
belief in the public mind of its truth as if it were in fact true. 

I am led to recall this saying by the fact that for the past 
three months the misrepresentation of the attitude of Demo- 
cratic Senators in relation to the pending tariff bill and its 
schedules has been so persistent and so often repeated, that that 
misrepresentation has in a large measure come to be regarded 
generally as in reality the truth. It has been asserted and 
repeated so often that the Democratic Senators have favored 
protective duties, that it has come to be credited as the truth, 
not only by political foes, but by political friends as well. 

Of course assertion on the one hand and denial on the other 
hand prove nothing, and the truth or falsity of the charge 
can be only tested and determined accurately by an appeal to 
the Recorp. The attitude of Senators is to be determined by 
the votes which they cast. If the votes cast by them as found 
in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp are for higher duties and for pro- 
tective duties, then the charge is true; if, on the contrary, 
those votes are for lower duties and not for protective duties, 
then the charge is untrue. Fortunately, there were a great 
many yea-and-nay votes during the consideration of this bill, 
They were practically all of them on the question whether there 
should be high duties or low duties, and they are recorded 
daily in the ConeressionaL Recorp for a continuous period of 
more than two months, 

These yea-and-nay votes are scattered through thousands of 
pages of debates of the Senate, and their satisfactory inspection 
is impracticable unless placed in more convenient arrangement. 

I have accordingly had arranged in consecutive and convenient 
form all these yea-and-nay votes, omitting no one of them. 

The following, which I now present, is a complete statement 
of every yea-and-nay vote taken in the Senate pending the con- 
sideration of the tariff bill (H. R. 1438, 1st sess., 6ist Cong.) 
from the first vote, May 5, 1909, to the final vote on the ques- 
tion of the passage of the bill, July 8, 1909, inclusive. 

In this record of votes, for convenience of reference, the 
names of Republican Senators are printed in roman text, 
while the names of Democratic Senators are printed in italics. 

The purpose of this statement is to show in convenient ar- 
rangement not only to the Senate, but to the country, how each 
Senator voted on the tariff propositions in every yea-and-nay 
vote pending the consideration of the tariff bill. It is proper, 
therefore, to state that the failure of Senators in some in- 
stances to be recorded as voting should not be construed as 
indicating necessarily the absence of such Senators. Senators 
who were present and who are recorded as not voting in the 
following yea-and-nay votes were, except in a few instances, 
under the recognized practice in the Senate, paired with absent 
Senators for and against the measure then voted upon, as 
shown by the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp in the announcements then 
made in the Senate as each vote was taken. The announce- 
ments thus made in the Senate will disclose who were present 
and not voting because of the absence of other Senators with 
whom they were paired. 

While the fact is generally well known to those familiar 
with proceedings in the Senate, it may not be amiss to state 
for the benefit of others that when, in accordance with this 
practice, a Senator announced that he was paired with an absent 
Senator, and that if at liberty to vote he would vote “ nay,” or 
the reverse, the effect upon the result was the same as if both 
Senators had been present and one of them had voted “ yea” 
and the other had voted “ nay.” 

From May 5 to July 8, inclusive, there were in the Senate 82 
yea-and-nay roll calls on distinctive, clearly defined questions 
as to the increase or the reduction of the tariff rates. In stat- 
ing this number of yea-and-nay votes it is proper to say that 
several of these roll calls each recorded yea-and-nay votes on a 
number of amendments which were, by consent of the Senate, 
then voted upon en bloc, thus determining a greater number 
of questions relative to the increase or the reduction of the 
particular rates of duty than are shown by the number of roll 
calls, 

Thus, on June 5 the Finance Committee offered amendments 
to paragraphs $14, 315, 316, and 317 increasing duties in the 
cotton schedule... For convenience and by consent, these four 
amendments were voted on together in one roll call. It was the 
same as if there bad been four separate yea-and-nay votes, one 
on each separate proposition, and therefore three additional yea- 
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and-nay votes should be added. Again, on June 11, the Senato, 
from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fottetre] offered 31 distinct, separate 
amendments, each amendment reducing different duties in the 
several items of the wool schedule. These 31 separate amend. 
ments were, for convenience and by consent, voted upon in one 
call of the yeas and nays. It was the same in effect as if there 
had been 31 separate roll calls on the several questions of the 
adoption of the amendments, and therefore 30 additional yea. 
and-nay votes should be added. Again, on June 12, I myself 
offered 17 distinct, separate amendments, each amendment re. 
ducing different duties of the wool schedule. These 17 amena- 
ments were, for convenience and by consent, voted upon in one 
eall of the yeas and nays. It was the same in effect as if there 
had been 17 separate roll calls upon the question of the adoption 
of each of the several amendments. As in the cases cited, it was 
the same as a separate vote on each separate proposition, and 
therefore 16 additional yea-and-nay votes should be added. 
Again, on June 28, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CuMMrins] offered 
10 distinct, separate amendments, each amendment reducing 
different duties of the metal schedule. These 10 separate 
amendments were, for convenience and by consent, voted upon 
in one call of the yeas and nays. It was the same in effect as 
if there had been 10 separate roll calls and 10 separate yea- 
and-nay votes on the 10 propositions, upon the question of the 
adoption of the several amendments; and therefore 9 addition) 
yea-and-nay votes should be added. 

These several additional groups of yea-and-nay votes, aggre 
gating 55, each relating to a substantive amendment, distinc: 
and separate in itself, when added to the 82 yea-and-nay ro)! 
ealls, make 137 distinct yea-and-nay votes in the Senate on 
137 distinct, separate propositions relating directly and ma- 
terially to the question of the increase or reduction of the tariff 
duties. Some of these questions involved in these 137 amend- 
ments arose upon propositions of the friends of high tarif 
duties to increase the rates of duty. On the other hand, many 
of these questions arose upon the propositions of the friends of 
low tariff duties to reduce the rates of duty. While, therefore, 
the questions were presented in opposite forms, the issues j)- 
volved in all of them were the same, to wit, whether the rate 
of duty under consideration should be increased or reduced. 
A Senator who voted against a proposition to increase a rate of 
duty occupied the same attitude as when he voted in favor of « 
proposition to reduce a rate of duty. 

I state this with such particularity in order to give emphasis 
to the fact which these recorded votes show, that in these 1:7 
yea-and-nay votes on 137 distinct propositions, the Democratic 
Senators voted in every instance in the negative where the 
proposition was to increase a rate of duty, and voted in ever) 
instance in the affirmative where the proposition was to reduce 
a rate of duty. 

On the contrary, the fact should be stated with not less defi 
niteness and emphasis that these recorded ;otes show that in 
each and every one of these 137 yea-and-nay votes on 137 dis 
tinct propositions, the large majority of the Republican Se 
ators, constituting a majority of the entire Senate, voted in 
every instance, with possibly two exceptions, in the affirmative 
where the proposition was to increase a rate of duty, and vote! 
in every instance in the negative where the proposition was to 
reduce the rate of duty. 

Mr. President, I desire to say with reference to those two ex- 
ceptions where that did not prove to be true in the case of I 
publican Senators, one of them was in the case of the proposi- 
tion submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ir 
ROSE] to impose a rate of duty upon petroleum. When thi: 
vote was taken a majority of the Republican Senators voted (0 
impose the duty, but a sufficient number of Republican Senators 
joined with the Democrats to defeat the proposition, and it ws 
accordingly lost. 

But, Mr. President, thereafter, upon the motion of the Seu- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis], there was a countervailins 
duty put upon petroleum, which practically reversed the forme: 
action of the Senate and had the same effect as imposing « 
duty on its importation. When that vote was taken ever) 
Senator who voted for that countervailing duty was a Repu) 
lican, and those who voted in the negative were Democrats 11) 
the minority of the Republicans. By this conference report 10 
before us, the countervailing duty is stricken out and petrolew) 
is thus restored to the free list. : 

It is also proper to note that in much the larger portion ©! 
these 137 yea-and-nay votes a small minority of the Republica) 
Senators voted against the proposed increase of rates of duties. 
and in favor of the proposed reduction of rates of duties. 

I will add that the only instances in which that minority of 
the Republicans failed to vote in that way were in cases whiel 
amendments were offered by Democrats which reduced the rates 
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of duty below what those Republicans thought were protective 
rates, and therefore we did not have the benefit of their assist- 
ance upon those questions; but they were very few compared 
to the large number of votes in which this minority of the 
Republicans voted steadily in faver of reduced rates and 
ainst increased rates of duty. 

These 137 yea-and-nay votes of which I am now speaking do 
not include the yea-and-nay votes on lumber, hides, or iron ore, 
upon which the Democratic Senators were divided in their 
yotes, and of which votes on these three articles I will speak 
separately. 

The duties proposed to be imposed on these three articles 
are, in amount and in their effect upon the expenditures of the 
people of the country, absolutely insignificant, a mere bagatelle, 
as compared with the great mass of articles of everyday and 
universal use by the people generally upon which rates of 
duties were imposed in the remainder of the bill. 

It will therefore be understood that in speaking of the Demo- 
cratic votes on these 137 yea-and-nay votes no reference is 
made to votes on the rates of duty on lumber, hides, or iron ore, 
except when specifically mentioned. 

In saying that the Democratic Senators voted in each in- 
stance for the lower rate of duties on each of these 137 yea-and- 
nay votes, I mean that the number of Democratic Senators 
voting the other way in these votes was, in each instance, so 
extremely small, and the vote among the Democratic Senators 
was so nearly unanimous, that those Democratic Senators vot- 
ing thus for these lower duties are properly designated in this 
general term. With extremely few exceptions there were in 
these 137 yea-and-nay votes less than two Democratic Senators 
voting against the lower duties. It was still more rarely the 
case that in any one of these 137 votes the number of Demo- 
cratic Senators yoting against the lower duties amounted to as 
many as three. 
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in this record of the Democratic Senators, in the unvarying | 


support of lower duties in the yea-and-nay votes on 137 dis- 
tinct prepositions in favor of such lower duties, there would 
seem to be no ground upon which to base an adverse criticism 
by those demanding a downward revision of the tariff. But 
the case can be still more strongly stated. An examination of 
this complete recerd of votes shows: 

First. That in no single instance in these 137 yea-and-nay 
votes did the Democratic Senators vote for a rate of duty on 
any article which conld be properly classed as a protective rate 
of duty.. These reductions did not go as far as Democratic 
Senators desired. 

Second. That in no instance in these 137 votes did the Demo- 
cratic Senators vete for a propesition for an increase of duty on 
any article over the rate prescribed, either in existing law, 
or in the pending tariff bill as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, 

Third. That in no instance did the Democratic Senators fail 
to vote for any proposed reduction of the rate of duty whether 
such proposition was made by a Republican Senator or by a 
Democratic Senator. 

The articles covered by these 137 propositions, in yea-and-nay 
votes, upon which the Democratic Senators voted against an 
increase of duties and in favor of a reduction of duties, em- 
braced the whole range of articles essential to the comfort, the 
health, the decency, the convenience, and the reasonable indul- 
gence of the people in their hemes, in their persons, and needed 
pleasures, and in the necessities of their business avocations. 
They embraced the great mass and variety of articles of every- 
day use and consumption by the people generally—articles 
which, necessarily, in their procurement make up the daily 
expense of living to people of all classes, the rich and the poor 
alike, and differing only in degree. 





It would be manifestly impracticable to enumerate all of these | 


articles, because there are many thousands of them. They may 
be briefly, but imperfectly, mentioned somewhat in groups or 
Classes, as follows: 

Lead ores, lead in all forms, and other minerals entering into 
the composition of house paints. 

_ Salts of potash and all chemicals and other articles entering 
into the composition or manufacture of agricultural or com- 
mercial fertilizers. 

All kinds of crockery ware, including china, porcelain, parian, 
hisque, earthen and stone crockery ware, and also tiles, plaques, 
toys, charms, vases, lamps, and so forth. Also, earthenware of 
all kinds, and cylinder, crown, and common window glass. 

Iron in pigs, wrought and cast scrap iron and scrap steel; 
other forms of iron, including bars, plates, beams, girders, joists, 
columns, and posts, or parts of the same, and all other struc- 
tural shapes of iron or steel, whether plain, punched, or fitted 
for use, assembled and manufactured; round iron or steel wire, 
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nails, barbed wire for fencing, and innumerable other articles 
made of iron or steel. 

Razors and cutlery of all kinds, including penknives, pocket- 
knives, clasp knives, and all knives by whatever name known, 
such as table, butchers’, carving, cooks’, hunting, kitchen, car- 
penters’ bench, curriers’, farriers’, drawing, hay, tanners’, plumb- 
ing, shoe knives, and so forth; scissors and shears and blades 
for the same, and so forth. 

Cash registers, linotype and typesetting machines, machine 
tools, printing presses, sewing machines, typewriters, and steam 
engines and other machines. 

Boots and’ shoes, leather, 
leather products. 

Farming machinery of all kinds, including plows, tooth and 
disk harrows, harvesters, forage and feed cutters, reapers, 
agricultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, 
thrashing machines, and cotton gins. 

Farmers’ tools and implements of all kinds, including chains, 
harness, and all other appliances. 

Mechanics’ tools and implements of all kinds. 

Other articles manufactured in whole or in part of iron, 
steel, lead, copper, nickel, pewter, zinc, gold, silver, platinum, 
or other metal. 

Building material and appliances of all kinds, including 
doors and door locks and hinges, window frames, window sashes. 
bricks, lime, cement, slate roofing, tin plate for roofing, linseed 
oil, white lead, and so forth. 

Fresh beef and fresh meats of all kinds. 

Sugar, salt, tobacco, and petroleum. 

Cotton cloths and cotton fabrics of all kinds essential to the 
clothing of the people of all classes and necessary for the com- 
fort of their homes in such articles as towels, bed clothing, 
table covers, napkins, window shades, and so forth, in great 
variety. 

Raw wool in all its stages, manufactures wholly or in part 
of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other 
animals, including yarns, knit fabrics, blankets, flannels for 
underwear, shawls, hats, women’s and children’s dress goods, 
coat linings, Italian cloths, bunting and goods of similar de- 
scription and character, ready-made clothing and wearing ap- 
parel of every description, including cleaks, dolmans, jack- 
ets, talmas, ulsters, webbings, gorings, braids, and trimmings of 
all kinds, carpets of all kinds, wood pulp and print paper and 
writing paper, gloves and hosiery, grain bags, cotton bagging, 
and ties. 

All of these articles and thousands of other articles of 
like character were included in the 137 yea-and-nay votes taken 
and recorded in the Senate and herein set forth, and with 
scarcely an exception the large majority of the Republican Sen- 
ators—a majority so large as to constitute a majority of the 
entire Senate—voted for the higher duties, while the Demo- 
cratic Senators and a minority of the Republican Senators voted 
for the lower duties. Whenever, with only two exceptions, the 
proposition submitted to the vote of the Senate in these 137 
yea-and-nay votes was to increase the duties on any of the 
foregoing articles, that controlling majority of Republican Sen- 
ators voted in the affirmative, while the Democratic Senators 
and a small minority of Republican Senators in every such case 
voted in the negative. On the other hand, whenever the propo- 
sition submitted to the vote of the Senate in these 137 yea-and- 
nay votes was to reduce the duties on any of the foregoing arti- 
cles, that cortrolling Republican majority invariably voted in 
the negative, while in each of them the Democratic Senators 
as invariably voted in the affirmative, as also did the small 
minority of Republican Senators, excepting in a few instances 


harness, saddles, and all other 


| above mentioned. A complete yerification of these statements will 


be found in the recorded yea-and-nay votes herewith submitted. 

Mr. President, the foregoing articles and the thousands of 
other kindred articles included in the subjects covered by the 
propositions upon which these 137 yea-and-nay votes were taken 
in the Senate constitute the great mass of articles of everyday 
use by the people—articles of necessity, articles of comfort, arti- 
cles of reasonable indulgence. The raiment and the food of the 
people, the furnishings which make the comforts and the 
modest elegancies of their homes, the appliances with which 
the merchants and the professional men conduct their business, 
the machines and the tools and implements of the farmer, the 
mechanic, and the laborer, the moderate but innumerable ar 
ticles required by the great army of salaried men and men of 
small incomes for the comfort and well-being of their fam 
ilies—all these things, certainly most of these things, are 
found within the subjects dealt with in these 157 propositions 
disposed of by these 137 yea-and-nay votes, in which that con- 
trolling majority of Republican Senators voted for high or 
higher rates of duty on them, and in which the Democratic 
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Senators and a minority of Republican Senators voted for low 
or lower rates of duty on them. These articles embraced in 
these 137 propositions constitute the essential things in the 
life of the people, to procure which makes up the great expense 
of their living. 

In the votes on rough lumber, hides, and iron ore the Demo- 
cratic Senators were divided. But their difference in either 
case was not on a line between a protective duty on the one side 
and revenue duty on the other side. The highest rate of duty 
supported by any Democratic Senators on either of these arti- 
cles was far below any rate which could be claimed by anyone 
as a protective duty. In each of these cases it was a differ- 
ence in judgment as to the imposition of a rate of revenue 
duty on one side, or the admission of the article free of duty 
on the other side. There was in these differences no question 
involved of a protective duty. Thus the highest rate of duty 
on rough lumber voted for by any Democratic Senators was 
about 8 per cent ad valorem, while other Democratic Senators 
voted to put such lumber on the free list. 

Again, the highest rate of duty on hides voted for by any 
Democratic Senators was 15 per cent ad valorem, while other 
Democratic Senators voted to put hides on the free list. Again, 
the highest rate of duty on iron ore voted for by any Demo- 
eratic Senator was about 10 per cent ad valorem, while other 
Democratic Senators voted to put the ore on the free list. 

All of these highest rates voted for on either of these. three 
articles were moderate revenue rates, standing in strong contrast 
with protective duties found throughout this bill—such as 165 
per cent ad valorem on blankets; flannels for underwear, 143 per 
cent ad valorem; wearing apparel, 80 per cent ad valorem, and 
so forth, in the cases of innumerable articles and ruthless extor- 
tions which weary indignation. 

When a rate of duty proposed is admittedly a revenue rate, 
those who agree in opposing a protective rate of duty may con- 
sistently differ in determining what the particular revenue shall 
be, or, further, whether the article for special reasons be placed 
upon the free list. 

Material reduction in the rates of duty on these articles cov- 
ered by these 137 propositions thus voted upon in these yea-and- 
nay votes would have been revision downward and would have 
materially reduced the cost of living to the American people. 
As it is, the pretended revision will bring no relief to the con- 
sumers of the country. There is no one familiar with these 
schedules who will believe that the people will find their living 
expenses reduced thereby. Their food, their raiment, the fur- 
nishing and reasonable adornment of their homes, their necessi- 
ties and their modest indulgencies, their machines, their tools, 
and all the appliances for the prosecution of their business— 
none of these things will be reduced in their cost to them. Where 
is the man inside or outside of this Chamber who believes there 
will be any reduction in the cost of these things! The much- 
vaunted reductions on a few articles which do not enter into 
everyday necessities, while they may enrich the manufacturers 
by giving them a double protection in their business, will not 
bring lessened expenses to the households in those things essen- 
tial to the health, the comfort, or the necessity of the homes of 
the land. 

Mr. President, I want to say simply one other word. There 
are a number of Republican Senators here who have most yal- 
iantly contended for these reductions in rates of duty, and if 
any one of them should finally feel it his duty to vote for the 
bill as it is now presented to us in its final shape, an inspection 
of these yea-and-nay votes, and the subjects to which they re- 
late, will give him an opportunity to see how much he has 
fought for, and how, in his surrender, he has gained absolutely 
nothing. ° 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Geor- 
gia yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I observe, Mr. President, that the Senator 
from Georgia alluded to the extreme accuracy with which the 
votes had been compiled, and I have no doubt that, as a rule, 
that is true; but I think the Senator said that in no instance 
had more than three Democrats voted for an increase of duty. 
Did I understand him correctly? 

Mr. BACON. The Senator, I have noted in past times as 
well as now, is apt to put unconsciously a stronger expression 
in the mouth of an opponent than that which he used. I said 
“it was rarely the case.” Those are the words which the 
Senator will find I used. 

Mr. GALLINGER. “ Rarely the case” that more than three 
Democrats so voted. I understood the Senator to say that about 
two Democrats—that was the ratio—— 
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Mr. BACON. No; I did not say that; but less than two. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Less than two. 

Mr. BACON. I said that, with the exception of extremely 
rare cases, it was not as many as two. I did not want to be 
personal by saying it was one. 

Mr. GALLINGER. “Rarely ever more than three.” [ yp- 
derstood the Senator to say in no case over three. I was going 
to call his attention to one increase—a very great increase—t}h,t 
I voted for with a very great deal of pleasure, and that was the 
duty on pineapples, where nine Democrats voted for that gre; 
increase, eight voted against it, and fourteen—a very large pro- 
portion of the Democratic membership—did not vote at all. 

Mr. BACON. That is true. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was afraid the Senator had overlooked 
that. 

Mr. BACON. No; I had not overlooked that. I want to 
say that I have no defense to make for that particular vote. 
The defense does not devolve upon me. With all respect for 
Senators who differed from me, I did not approve that amend- 
ment. That was not my vote. For certain reasons I did not 
vote. 

Mr. GALLLINGER. The Senator did not? 

Mr. BACON. I did not; and I want to say that that was 
the only time during the entire consideration of this tariff 
bill, from the beginning to the end of it, that I did not vote. 
unless I omitted to vote when paired to oblige some absent Re. 
publican Senator, except in the case of the corporation-tax 
amendment; and, in the latter case, I openly stated to the 
Senate that I declined to vote because I thought certain things 
relative to fraternal, charitable, and religious organizations, 
mutual insurance companies, corporations engaged solely in 
merchandising, and so forth, ought to be arranged before | 
should be called upon to vote upon it; and in addition that the 
income tax as amended should be first voted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion to the request of the Senator from Georgia to the print- 
ing in the Recorp of the statements referred to by him. 

The statements referred to are as follows: 


RECORD OF EVERY YEA-AND-NAY VOTE IN THE SENATE ON THE TARIFF 
BILL FROM MAY 5 TO JULY 8, 1909, INCLUSIVE. 


Paragraph 46 of the tariff bill as it came from the House, 
imposing a duty on orange mineral—which is a lead product, 
entering as a principal constituent in the composition of house 
paint—was as follows: 

46. Orange mineral, 23 cents per pound. 


The Finance Committee of the Senate proposed to amend the 
paragraph and increase the duty by striking out the words 
“tico and seven-eighths ” and inserting the words “ three and 
three-eighths ” in lieu thereof. 

Upon the call of the yeas and nays upon the question of the 
adoption of the amendment the vote was as follows (ConarEs- 
SIONAL REcoRD, p. 1759, May 5): 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 35, as follows: 
YEAS—41, 

Jones 
Lodge 
McCumber 


Nixon 
Oliver 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Crane 


Cullom 
Dillingham 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 

Frye 
Gallinger 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 


Seott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 
Richardson 
Root 


NAYS—35. 
Hughes Paynter 
Johnson, N. Dak. Rayner 
Johnston, Ala, Simmons 
La Follette Smith, Md, 
McEner Smith, 8. C. 
McLaurin Stonc 
Money Taliaferro 
Nelson illman 
Overman 

NOT VOTING—15. 


Gamble 
Kean 


Crawford 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frazier - 
Gore 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Chamberlain 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 


Beveridge 


Bourne 
cneP Depew Martin 
Clark, Wyo. Dick Newlands 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Paragraph 179 contained the following provision: 


179. Lead dross, including all dross containing lead, lead bullion, or 
base bullion, lead in pigs or bars, old refuse lead run into blocks or bars, 
and old scrap lead fit only to be remanufactured, lead in any form not 
specially provided for in sections 1 and 2 of this act, and the lead con 
tents contained in lead-bearing ores of all kinds; all the foregoing 1} 
cents per pound. 


Daniel 
Davis 


Owen 
Shively 
Taylor 
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The committee, through its chairman [Mr. Atpricu], pro- 


thereof: 

Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, one and one-half cents per pound on the 
lead contained therein. 

The purpose, as stated by the chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee, was, in the succeeding section (180), to raise the duty on 
al] the articles named therein except the lead-bearing ore, some 
of the increases to be 2§ cents per pound, and the remainder of 
the increase to be 24 cents per pound. 

Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment to thus 
strike out and insert, the yote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL 
Recor, p. 1838, May ay: 

The result was announced—yeas 53, nays 19, as follows: 

YBAS—53. 


Aldrich Clapp rallinger Page 
Beveridge Clark, Wyo. Guggenheim Penrose 
torah Crane Hale Perkins 
Bradley Crawford Heyburn Piles 
trandegee Cummins Hughes Root 
Briges Curtis Johnson, N. Dak. Scott 
Bristow Depew Jones Smith, Mich. 
Brown Dick Kean Stephenson 
Bulkeley Dillingham Lodge Sutherland 
Burkett Dixon McCumber Warner 
Burnham Dolliver McEnery Wetmore 
Burrows du Pont Nelson 
Burton Flint Nixon 
Carter Frye Oliver 

NAYS—19. 
Bacon Foster Newlands Smith, 8. C, 
Bankhead Frazier Overman Stone 
Culberson Gore Shively Taliaferro 
Daniel Johnston, Ala. Simmons Tillman 
Fletcher McLaurin Smith, Md. 

NOT VOTING—19. 

Bailey Cullom Martin Richardson 
Bourne Davis Money Smoot 
Chamberlain Elkins Owen Taylor 
Clarke, Ark. Jamble Paynter Warren 
Clay La Follette Rayner 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Pursuant to a statement made by the Senator from Rhode 
Island when paragraph 179 was under consideration, the com- 
mittee moved to strike out paragraph 180, which was as follows: 

180, —_ in sheets, pipe, shot, glaziers’ lead, and lead wire, 1] cents 
per pound, 


And insert in lieu thereof the following: 


180. Lead dross, lead bullion, or base bullion, lead in pigs and bars, 
lead in any form not specially provided for in this section, old refuse 
lead run into blocks and bars, and old scrap lead fit only to be remanu- 
factured; all the foregoing, two and one-eighth cents per pound; lead in 
sheels, vine, shot, glaziers’ lead, and lead wire, two and one-half cents 
per pound, 

To the foregoing amendment Mr. Cummins, of Iowa, offered 
an amendment striking out the words “two and one-eighth” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ one and seven-eighths,” 
so that if omitted it will read: 

All the foregoing, one and seven-cighths cents per pound. : 

Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment to thus 
strike out and insert, the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL 
Recor, p. 1886, May 10) : 


The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 44, as follows: 
YEAS—35. 


Bacon Clay Gore Shively 
Bankhead Crawford Johnston, Ala. Simmons 
Beveridge Culberson La Follette Smith, Md. 
Bristow Cummins McLaurin Smith, 8. C. 
Brown Daniel Nelson Stone 
Burkett Dolliver Newlands Taliaferro 
Chamberlain Fletcher Overman Taylor 
Clapp Frazier Paynter Tillman 
Clarke, Ark, Gamble Rayner 
NAYS—44. 

Aldrich Crane Heyburn Perkins 
Borah Curtis Hughes Piles 
Bradley Depew Johnson, N. Dak. Richardson 
Brandegee Dick Jones Root 
Briggs Dixon Kean Scott 
Bulkeley du Pont Lodge Smith, Mich. 
Burnham Flint McEnery Smoot 
Burrows Frye Nixon Stephenson 
Burton Gallinger Oliver Sutherland 
Carter — Guggenheim Page Warner 
Clark, Wyo. Hale Penrose Wetmore 

NOT YOTING—12. 
Bailey Davis Foster Money 
Bourne Dillingham McCumber Owen 
Cullom Elkins Martin Warren 


_So Mr. CUMMINS’s amendment to the amendment of the committee 
was rejected, 

Thereupon Mr. Beveriwer, of Indiana, offered an amendment 
to the amendment by striking out the word “one-eighth,” so 
that the same proposed duty would read, “All the foregoing, 2 
cents per pound,” 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment to the 
posed to strike out the foregoing and insert the following in lieu | amendment to thus strike out and insert the vote was as fol- 


lows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 1891, May 10) : 
The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 45, as follows: 
YEAS—37. 


Johnston, Ala, 
La Follette 
McLaurin 
Nelson 
Newlands 
Overman 
Owen 

Paynter 
Rayner 
Shively 


NAYS—45. 


Hughes 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
McCumber 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 


NOT VOTING—9. 


Bacon Crawford 
Bankhead Culberson 
Beveridge Cummins 
Bristow Daniel 
Brown Dolliver 
Burkett Fletcher 
Chamberlain Foster 
Clap Frazier 
Clarke, Ark. Gamble 
Clay Gore 
Aldrich Curtis 
Borah Depew 
Bradley Dick 
Brandegee Dillingham 
Briggs Dixon 
Bulkeley dn Pont 
Burnham Flint 
Burrows Frye 
Burton Gallinger 
Carter Guggenheim 
Clark, Wyo. Hale 
Crane Heyburn 
Bailey Davis 
Bourne Elkins 
Cullom 


WcEncry 
Martin 


Simmons 
Smith, Md 
Smith, 8. c. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 


Richardson 
Root 

Scott 

Smith, Mich, 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Wetmore 


Money 
Warren 


So Mr. BEVERIDGE’s amendment to the amendment of the commitice 


was rejected. 


Paragraph 91 in the House bill was as follows: 
China, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware, 


ornamented, decorated, painted, 


colored, tinted, 


stained, enameled, 


gilded, brown, white lined, or printed, and clock cases, with or without 
movements, pill tiles, plaques, ornaments, toys, charms, vases, statues, 
statuettes, mugs, cups, steins, and lamps, wholly or in part of such 
ware; and manufactures in chief value of such ware not specially pro- 
vided for in sections 1 or 2 of this act, 60 per cent ad valorem. 


To the foregoing paragraph Mr. Bacon, of Georgia, offered 
the following proviso as an amendment to the same reducing the 


duty : 


Provided, That none of the foregoing articles composed of earthen or 


stone ware shall pay a higher rate of duty than 35 per cent ad valorem 
Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment adding 


this proviso the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL REcorpD, 


p. 1908, May 11): 


The result was announced—yeas 


Bacon Frazier 
Bankhead Gore 
Clarke, Ark. Hughes 


Clay Johnston, Ala. 
Culberson La Follette 
Fletcher McLaurin 


25, nays 54, as follows: 
YEAS—25. 


Newlands 
Overman 
Paynter 
Rayner 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, S.C. 


NAYS—54. 


Foster Martin 
Aldrich Chamberlain 
Beveridge Crane 
Borah Crawford 
Bradley Cullom 
Brandegee Cummins 
Briggs Curtis 
Bristow Depew 
Brown Dick 
Bulkeley Dillingham 
Burkett Dixon 


Dolliver 
du Pont 


Burnham 
Burrows 


Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
McCumber 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 


NOT VOTING—12. 


Burton Flint 
Carter Gallinger 
Bailey Clark, Wyo. 
Bourne Daniel 
Clapp Davis 


Elkins 
Frye 
McEnery 


So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was rejected. 


Paragraph 92 of the bill, as amended upon motion of the 


committee, was as follows: 


China, porcelain, parian, bisque, 


earthen, stone, 


and crockery 


Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 


Perkins 
Piles 
Richardson 
Root 

Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Money 
Oren 
Shively 


plain white, plain brown, including clock cases with or without move 


ments, pill tiles, plaquest, ornaments, toys. charms, vases, statues, 
statuettes, mugs, cups, steins, and lamps, all the foregoing wholly or 
not painted, colored, tinted, stained, 
enameled, gilded, printed, or ornamented or decorated in any manner; 
and manufactures in chisf value of such ware not specially provided 


in chief value of such ware, 


for in this section, 55 per cent ad valorem. 


To the foregoing paragraph, as amended, 
Georgia, offered an amendment proposing to reduce the duty 
specified in the same by striking out the word “ fifty-five” 
inserting the word “ forty” in lieu thereof, so that the rate of 
duty would be 40 per cent ad valorem, 
the adoption of this amendment, thus to strike out and insert, 
the vote was as follows (CoNGrRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 1911, May 


11): 


The result was announced—yeas 


Mr. Bacon, of 


Upon the question of 


27, nays 50, as follows: 


YEAS—27. 


Bacon Chamberlain 
Bankhead Clarke, Ark. 
Bristow Crawford 


Culberson 
Fletcher 
Foster 


Frazier 
Gore 


Hughes 


ware, 


and 
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Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
VcLaurin 
Martin 


Beveridge 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Brown 
sulkeley 
Burkett 
surnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Crane 


Aldrich 


Newlands 
Overman 
Paynter 
Rayner 


Cullom 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 

du Pont 
Flint 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
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Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. 0. 
Stone 


NAYS—50. 


Hale 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
McCumber 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 


NOT VOTING—14. 


Clark, Wyo. 


Elkins 


Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 


Piles 
Richardson 
Root 

Scott 
Smith, Mich, 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Owen 


Aveust 2, 


Thereupon Mr. McLaurin, of Mississippi, offered to the s)jq 
paragraph 118 the following amendment: 


Notwithstanding anything in this bill contained, trace chains. 
chains, lock chains, plows, plow stocks, plow les, plow beams 
colters, singletrees, doubletrees, clevises, clevis pins, lap rings, bavi. 
bands, bellybands, hames, hame strings, bridles, halters, plow [ines 
hooks and cuffs for singletrees or doubletrees, ares, ax helves, hoes. }\,,; 
helves, hatchets, hatchet helwes, hammers, hammer handles, horses hoo< 
horseshoe nails, spades, shovels, saws, squares, rakes, nails, tocis’ 
staples, staple Aer og door hinges and screws, window hinges and sereics’ 
and ali other kinds or character of farming implements or tools, and qj 
carpenters’ tools and blacksmiths’ tools, when imported into this , 
try shall be exempt from the payment of a duty. ‘ 


Upon the question of the adoption of the proposed amend. 
ment the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 2048, 
May 14): 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 52, as follows: 

YEAS—22. 


lon 


uR- 


Bailey Clay Frye 
Bourne Daniel McEnery 
Clapp Davis Money 

So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was rejected. 

The committee proposed an amendment to be known as 
“1154,” imposing a duty of 25 cents a ton on iron ore, the 
equivalent of which was estimated to be 10 per cent ad valorem. 
Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL RecorpD, p. 1995, May 13) : 

The result was announced—yeas 61, nays 24, as follows: 

YEAS—61. 


Shively 


Aldrich 
Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 

Cs ter 
Cnamberlain 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clay 

Crane 


Cullom 
Daniel 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Elkins 
Fletcher 
Flint 
Foster 
Frazier 
Frye 
Gallinger 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnston, Ala, 
Jones 

Kean 

Lodge 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Martin 

Nixon 

Oliver 

i‘age 

Paynter 
Penrose 
Perkins 

Piles 

Root 


Scott 
Simmons 
Smith, Mich, 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Chamberlain 
Clarke, Ark. 
Olay 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bristow 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 


Beveridge 
Bourne 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Culberson 


Daniel 
Frazier 
Gore 
Hughes 


Johuston, Ala. 


McLaurin 


Clapp 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Cummins 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 
Frye 


Martin 
Newlands 
Overman 
Paynter 
Simmons 
Smith, 8. C. 


NAYS—52. 


Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 

La Follette 
Lodge 
McEnery 
Nelson 
Nixon 


NOT VOTING—17. 


Curtis 
Davis 
Fletcher 
Foster 
McCumber 


Money 
Owen 
Rayner 
Richardson 
Shicely 


So Mr. McLaurin’s amendment was rejected. 
On the 18th of May there was under consideration by the Sen- 


Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 


Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smith, Mich, 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Smith, Mad. 
Warren 


NAYS—24. 
Clarke, Ark. du Pont 
Crawford Gamble 
Culberson Gore 
Cummins Hughes 
Curtis La Foliette 
Dolliver Nelson 
NOT VOTING—6. 

Bourne McLaurin Owen 
Davis Money 

So the committee amendment was agreed to. 


In paragraph 118 as amended are the following provisions: 


Round iron, in coils or rods, less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in 
diameter, and bars or shapes of rolled or hammered iron, not speciall 
provided for in this section, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound: Provided, 
rhat all iron in slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms less finished than 
iron in bars, and more advanced than pig iron, except castings, shall 
be subject to duty of four-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 


To the paragraph as thus amended Mr. Cummins, of Iowa, 
offered an amendment to reduce the proposed duty by striking 
out the word “ six-tenths”” and inserting the word “ five-tenths ” 
in licu thereof, and by striking out the word “ four-tenths” and 
inserting “ three-tenths” in lieu thereof. 

Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 2047, May 14): 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 42, as follows: 

YEAS—35. 


Beveridge 
Borah 
Bristow 
Brown 
Lurkett 
Clapp 


Newlands 
Overman 
Rayner 
Shively 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. C. 


Richardson 


ate the following resolution, offered by Mr. Gore, of Oklahoma: 


Whereas it has been repeatedly asserted and generally admitted in 
the Senate during the debate on the pending tariff bill that current 
prices in the United States are unreasonable and exorbitant; and 

Whereas there is a radical and irreconcilable division of opinion as to 
who is responsible for these extortionate ; and 

Whereas there are those who believe that the manufacturers are 
primarily responsible and others who believe that the wholesale and 
retail dealers are responsible; and 


Whereas it is important t 
innocent should be vindicated and the 


blame and responsibility ; Now therefore 


Resolwed, 


thereof, consistin 
hereby instructed 
possible date— 


‘to 


Ber 


hat the truth should be known, that the 
guilty alone charged with the 


hat the Committee on Finance or any _ subcommittee 
of representatives of both 


itical parties, «re 
investigate and report to the 


ate at the cartiest 


First. The import prices of various articles of general and ordinary 


consumption. 


Second. The wholesale prices of said articles. 
Third. The retail prices of said articles. y 
Fourth. The prices of similar articles of domestic production 4s 
fixed, charged, and received by the manufacturers thereof and ile 
wholesale and retail dealers therein. 


On the motion to refer these resolutions to the Finance Com- 


mittee, the yote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, May 
18, p. 2140) : 
The result was announced—yeas 50, nays 29, as follows: 
YEAS—50. 
Gamble Perkins 


( - gumameae Piles 
Hale Root 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Brandegee 


Cullom 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
severidge 
Borah 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Chamberlain 


Aldrich 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Cullom 
Depew 


Bourne 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Culberson 


Clapp 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 
Crawford 
Cummins 
Daniel 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Frazier 


Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 

Frye 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Hale 


Gore 

Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
McLaurin 
Martin 

Nelson 
Newlands 
Overman 


NAYS—42. 


Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 
cEnery 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 


NOT VOTING—14, 


Curtis 
Davis 
Foster 
McCumber 


Mouncy 
Owen 
Rayner 
Richardson 


So Mr. CUMMINS’s amendment was rejected, 


Paynter 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. OC. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tiliman 


Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Wetmore 


Shively 
Warren 


Briggs 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 


Bacon 

Baile 
Banl:head 
Bristow 
Chamberlain 
Olay 
Crawford 
Culberson 


Beveridge 
rne 
Bradley 


Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 

du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 


Frye 
Gallinger 


Daniel 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gore 
Hughes 


Johnston, Ala. 


La Follette 


Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 


Metheber 
Nelson 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 


NAYS—29. 


McLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Overman 


yner 
Smith, Md. 


NOT VOTING—12. 


Clap: 


Clarke, Ark, 


Davis 


McEner 
Newla 
Nixon 


Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Smith, 8. C. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 


Richardson 
Shively 
Nimmons 


~So Mr. Gore’s resolution was referred to the Committee on Financ’. 
Paragraph 151, with the amendments proposed by the «vl 
mittee, is as follows: 


Penknives, pocketknives, clasp knives, pruning knives, budding knives, 
erasers, manicure knives, and all knives by whatever 


name known, !2- 
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eluding such as are denominatively mentioned in this section, valued at 
not more than 40 cents per dozen, 40 per cent ad valorem; valued at 
more than 40 cents me ozen and not exceeding 50 cents per dozen, 1 
cent per piece and 40 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 50 
cents per dozen and not exceeding $1.25 per dozen, 5 cents per piece 
and 40 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than $1.25 per dozen and 
net exceeding $3 per dozen, 10 cents per plece and 40 per cent ad 
valorem; valued at more than $3 per dozen, 20 cents per piece and 40 
er cent ad valorem: Provided, at any of the foregoing knives or 
Pe asers, if imported in the condition of assembled, but not finished, 
shall be dutiable at not less than the rate of duty herein imposed upon 
finished knives and erasers valued at more than $3 per dozen: Pro- 
rided further, That blades, handles, or other parts of any of the fore- 
voing knives or erasers shall be dutiable at not less than the rate herein 
imposed upon knives and erasers valued at more than 50 cents per 
dozen and not exceeding $1.25 per dozen. Razors, finished, valued at 
jess than $1 per dozen, 45 per cent ad valorem; valued at $1 and less 
than $1.50 per dozen, G cents each and 40 per cent ad valorem; valued 
at $1.00 and Jess than $2 per dozen, 10 cents each and 40 per cent ad 
valorem; valued at $2 or more per dozen, 12 cents each and 50 per cent 
‘ valorem : 

F eon d, That blades, handles, and unfinished razors shall pay no 
less duty than that imposed on finished razors valued at $2 per dozen: 
provided further, That on and after October 1, 1909, all the articles 
specified in this pareasage shall, when imported, have the name of the 
maker or purchaser, and beneath the same the name of the country of 
origin die sunk conaplcnauniy and indelibly on the shank or tang of at 
least one or, if practicable, each and every blade thereof. Scissors and 
shears and blades for the same, finished or unfinished, valued at not 
more than 50 cents per dozen, 15 cents per dozen and 15 per cent 
ad valorem: valued at more than 50 cents and not more than $1.75 
per dozen, 50 cents per dozen_and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at 
more than $1.75 per dozen, 75 cents per dozen and 25 per cent ad 
valorem. 


Mr. Stone, of Missouri, moved to strike out from the fore- 
going paragraph the provision for the duty on razors and to 
insert the following in lieu thereof, reducing the duty: 


Razors and razor blades, finished or unfinished, valued at less than 
$1.50 per dozen, 50 cents per dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued 
at $1.50 per dozen and less than $3 per dozen, $1 per dozen and 15 per 
cent ad valorem; valued at $3 per dozen or more, $1.75 per dozen and 
20 per cent ad valorem, 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment to thus | 


strike out and insert the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, p. 2150, May 18): 
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Flint Johnson, N. Dak. Page Smoot 
Frye Jones Penrose Stephenson 
Gallinger Kean Perkins Sutherland 
Gamble Lodge Piles Warner 
Guggenheim McCumber Root Warren 
Hale Nelson Scott Wetmore 
Heyburn Oliver Smith, Mich, 

NOT VOTING—12. 
Bankhead Clarke, Ark. Dixon Nixon 
Bourne Davis VcEnery Richardson 
Bradley Depew Newlands Shirely 


So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was rejected. 
Paragraph 153 as amended is as follows: 


153. Table, butchers’, carving, cooks’, hunting, kitchen, bread, butter. 
vegetable, fruit, cheese, carpenters’ bench, curriers’, drawing, farriers’, 
fleshing, hay, tanners’, plumbers’, painters’, palette, artists’, and shoe 
knives, forks, and steels, finished or unfinished ; if imported with handles 
of mother-of-pearl, shell, ivory, silver, nickeled silver, or other metal 
than iron or steel, 14 cents each; with handles of deerhorn, 10 cents 
each ; with handles of hard rubber, solid bone, celluloid, or any pyroxy- 
line material, 4 cents each; with handles of any other material than 
those above mentioned, 1 cent each, and in addition, on all the above 
articles, 15 per cent ad valorem; any of the knives, forks, or steels, 
enumerated in this paragraph, if imported without handles, 40 per cent ad 
valorem: Provided, That none of the above-named articles shall pay a 
less rate of duty than 40 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That all the 
articles specified in this paragraph when imported on and after October 
1, 1909, shall have the name of the maker or purchaser and beneath 
the same the name of the country of origin indelibly stamped or branded 
thereon in a place that shall not be covered thereafter. 


Mr. Bacon, of Georgia, proposed to reduce the duty by strik- 
ing out all of the foregoing paragraph, 153, and by inserting 
the following in lieu thereof: 

Table, butchers’, carving, cooks’, hunting, kitchen, bread, butter, veg- 
etable, fruit, cheese, carpenters’ bench, curriers’, drawing, farriers’, flesh- 
ing, hay, tanners’, plumbers’, painters’, pallette, artists’, and shoe 
knives, forks, and steels, finished or unfinished, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment to thus 
strike out and insert, the yote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL 
Record, p. 2152, May 18) : 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 53, as follows: 

YEAS—23. 


The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 43, as follows: 


YEBEAS—36. 
Bacon Culberson Hughes Paynter 
Bailey Cummins Johnston, Ala, Rayner 
Beveridge Daniel La Follette Nimmons 
Bristow Dolliver McLaurin Smith, Md. 
Brown Fletcher Martin Smith, 8. C, 
Chamberlain Foster Money Stone 
Clapp Frazier Nelson Taliaferro 
Clay Gamble Overman Taylor 
Crawford Gore Owen Tillman 
NAYS—43. * 
Aldrich Cullom Hale Piles 
Brandegee Curtis Heyburn Root 
triggs Dick Johnson, N. Dak. Scott 
Bulkeley Dillingham Jones Smith, Mich, 
Burkett Dixon Kean Smoot 
Burnham du Pont Lodge Stephenson 
Burrows Elkins McCumber Sutherland 
Burton Flint Oliver Warner 
Carter Frye Page Warren 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Penrose Wetmore 
Crane Guggenheim Perkins 
NOT VOTING—12. 
Bankhead Bradley Depew Nixon 
Borah Clarke, Ark. UcEnery Richardson 


Bourne 


Davis 


Vewlands 


Shively 


Bacon Fletcher Money Smith, Md. 
Bailey Foster Overman Smith, 8. C. 
Chamberlain Frazier Owen Taliaferro 
Clay Hughes Paynter Taylor 
Culberson Johnston, Ala. Rayner Tillman 
Daniel McLaurin Simmons 
NAYS—53. 
Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Penrose 
Beveridge Crane Gamble Perkins 
Borah Crawford Guggenheim Piles 
Brandegee Cullom Hale Root 
Briggs Cummins Heyburn Scott 
Bristow Curtis Johnson, N. Dak. Smith, Mica. 
trown Dick Jones Smoot 
Bulkeley Dillingham Kean Stephenson 
Burkett Dixon La Follette Sutherland 
Burnham Dolliver Lodge Warren 
Burrows du Pont McCumber Wetmore 
Burton Elkins Nelson 
Carter Flint Oliver 
Clapp Frye Page 
NOT VOTING—15. 
Rankhead Davis Martin Shively 
Bourne Depew Vewlands Stone 
Bradley Gore Nixon Warner 


So Mr. Stonr’s amendment was rejected. 
_ Thereupon Mr. Bacon, of Georgia, moved to amend by strik- 
ing out all of the foregoing paragraph 151 and inserting the fol- 
lowing in lieu thereof, reducing the duty: 

Penknives, pocketknives,.clasp knives, pruning knives, budding knives, 
erasers, and all knives by whatever name known, including such as are 
denominatively mentioned in this section, or parts thereof, wholly or 


partly manufactured, razors and razor blades, finished or unfinished, 40 
per cent ad valorem. 


Clarke, Ark. McEnery Richardson 

So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was rejected. 

To paragraph 168, imposing a duty on umbrella and parasol 
ribs and stretchers, Mr. Penrose, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
strike out the duty of 35 per cent ad valorem, as proposed in 
the paragraph, and to insert 50 per cent ad valorem in lieu 
thereof. 

Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment to thus 
strike out and insert the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL 
ReEcorpD, p. 2155, May 18) : 


as follows: 


Scissors and shears, and blades for the same, finished or unfinished, 
30 per cent ad valorem. 
Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment to thus 
Strike out and inserf, the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, p. 2151, May 18) : 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 51, as follows: 


YEAS—28. 


Bacon Fletcher McLaurin Simmons 

Bails " Foster Vartin Smith, Md. 

Cham be rlain Frazier Voney Smith, 8. C. 

aoe Gore Overman Stone 

c ay Hughes Owen Taliaferro 

Culd reon Johnston, Ala. Paynter Taylor 
aniel La Follette Rayner Tiliman 

NAYS—51. 

Aldrich Brown Carter Curtis 

peveridge Bulkeley Clark, Wyo. Dick 

a ah Burkett Crane Dillingham 
srandegee Burnham Crawford Dolliver 

Bee Burrows Cullom du Pont 
sristow Burton Cummins Elkins 





The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 57, 





YEAS—#4. 


Aldrich Cullom Hale Perkins 
Borah Depew Heyburn Piles 
Brandegee Dick Johnson, N. Dak. Root 
sriggs Dillingham Jones Scott 
Bulkeley Dixon Kean Smith, Mich. 
| Burkett du Pont Lodge Smoot 
;} Burnham Elkins McCumber Stephenson 
Burrows Flint Nixon Sutherland 
Carter Frye Oliver Warner 
| Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Page Warren 
} Crane Guggenheim Penrose Wetmore. 
NAYS—37. 
Bacon Crawford Hughe 3 Nimmones 
Bailey Culberson Johnston, Ala Smith, Md. 
Bankhead Cummins La Follette Smith, 8. C. 
Beveridge Daniel WeLaurin Stone 
Bristow Dolliver Woneyv Taliaferro 
Brown Fletcher Nelson Taylor 
Burton Foster Overman Tillman 
Chamberlain Frazier Owen 
Clapp Gamble Paynter 
Clay Gore Raynei 





Bourne 
Bradley 
Clarke, Ark. 


Curtis 
Davis 
McEnery 
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NOT VOTING—410. 


Martin 
Newlands 
Richardson 


Shively 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

To paragraph 194, imposing a duty of 30 per cent on linotype 
and all typesetting machines, Mr. Paynter, of Kentucky, pro- 
posed to reduce the said proposed duty by adding to said para- 
graph the following proviso: 


Provided, On linotype and all typesetting machines, 10 per cent ad 
valorem. 


On the question of the adoption of the proposed amendment 
the vote was as follows (CoNeREssIonNAL Recorp, p. 2186, 
May 19): 

The result was announced—-yeas 35, nays 43, as follows: 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Borah 
sristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 
Clay 


Aldrich 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
sSurnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Cullom 


Bankhead 
severidge 

Bourne 

Bradley 


Culberson 
Cummins 
Daniel 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gore 
Hughes 


Curtis 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 

Frye 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 


YEAS—35. 


Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
McLaurin 
Martin 

Nelson 
Newlands 
Overman 
Owen 

Paynter 


NAYS—43. 


Hale 
Hey burn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
McCumber 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 


NOT VOTING—13. 


Clarke, Ark. 
Crawford 
Davis 
Depew 


McEnery 
Money 
Richardson 
Shively 


So Mr. Paynrmr’s amendment was rejected. 


Rayner 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 


Perkins 
Piles 
Root 


Scott 


Smith, Mich: 


Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Wetmore 


Warren 


La Follette 


Aldrich 
Borah 


Brandegee 


Bri 
Bu ikeley 


Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clarke, Wyo. 


Bankhead 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Clarke, Ark. 
Culberson 


McLaurin 
Money 
Nelson 
Newiands 
Overman 


Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Curtis 


du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 
Frye 

NOT VOTING—19. 
McEnery 
Martin 
Owen 
Paynter 
Richardson 


Davis 
Depew 
Foster 
Guegenheim 
McCumber 


Se Mr. NEWLANDS’s amendment was rejected. 
To paragraph 195, proposing a duty of 45 per cent ad valorem 


on— 


195. Articles or wares not specially P 
composed wholly or in part of iron, steel, lea 


Taylor 
Tiliman 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

Root 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Scott 
Shively 
Smith, Mich. 
Taliaferro 


ded for in this section, 
d, copper, nickel, pewter, 


zinc, gold, silver, platinum, aluminum, or ether metal, and whether 
partly or wholly manufactured. 


Mr. Do.Luiver, to strike out the words “in part,” and insert 


the words “in chief value” in Tiew thereof. Upon the question 


| of the adoption of the amendment to thus strike out and insert 


the vote was as follows (ConerEesstonaL Record, p. 2203, May 


To the same paragraph 194 Mr. McLaurin, of Mississippi, 
offered an amendment to strike out the words “ printing presses, 
sewing machines, and typewriters,” and to add at the end of the 
paragraph the following: 

Notwithstanding anything in this bill contained, printing presses, 


sewing machines, and typewriters, when imported into this country, 
shall be exempt from the payment of duty. 


Upon the question of the adoption of this proposed amend- 
ment the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL REcorD, p. 2190, 


May 19): 


The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 53, as follows: 


Bacon 
Bailey 


Chamberlain 


Culberson 
Fletcher 
Frazier 


Aldrich 
Beveridge 
Borah 


Bristow 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clapp 


Bankhead 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Clark, Wyo. 


Gore 
Hughes 


Johnston, Ala. 


La Follette 
McLaurin 
Martin 


Olay 
Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 
Frye 


YEAS—23. 


Money 
Newlands 
Overman 
Paynter 
Rayner 
Simmons 


NAYS—53. 


Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 


Penrose 


NOT VOTING—15. 


Clarke, Ark. 


Daniel 
Davis 
Depew 


Foster 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Owen 


So Mr. McLaurIn’s amendment was rejected. 


Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. 0. 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tiliman 


Perkins 
Piles 
Root 
Seott 


Smith, Mich, 


Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Richardson 
Shively 
Stone 


19): 


The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 40, as follows: 


| Bacon 


Bailey 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 


| Chamberlain 


Clapp 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 


Bankhead 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Clarke, Ark. 
Culberson 
Davis 


YEAS—30. 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
McLaurin 
Nelson 


Clay 
Crawford 
Cummins 
Daniel 
Dolliver 
Fletcher Newlands 
Frazier Overman 
Gore Rayner 

NAYS—40. 

Crane Gallinger 
Cullom Gamble 
Curtis Hale 
Dick Heyburn 
Dillingham 
Dixon Jones 
du Pont Kean 
Elkins Lodge 
Flint Nixon 
Frye Oliver 

NOT VOTING—21. 


Money 
Owen 
Paynter 
Richardson 
Scott 
Shively 


Depew 
Foster 
Guggenheim 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Martin 


So Mr. Dotirver’s amendment was rejected. 
To paragraph 21 of the bill, imposing a duty of one-half of 1 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Bmith, 8. C. 
Stone 
Taylor 
Tillman 


Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Wetmore 


Smith, Mich. 
Taliaferro 
Warren 


cent per pound on extraets of quebrache (for tanning), Mr. La 
Fouvette offered an amendment reducing the proposed duty to 


To the said paragraph 194 Mr. NEWLANDS proposed an amend- 
ment to reduce the duty on linotype and all typesetting ma- 
chines, machine tools, printing presses, sewing machines, type- 
writers, and all steam engines, by striking out “30 per cent ad 
valorem” and inserting “20 per cent ad valorem” in lieu 
thereof. 

Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment to thus 
strike out and insert the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, p. 2202, May 19): 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 43, as follows: 

YEBAS—29. 
Bristow Clapp 


Brown Clay 2 
Chamberlain Cummins 


Daniet 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Beveridge 


| one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 


Upon the question of the adoption of this proposed amend- 
ment the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 2217, 


May 20): 


The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 38, as follows: 


Becon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Peveridge 
Borah 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 


Aldrich 
Bourne 
Brandegee 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Crane 
Cullom 
Daniel 


Bradley 
Briggs 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ark. 
Crawford 


YEAS—29. 
Chamberlain Gamble 
Clapp Gore 
Clay Hughes 
Culberson La Follette 
Cummins MeCumber 
Dolliver McLaurin 
Fletcher Nelson 
Prazier Paynter 


NAYS—38. 


Depew Hale 


Dick 

Dixon 

du Pont 
Elkins 

Flint 

Foster 
erye 
Gallinger 
Guggenheim 


Heyburn 


7 n, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
Martin 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 


NOT VOTING—24, 


Curtis 
Davis 
Dillingham 


Johnston, Ala. 


McEnery 
Money 


Newlands 
Overman 
Owen 
Perkins 
Richardson 
Scott 


So Mr. LA Fotserre’s amendment was rejected. 


Ra r 
Smith, Mich. 


Smith, 8. C. 
Stephenson 
Til 


Penrose 
Piles 

Root 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smoot 
Warner 
Wetmore 


Shively 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Warren 
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To paragraph 51 of the bill as it came from the House, im- 
posing a duty of 2% cents per pound upon white lead, and white 
pigment containing lead, dried or in pulp, or ground or mixed 
with oil, the Finance Committee of the Senate offered an amend- 
ment to increase the duty from two and three-eighths cents per 


po und 


to two and three-fourths cents per pound. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment thus 


pre yposed by 


(CoNGRESSIONAL REcorD, p. 2233, May 20): 
The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 32, as follows: 


the Finance- Committee the vote was as follows 


NAYS—36. 

Bacon Clay Gore Owen 
Baile. Crawford Hughes Paynter 
Bankhead Cummins Johnston, Ala, Rayner 
Beveridge Curtis La Follette Simmons 
Bristow Dantel McLaurin Smith, Md, 
Brown Dolliver Martin Stone 
Burkett Fletcher Money Taliaferro 
Chamberlain Foster Nelson Taylor 
Clapp Frazier Newlands Tillman 

NOT VOTING—12, 
Borah Culberson Overman Richardson 
Bradley Davis Perkins Shively 
Clarke, Ark. McEnery Piles Smith, 8. C, 


So the committee amendment was agreed to. 


May 24, the Senate having under consideration the lumber 
schedule of the bill, Mr. Jounston of Alabama proposed the 
following amendment: 


Nothing contained in this act shall prevent the admission free of 
duty of the following articles: Lumber of all kinds, laths, s ingles, 
doors, and door locks and hinges, window frames, window sashes, bricks, 
lime, cement, slate roofing, nails, carpenter’s tools, common window 
eines met cocssene 16 by 24 inches, tin plate for roofs, linseed oil, and 
white lead. 


Upon the question of the proposed amendment the vote was 
as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 2336, May 24): 
The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 64, as follows: 





YEAS—41. 
iric Depew Johnson, N. Dak. Root 
—_ Dick Jones Scott 
Bourne Dillingham Kean Smith, Mich, 
»randegee Dixon oe Smoot 
Sulkeley du Pont MeCumber Stephenson 
surrows Elkins MeBnery Warner 
urton Frye Nixon Warren 
Carter Gallinger Oliver Wetmore 
Clark, Wyo. Guggenheim Page 
Crane — Hale Penrose 
Cullom Heyburn Piles 
NAYS—32. 
Bacon Clapp Frazier Nelson 
Bailey Olay Gamble Newlands 
Bankhead Crawford Gore Paynter 
Beveridge Cummins Hughes Rayner 
Bristow Daniel La Follette Simmons 
Brown Dolliver McLaurin Stone 
surkett Fletcher Martin Taliaferro 
Chamberlain Foster Money Tillman 
NOT VOTING—18. 
Bradley Curtis Owen Smith, 8. 0. 
Briggs Davis Perkins Sutherland 
Burnham Flint Richardson Taylor 
Clarke, Ark, Johnston, Ala. Shively 
Culberson Overman Smith, Md. 


So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

To paragraph 58 of the bill, imposing a duty of 14 cents per 
pound on bichromate and chromate of potash, the Finance Com- 
mittee offered an amendment increasing the duty from one and 
one-half cents per pound to tivo and one-fourth cents per pound. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the proposed amendment 
to thus increase the duty the vote was as follows (ConGREs- 
SIONAL RecorD, p. 2237, May 20) : 


The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 20, as follows: 


YEAS—40. 
Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Penrose 
severidge Crane Gamble Piles 
Bourne Cullom Guggenheim Root 
Brandegee Depew Hale Scott 
Brown Dick Heyburn Smith, Mich, 
Bulkeley Dillingham Johnson, N. Dak. Smoot 
Burkett Dixon Kean Stephenson 
surrows du Pont Lodge Warner 
Burton Elkins Nixon Warren 
Carter Frye Page Wetmore 

NAYS—20. 
Bacon Cummins Jones Newlands 
Bailey Dolliver La Follette Paynter 
Bristow Fletcher McLaurin Rayner 
Clay Gore Martin Stone 
Crawford Hughes Nelson Taliaferro 

NOT VOTING—31, 

Bankhead Culberson McCumber Shively 
Borah Curtis McEnery Simmons 
Bradley Daniel Money Smith, Md. 
Briggs Davis Oliver Smith, 8. 0. 
Burnham Flint Overman Sutherland 
Chamberlain Foster Owen Taylor 
Clapp Frazier Perkins Tillman 
Clarke, Ark. Johnston, Ala. Richardson 


So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

Paragraph 94 of the bill contained the following provision: 

Carbons for electric lighting, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The chairman of the Finance Committee, Mr. ALpgicH, pro- 
posed to insert the following in lieu thereof: 

Cartons, for electric lighting, made entirely from petroleum coke, 


85 cents per hundred feet; if composed chiefly of lampblack or retort 
carbon, 65 cents per hundred feet. 


The specific duty proposed in this amendment was, as stated 
in the debate, the ad valorem equivalent of 45 per cent increase 
over the existing rate. 

Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment the vote 
was as follows (ConcressionaL Recorp, p. 2261, May 21): 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 36, as follows: 





YEAS—43. 

Sidrict Cullom Gu heim Penrose 
ee Hale Root 
Brandegee Dick Heyburn Scott 
Bees Dillingham Johnson, N. Dak. Smith, Mich, 
Bukeley Dixon Jones Smoot 
Beam da Pont Kean Stephenson 
Borows Elkins Lodge Sutherland 
we Flint McCumber Warner 
carter Frye Nixon Warren 
e ark, Wyo, Gallinger Oliver Wetmore 

rane Gamble Page 








YEAS—13. 
Bacon Frazier Overman Tillman 
Bankhead Gore Paynter 
Clay Hughes Rayner 
Culberson Johnston, Ala. Taylor 
NAYS—64, 

Aldrich Crane Frye Nixon 
Beveridge Crawford Gallinger Oliver 
Borah Cullom Gamble Page 
Bradley Cummins Guggenheim Penrose 
Brandegee Curtis Hale Perkins 
Briggs Daniel Heyburn Piles 
Bristow Depew Johnson, N. Dak. Root 
Brown Dick Jones Seott 
Burkett Dillingham Kean Shively 
Burnham Dixon La Follette Simmons 
Burrows Dolliver wdge Smith, Md. 

surton du Pont MeCumber Smoot 
Carter Elkins McEnery Stephenson 
Chamberlain Fletcher Martin Sutherland 
Clapp Flint Money Warner 
Clark, Wyo. Foster Nelson Wetmore 


NOT VOTING—14. 


Bailey Davis Richardson Taliaferro 
Bourne McLaurin Smith, Mich, Warren 
Bulkeley Newlands Smith, 8. C. 


Clarke, Ark. Owen Stone 


So the amendment of Mr. JomnsTon of Alabama 
was rejected. 

To the same schedule, on May 24, Mr. McCumnrr proposed 
the following amendment: 

Sawed lumber, not especially —— for in this section, $1 per 
1,000 feet board measure; but when lumber of any sort is planed or 
finished, in addition to the rates herein provided there shall be levied 
and paid for each side so planed or finished, 50 cents per 1,000 fect 
Soard: measure; and if planed on one side and tongued and grooved, 
$1 per 1,000 feet board measure; and if planed on two sides and tongued 
and grooved, $1.50 per 1,000 feet board measure; and in estimating board 
measure under this schedule mo deduction shall be made on board 
measure on eccount of planing, tonguing, and grooving. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the proposed amendment, 
the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL RecorpD, p. 2337, May 
24): 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 56, as follows: 

YEAS—25. 


to the amendment 


Beveridge Crawford Gore Paynter 
Bristow Culberson Hughes Rayner 
Brown Cummins Johnson, N. Dak. Shively 
Burkett Curtis La Follette Stone 
Burton du Pont MeCumber 
Clapp Frazier Nelson 
Clay Gamble Newlands 
NAYS—56. 

Aldrich Cullom Hale Perkins 
Bacon Daniel Heyburn Piles 
Bailey Depew Johnston, Ala. Root 
Bankhead Dick Jones Scott 
Borah Dillingham Kean Simmons 
Bradley Dixon Lodge Smith, Md. 
Brandegee Dolliver McEnery Smoot 
Briggs Elkins Martin Stephenson 
Burnham Fletcher Money Sutherland 
Burrows Flint Nixon Taliaferro 
Carter Foster Oliver Taylor 
Chamberlain Frye Overman Tillman 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Page Warner 
Crane Guggenheim Penrose Wetmoro 

NOT VOTING—10. 
Bourne Davis Richardson Warren 
Bulkeley McLaurin Smith, Mich. 
Clarke, Ark. Owen Smith, 8. C. 


So Mr. McCumBER’s amendment was rejected. 
May 27, the Senate having under consideration the sugar 
schedule, Mr. Bristow offered an amendment to paragraph 213 
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Aveusr 2, 


EE een, 


of the bill striking out the words “not above No. 16 Dutch 
standard in color” and also the words “and on sugar above 
No. 16 Dutch standard in color.” 
Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, p, 2442, May 27): 
The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 47, as follows: 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Sristow 
Brown 


Chamberlain 


Clapp 
Clay 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 


Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ark. 


Crawford 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Daniel 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
Gore 


Johnson, N. Dak. 
NAYS—47. 


Crane 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 
Foster 
Frye 


YEAS—36. 


Johnston, Ala. 


Jones 

La Follette 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
Newlands 
Overman 
Owen 


Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 
Kean 
Lodge 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 


NOT VOTING—8. 


Davis 
Hughes 


McLaurin 
Richardson 


So Mr. Bristow’s amendment was rejected. 


Thereupon Mr. Bristow proposed an amendment to paragraph 
213 to lower the duty on sugar by striking out the word 


“ninety” 


and inserting 


Paynter 
Rayner 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tiliman 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smoot . 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Smith, Mich. 
Stone 


“eighty-two and one-half” in lieu 


thereof, so that the paragraph if amended would read “ one cent 
and cighty-two and one-half one-hundredths of one cent per 


pound.” 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 2443, May 27): 


The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 53, as follows: 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bristow 


Chamberlain 


Clapp 
Clay 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 


Clarke, Ark. 


Davis 


Crawford 
Culberson 
Daniel 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
Gore 


Johnston, Ala. 


La Follette 


Crane 
Cullom 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 
Foster 
Frye 


YEAS—32. 


Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
Newlands 
Overman 
Owen 
Paynter 
Rayner 


NAYS—53. 


Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 
Hughes 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 


Lodge 
McCumber 
McBEnery 
Oliver 
Page 


NOT VOTING—6. 


McLaurin 
Nixon 


Richardson 


So Mr. Bristow’s amendment was rejected. 


May 27, the Senate having under consideration the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. BaILrey, imposing a general income tax, 
Mr. ALDRICH moved to postpone the consideration of the amend- 


ment until June 10. 


Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. 0. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tiliman 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Smith, Mich. 


Upon the question of agreeing to that 


motion the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 2457, 


May 27): 


The result was announced—yeas 50, nays 33, as follows: 


Aldrich 
Beveridge 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Borah 


Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Elkins 
Frye 


Gallinger 


Bristow 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 

Clay 


YBEAS—50. 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
McCumber 
WcEnery 
Nelson 
Oliver 
Page 
NAYS— 33. 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Danicl 
Dolliver 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Fletcher 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gore 


Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 


Money 
Newlands 


Overman 
Owen 
Paynter 


Ra 
Shively 


Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
NOT VOTING—8. 
Bourne Davis Martin 
Clarke, Ark. McLaurin Nixon 
So Mr. ALDRICH’s motion was agreed to. 


Paragraph 227 of the bill imposed a duty on barley of 24 
cents per bushel. The Finance Committee offered an ameyy. 
ment increasing the proposed duty from 24 to 30 cents jey 
bushel. Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment 
the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, p, 2554. 
May 29): : 

The result was announced—yeas 48, nays 28, as follows: 

YEAS—48. 
Clap aye 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger 
Crane Gamble 
Crawford Sarena 
Hale 


Cullom 
Heyburn 


Dick 
Dillingham Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 


Dixon 
Kean 


du Pont 

clkins La Follette 
Flint Lodge 
Foster McCumber 

NAYS—28. 

Johnston, Ala, 
Martin 
Money 
Newlands 
Overman 
Paynter 
Rayner 


NOT VOTING—15. 
Nixon 
Owen 


Taylor 
Tillman 


Richardson 
Smith, Mich. 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bourne 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bristow 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Carter 


Nelson 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 
Scott 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Bacon Daniel 
Bankhead a 
Beveridge Dolliver 
Burton Fletcher 
Cla Frazier 
Culberson Gore 
Cummins Hughes 


Root 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 


Baile 
Bradley 
Chamberlain McEnery Richardson 
Clarke, Ark. McLaurin Shively 


So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

Paragraph 273 of the bill imposed a duty on lemons of 1} cents 
per pound. The Finance Committee proposed an amendiient 
increasing the duty to one and one-half cents per pownd. Upon 
the question of the adoption of this amendment the vote was as 
follows (CONGRESSIONAL REcorD, p. 2578, May 31): 

The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 28, as follows: 

YEAS—44. 


Foster 
Frye 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Hale 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
Nelson 
NAYS—28. 
Gore 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
Martin 
Money 
Overman 
‘NOT VOTING—19, 
Guggenheim Oliver 
McCumber Owen 
5 ey pane Paynter 
Depew McLaurin Richardson 
Dixon Newlands Shively 


So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

Paragraph 281 of the bill as it came from the House imposed 
a duty of 14 cents per pound upon fresh beef and other fresh 
meats. 

Upon an amendment offered by the Finance Committee. this 
duty was increased to 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. Bacon, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the action of the 
Senate in adopting this amendment, stating that the purpose 
of the motion to reconsider was, if such motion prevailed, to 
offer an amendment reducing the rate of duty on fresh beef «nd 
other fresh meats to a point below the one and one-half cents per 
pound as found in the bill as it came from the House. 

Upon the question of agreeing to the motion to reconsider for 
the purpose stated, the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, p. 2603, May 31): 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 40, as follows: 
YEAS—32. 

Cummins 
Daniel Gamble 
Dolliver Gore 
Fletcher Hughes 
Frazier Johnston, Ala. 


Curtis 


Smith, Mich. 
Davis 


Sutherland 
Taylor 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 


Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 


Nixon 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 
Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Dillingham 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Fletcher 
Flint 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Burkett 
Clarke, Ark, 


Clay 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Frazier 


Rayner 
Root 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stone 
Taylor 
Tiliman 


Chamberlain 
Clapp 
Davis 


Simmons 
Smith, Mich. 
Stephenson 
Taliaferro 


Bacon Brown 

Bai Burton 
Bankhead Clarke, Ark. 
Beveridge Clay 
Bristow Culberson 


Gallinger 
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Newlands Shively Smith, 8. C0. The Finance Committee preposed a further amendment to 
Overman Simmons Taliaferro said para h 313 increasing tl . : : 
Rayner Smith, Md. Tillman or pé arene aa ey 1e duty by inserting the follow- 
NAYS—40. ng words in said paragraph : 
Clark, Wyo. Eikins Penrose Valued at over 9 and not over 11 cents per square yard, two . 
Crane Flint Perkins fourths cents per square yard; valued at over 11 end not oe — 
Crawford Frye Piles per square yard, four and one-quarter cents per square yard; valued at 
a Cullom Hale Root over 12 and not over 15 cente per square yard, five and one-fourth cents 
- Curtis Heyburn Scott per square yard; valued at over 16 and not over 16 cents per square 
Bull Depew Johnson, N. Dak. Smoot yard, siz and one-half cents per square yard ; valued at over 16 cents per 
Burkett Det . _e eee “oe yerd, 8 cents per square yard, but not less than 25 per cent ad 
Burnham ngham ge yarner valorem. 
sorrows Dixon McEnery Warren 
a = du Pont Page Wetmore On the question of the adoption of this amendment the vote 
NOT VOTING—19. was as follows {CoNGRESSIONAL REcorD, p. 2873, June 5) : 
Bourne Guggenheim Nixon Smith, Mich. The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 29, as follows: 
Chamberlain Jones Oliver Stone “ ge 
Clapp La coeese oom, penerians YEAS—39. 
coal McCumber aynter aylor Alar . AE 
pester McLaurin Richardson ore <font. Wyo. Gagprebein pennene 
So the motion to reconsider was rejected. Bradley Cullom Heyburn Piles 
The cotton schedule being under consideration, the Finance —" Dick jones — Smoot 
€ € * « ‘ 
Committee proposed an amendment to paragraph 313 increasing | Bulkeley Dillingham Kean Stephenson 
the duty by inserting the following words: — Sa Font oop Sutherland 
313. Cotton cloth, valued at not over 7 cente per square yard, an@ | Burton Sater Meteors ae 
bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, and not exceed- | Carter Gallinger Page ; 
ing 50 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 1 cent i 
per square yard; éf bleached, and valued at not over 9 cents per square NAYS—29. 
yard, one and one-fourth cents square yard; if dyed, colored, stained, | pacon Culberson Johueton. Alc. Shively 
painted, or printed, -~ va at not over 12 cents per square yard, ® | pailey Cummins La Follette Bimmonea 
cents per square yard. Bristow Dolliver Money Smith, Md. 
Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment the Brown | ee — Stone 
yote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 2865,June 5): | Clapp Gamble ene riliman 
The result was amnounced—yeas 41, nays 30, as follows: —e . e Gore Owen 
YEAS—41. Crawfor Hughes Paynter 
Aldrich ane a —_ NOT VOTING—23. 
Borah Cullom Hale iad : - Te 
Bradley Curtis Hey burn Root | mm eee mag Smith, Mich. 
Brandegee Dick Johnson, N. Dak. Smoot emma Dinos ol wes th, 8. C. 
Briggs Dillingham Jones Stephenson Chamberiain Flint otis ——— 
Bulkeley du Pont Kean Sut rland Clarke. Ark Frve i W: ’ = 
Burnham Elkins Lodge Warner Daniel McLaurin Scott — 
Burrows Flint McCumber Wetmore : 6 _ 
Burton an, 9 So the amendment was agreed to. 
Carter yallinger "age add ‘ ’ : ak 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Penrose The Finance Committee offered similar amendments to para- 
NAYS—30. graphs 314, 315, 316, and 317, involving the same questions. 
Bacon Crawford . zotiaten, Ae, Paynter For convenience, the vote was taken on these four paragraphs 
Bailey Julberson La Follette Shively > ~ § > »sti acreeing Speer : 
a Le om Moke a. en bloc, _ mpen = a = igreeing to the se veral amend- 
Sristow Dolliver Money Smith, Md. ments to the several paragraphs, the vote was as follows (Con- 
srown Fletcher Nelson Stone GRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 2874, June 5): 
— pa Some ee The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 28, as follows: 
Clay Hughes Owen | YEAS—39. 
NOT VOTING—20. Aldrich Clark, Wyo Gallinger P 
é ‘ . JO. re = age 
Bankhead Davis Nixon Smith, Mich. Borah Crane Guggenheim Penrose 
Bourne Depew Oliver Smith,8. 0. Bradley Cullom Hale Perkins 
Chamberlain Dixon Rayner Taliaferro Brandegee Curtis Heyburn Piles 
Clarke, Ark. Frye Richardson Taylor Briggs Depew Johnson, N. Dak. Smoot 
Daniel McLaurin Scott Warren Bulkeley Dick Jones Stephenson 
So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. ——— a — Sutherland 
"r “2 . ow on oage Varner 
rhe Finance Committee proposed a further amendment to | Burton Elkins McCumber Wetmece 
said paragraph 313 increasing the duty by inserting the follow- | Carter Foster Meknery 
ing words in said paragraph : NAYS—28. 
_Valued at over 7 and not over 9 cents per square yard, two and one- | Racon Crawford Gore Owen 
fourth cents per square yard; valued at over 9 and not over 10 cents per | pailey Culberson Hughes Paynter 
square yard, 3 cents per square yard; valued at over 10 and not over tristow Cummins Johnston, Ala. Shively 


twelve and one-half cents per square yard, four and three-eighths cents 













Brown Dolliver 


La Follette 


Stmmons 


per square yard; valued at over twelve and cne-half and not over 14 | Burkett Fletcher Nelson Smith, Md 
cents per square yard, five and one-half cents per square yard; valued | Clapp Frazier Vewlands Stone 
at over 14 cents per square yard, 7 cents per square yard, but not less | Clay Gamble Overman Tillman 
than 25 per cent ad valorem. p 
| NOT VOTING—24. 
On the question of the adoption of this amendment the vote ; _ a ; 
sas f 6) re Bankhead Davis Voney Scott 
was as follows (ConcresstonaL Recorp, p. 2872, June 5): | Beveridge Dixon Nixon Smith, Mich. 
The result was announced—-yeas 39, nays 28, as follows: Bourne Flint Oliver Smith, 8. C. 
YEAS—39 Chamberlain Frye Rayner Taliaferro 
' . Te a Clarke, Ark. McLaurin Richardson Taylor 
Aldrich Clark, Wye. Guggenheim Penrose Daniel Martin Root Warren 
sorah Crane ilale Perkins . 
Bradley Cullom Heyburn Piles So the amendments to paragraphs 314, 315, 316, and 317 were 
Brandegee Curtis Johnson, N. Dak. Root agreed to. 
sriggs Dick Jones Smoot , a - : 
Bulkeley Dillingham Kean Stephenson The Finance Committee proposed an amendment to paragraph 
Surnhass é= Pont Lodge , Sutherland 319 inereasing the duty, by which amendment a duty was im- 
surrows olkins McCumber yarner 4s rj y ls ;” of 3 cents p 
Burton Foster MeEnery Semmane posed upon “cotton window Hollands” of 3 cents per square 
Carter Gallinger Page yard and 20 per cent ad valorem. 
NAYS— 28. Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment the 
Bocon Crawford Gore Overman yote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 2877, June 7) : 
ailey Culberson Hughes Owen ¥ sie cs aR ges te ; 
Bristow Cummins Johauston, Alc. Paynter The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 26, as follows: 
srown Dolliver La Follette Shively rEAS—41 
Burkett Fletcher Voney Smith, Md. : ane Phy : . 
Clapp Frasier Nelson Stone Aldrich Cullom Johnson, N. Dak. Root 
Clay Gamble Newlands Tillman Borah Curtis Jones Scott 
NOT VOTING—24 Bradley Depew Kean Smith, Mich. 
Bankhead Dari ee . Brandegee Dick Lodge Smoot 
Beverid — Martin Simmons Briggs Elkins MeCumber Stephenson 
Bourne” nee Sie per _-_ Burnham Flint MeEnery Sutherland 
Chamberlain Flint meaner aliaferro : Burrows pester on wvee oe 
Clarke, Ark Frye ae A , Burton Gallinger | a we etmore 
ke, Ark, rye Richardson Taylor ‘yesen he Penrose 
Daniel : , Carter Guggenheim i 
nie McLaurin Scott Warren Clark, Wyo. Hale Perkins 
So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. Crane Heyburn Piles 
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Bacon 
Bailey 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Clay 


Bankhead 
Bourne 
Bulkeley 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 
Clarke, Ark. 
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NAYS—26. 


Culberson 
Cummins 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
Gamble 
Gore 


Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
McLaurin 
Nelson 
Newlands 
Overman 


NOT VOTING—24, 


Crawford 
Daniel 
Davis 
Dillingham 
Dixon 

du Pont 


Frye 
Martin 
Money 
Nixon 
Owen 
Rayner 


Paynter 
Simmons 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 


Richardson 
Shively 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. 0. 
Tillman 
Warren 


So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 


The Senate having under consideration paragraph 321, im- 
posing cumulative duties additional to duties otherwise im- 
posed, Mr. Dottiver offered to amend the paragraph by strik- 
ing from the same the following words: 


On all cotton cloth mercerized or subjected to any similar process, 
1 cent per square yard. 


On the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD, p. 2901, June 7) : 


The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 38, as follows: 
YEAS—32. 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Clapp 
Clay 


Aldrich 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
surnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 


Bankhead 
Borah 
Bourne 
Bulkeley 
Chamberlain 
Clarke, Ark. 


Culberson 
Cummins 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
Gamble 
Gore 
Hughes 


Johnston, Ala. 
Jones 

La Follette 
McLaurin 
Martin 

Money 

Nelson 
Newlands 


NAYS—38. 


Cullom 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dixon 
Elkins 

Flint 
Gallinger 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kean 

Lodge 
McCumber 
McEnery 

Oliver 

Page 

Penrose 

Perkins 

Piles 


NOT VOTING—21. 


Crawford 
Daniel 
Davis 

Dick 
Dillingham 
du Pont 


Foster 
Frye 

Nixon 
Rayner 
Richardson 
Smith, 8. C. 


So Mr. DOLLIVER’s amendment was rejected 


Overman 
Owen 
Paynter 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 


Root 

Scott 

Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Sutherland 
Taylor 
Tiliman 


To paragraph 326 Mr. Lopege offered the following amend- 
ment, increasing the duty on cheap cotton gloves: 

Cotton gloves, knitted or woven, valued at more than $1.20 and not 
more than $6 per dozen pairs, 50 cents per dozen pairs and 45 per cent 
ad valorem; valued at more than $6 per dozen pairs, 55 per cent ad 


valorem. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD, p. 2915, June 7) : 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 24, as follows: 
YEAS—41. 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Brown 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bristow 
Clapp 
Clay 
Culberson 


Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bourne 
Bulkeley 
Chamberlain 
Clarke, Ark. 
Culiom 


Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Crawford 
Depew 
Dick 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 
Gallinger 
Gamble 


Guggenheim 
Hale 

Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kean 

Lodge 

McEnery 

Oliver 

Page 

Penrose 

Perkins 


NAYS—24. 


Cummins 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 

Gore 

Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 


La Follette 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
Newlands 


NOT VOTING—26. 


Curtis 
Daniel 
Davis 
Dillingham 
Foster 
Frazier 
Frye 


Jones 
McCumber 
Nixon 
Owen 
Rayner 
Richardson 
Scott 


Piles 

Root 

Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Overman 
Paynter 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 


Smith, 8. C. 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tiliman 


So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 


Paragraph 368 in the woolen schedule imposed a duty of 25 
cents per pound on top waste and roving waste and 20 cents a 
pound on slubbing waste, ring waste, and garnetted waste. 

The Finance Committee offered an amendment imposing 30 
cents per pound on all the articles enumerated in the paragraph. 


Aveust 2? 


? 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3000, June 9) : 
The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 30, as follows: 
YEAS—40. 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn Scott 
Johnson, N. Dak. Smith, Mich. 
Kean Smoot 
Lodge Sreghenson 
McCumber Sutherland 
Page Warner 
Penrose Warren 
Perkins Wetmore 
NAYS—30. 


La Follette 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
Newlands 
Overman 
Hughes Owen 
Johnston, Ala. Paynter 
NOT VOTING—21, 


Jones 
McEnery 
McLaurin 
Nixon 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 


Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Crawforé 
Cullom 
Dick 

Dixon 

du Pont 
Flint 
Gallinger 


Piles 
Root 


Cummins 
Davis 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Gore 


Bacon 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Clapp 
Clay 
Culberson 


Rayner 
Simmone 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 


Depew 


Baile 
h Dillingham 


Bankhead 
Chamberlain 
Clarke, Ark. 
Curtis Oliver 
Daniel Richardson 


So the committee amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 369 of the House bill was as follows: 

Shoddy, 20 cents per pound; noils, wool extract, yarn waste, thread 
waste, and all other wastes composed wholly or in part of woo! and 
not specially provided for in this section, 18 cents per pound. 

The Senate Finance Committee proposed an amendment in- 
creasing the duty on shoddy to 25 cents per pound and incrcas- 
ing the duty on all other articles enumerated in the paragraph 
to 20 cents a pound. 

Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the yote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, p. 3005, June 9) : 


Shively 
Smith, 8. C. 
Tillman 


The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 31, as follows: 
YEAS—42. 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 


Bacon 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Clapp 
Clay 
Culberson 


Bailey 
Bankhead 
Bourne 
Chamberlain 
Clarke, Ark. 


Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Flint 
Gallinger 
Gamble 


Guggenheim 
Heyburn 


Jobson, N. Dak. 


Kean 
Lodge 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 


NAYS—31. 


Cummins 
Davis 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Foster 

Gore 

Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 


La Follette 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Moncy 
Neison 
Newlands 
Overman 
Owen 


NOT VOTING—18. 


Daniel 
Dépew 
Elkins 
Frazier 
Frye 


Hale 

Jones 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Richardson 


Root 

Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Paynter 
Rayner 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 


Shively 
Smith, 8. C. 
Tillman 


So the amendment of the Committee on Finance was agreed to. 
To paragraph 372 Mr. DoLtitver offered a substitute reducing 
the duty, as follows: 


872. Wools advanced from a scoured state, known as tops, valucid at 
not more than 40 cents per pound, 30 cents per 


than 40 cents per pound, 35 cents per pound; an 


all the foregoing, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the 


nd; valued at more 
in addition therciv to 


yote 


was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3011, June 9) : 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 42, as follows: 
YEAS—29. 


Bacon 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Clapp 
Clay 
Culberson 
Cummins 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 


Davis 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Foster 

Gore 

Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 


MeLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
Newlands 
Overman 


Paynter 


Rayner 


NAYS—42. 


Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Flint 
Gallinger 
Gamble 


Gugzenheim 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kean 

Lodge 
McCumber 


Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 


Root 

Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 
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NOT VOTING—20, 


Bailey Clarke, Ar¥. Frye Owen 
Bankhead Daniet Hale Richardson 
revoridge Depew Jones Shively 
Bourne Elkins Nixon Smith, 8. C. 
Chamberlain Frazier Oliver Tillman 


So Mr. DoLtrver’s amendment was rejected. 


60 cents per pound, 35 
valued above 60 c 
thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 





A801 





cents per pound and 40 per cent ad valorem; 


ents per pound, 45 cents per pound, and in addition 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3036, June 10) : 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 43, as follows: 
YEAS—30. 


Mr. Dotiiver proposed a reduction of the duty by an amend- 
ment, to strike out paragraph 373 and in lieu thereof to insert 


the following: 

73. On yarns made wholly or in part of wool, valued at not more 
than 50 cents per pound, 274 cents per pound on the wool contained 
therein; valued at more than 40 cents per pound, 384 cents per pound on 
the wool contained therein; and in addition thereto to all the foregoing 
35 per cent ad valorem. | 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the yote 


So Mr. DoLLiver’s amendment was rejected. 


To paragraph 


was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3032, June 10) ; 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 43, as follows: 

YEAS—31. 
Bacon Culberson Hughes Paynter 
Beveridge Cummins Johnston, Ala. Rayner 
Bristow Davis La Follette Simmons 
Brown Dolliver Martin Smith, Md, 
Burkett Fletcher Money Stone 
Chambcrlain Foster Nelson Taliaferro 
Clapp Frevier Newlands Taylor 
Clay Gore Overman 
NAYS—43. 
Aldrich Crane Guggenheim Piles 
Borah Crawford Leyburn Root 
Bourne Cullom Johnson, N. Dak. Scott 
Bradley Curtis Kean Smith, Mich. 
Brandegec Depew Lodge Smoot 
Briggs Dick McCumber Stephenson 
Bulkeley Dillingham McEnery Sutherland 
Burnham Dixon Oliver Warner 
Burrows Flint Page Warren } 
Burton Gallinger Penrose Wetmore 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Perkins 
NOT VOTING—IT. 
Bailey du Pont McLaurin Smith, 8. C. 
Bankhead Elkins Nixon Tillman | 
Carter Frye Owen 
Clarke, Ark. Hale Richardson 
Daniel Jones Shively | 
| 


arn 


374 Mr. Dotiiver offered the following as a sub- 


stitute therefor, reducing the duty: 


7h. Cloths, knit fabrics, women’s and children’s dress goods, coat | 


Bacon Cummins Johnston, Ala, Rayner 
Beveridge Davis La Follette Simmons 
Bristow Dolliver Martin Smith, Md. 
Brown Fletcher Money Stone 
Burkett Foster Nelson Taliaferro 


Chamberlain 


Clapp 
Clay 


Frazier 
Gore 
Hughes 


Newlands 
Overman 
Paynter 


NAYS-—43. 


Taylor 


Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Gamble Penrose 
Borah Crane Guggenheim Perkins 
Bourne Crawford Heyburn Piles 
Bradley Cullom Johnson, N. Dak. Root 
Brandegee Curtis Kean Scott 
Briggs Depew Lodge Smoot 
Bulkeley Dick McCumber Stephenson 
Burnham Dillingham McEnery Sutherland 
Burrows Dixon Nixon Warner 
Burton du Pont Oliver Warren 
Carter Gallinger Page 

NOT VOTING—1S. 
Bailey Elkins MeLaurin Smith, 8. C, 
Bankhead Flint Owen Tiliman 
Clarke, Ark. Frye Richardson Wetmore 
Culberson Hale Shively 
Daniel Jones Smith. Mich. 


So Mr. DOLLIVER’s amendment was rejected. 
To paragraph 375 Mr. Doruiver offered the following as : 
substitute therefor, reducing the duty: 


375. Blankets and flannels for 
part of wool, 


valued at 


underwear, 
not 


composed wholly or in 
than 40 cents per pound, 


22 cents 


per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 30 per 
cent ad valorem; valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 50 
cents per pound, 33 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and 
in addition thereto 35 per cent ad valorem. Blankets composed wholly 
or in part of wool, valued at more than 50 cents per pound, 33 cents 
per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 40 
per cent ad valorem. Flannels composed wholly or in part of wool, 
valued at above 50 cents per pound, shall be classified and pay the 
same dutics as women’s and children’s dress goods. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL REcorD, p. 3036, June 10) : 
The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 43, as follows: 
YEAS—31. 


linings, Italian cloths, bunting and goods of similar character or de- 
scription, and all manufactures made wholly or in part of wool, not 
specially provided for in this section, valued at not more than 40 cents 
per pound, 838 cents per pound on the wool contained therein; valued 
above 49 cents per pound, 45 cents per pound on the wool contained 
therein; and in addition thereto, on ail the foregoing, 50 per cent ad 
valorem: Provided, That all manufactures in part of wool not spe- 
cially provided for in this schedule, when composed in chief value of a 
material other than wool, shall be subject to the rate at which the 
same would be chargeable under this section if composed wholly of the | 
material thereof of chief value, and in addition thereto shail be subject | 
to a duty of 44 cents per pound on the wool contained therein. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, p. 3035, June 10) : 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 42, as follows: 
YEAS—30. 





Bacon Cummins Johnston, Ala, Owen 
Beveridge Davis La Follette Paynter 
Bristow Dolliver McLaurin Rayner 
Brown Fletcher Martin Simmons 
Burkett Foster Money Smith, Md. 
Chamberlain Frazier Nelson Taliaferro 
Clapp Gore Newlands Taylor 


Clay 


Aldrich 


| Borah 


Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
surrows 
Burton 
Carter 


Hughes 


Clark, Wyo. 


Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Gallinger 


Overman 


NAYS—43. 


Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Kean 
Lodge 
McCumber 
WcEnery 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 


Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 

Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 


NOT VOTING—l7. 


Bailey Elkins Nixon Tillman 
Bankhead Flint Richardson Wetmore 
Clarke, Ark. Frye Nhively 

Culberson Hale Smith, 8. C. 

Daniel Jones Stone 


So Mr. DOLLIVER’s amendment was rejected. 

Thereupon Mr. Do.uiver offered an additional amendment to 
paragraph 375 as a substitute therefor, reducing the duty, as 
follows: 


375. Flennels, blankets, and hats, composed wholly or in part of wool, 
the hair of the goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not exceeding 30 
cents per pound, 10 cents per pound; valued at above 30 cents per pound 
and not exceeding 40 cents per pound, 12 cents per pound; valued at 
abore 40 cents per pound and not erceeding 60 cents per pound, 18 cents 
per pound ; and in addition thereto, upon ail the above-named articles, 35 
per cent ad valorem; valued at abore 60 cents per pound, 45 centa per 
pound, and in addition thereto, 40 per cent ad valorem 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, p. 3087, June 10): 
The result was arnnounced—yeas 29, nays 43, as follows: 
YEAS—29. 





Bacon Culberson Hughes Rayner 
Beveridge Cummins Johnston, Ala. Simmons 
Bristow Davis La Follette Smith, Md, | 
Brown Dolliver McLaurin Stone 
Burkett Fletcher Martin Taliaferro 
Chamberlain Foster Money Taylor 
Clapp Frazier Nelson 
Clay Gore Overman 
NAYS—42. 
Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Perkins 
Borah Crane Gamble Piles 
Bourne Crawford Heyburn Root 
Bradley Cullom Johnson, N. Dak. Scott 
Brandegee Curtis Kean Smoot 
Briggs Depew Lodge Stephenson 
Bulkeley Dick McCumber Sutherland 
Burnham Dillingham McEnery Warner 
2UrTOW s Dixon Oliver Warren 
Burton du Pont Page 
Carter Flint Penrose | 
NOT VOTING—19. | 
Bailey Frye Nixon Smith, Mich, 
Bankhead Guggenheim Owen Smith, 8. C. | 
Clarke, Ark, Hale Paynter Tillman | 
Daniel Jones Richardson Wetmore 
Elkins Newlands Shively 

So Mr DoLtiver’s amendment was rejected. 

fo paragraph 374 Mr. Doxtiver offered the following as a 
Substitute therefor, reducing the duty: 

374. Woolen or worsted cloths, woolen or worsted shawls, and all 
manufactures of every description made wholly or in part of wool, 
worsted, the hair of the cet alpaca, or other animals not specially 
chumerated or provided for in this act, valued at not exceeding 40 
cents per pound, 35 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 35 per 
cent ad valorem; valued at above 40 cents per pound and not exceeding 


XLIV——301 


Bacon Clay La Follette Rayner 
Bankhead Cummins McLaurin Simmons 
Beveridge Daris Martin Smith, Md, 
Bristow Dolliver Nelson Taliaferro 
Brown Frazier Newlands Taylor 
Burkett Gore Overman 

Chamberlain Hughes Owen 


Clapp 


Johnston, Ala. 


Paynter 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


NAYS—43. 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 

Crawford Heyburn 

Cullom Johnson, N. Dak. 

Curtis Kean 

Depew Lodge 

Dick McEnery 

Dillingham Nixon 

du Pent Oliver 

Flint Page 

Gallinger Penrose 

NOT VOTING—19. 

Jones 
McCumber 
Money 


A802 


Aveusr 2, 


To the woolen schedule Mr. Donniver offered an amendment 
Perkins to be known as 3913, reducing the duty, as follows: 


Root Page 135, after line 12, insert the following: 
Scott 3913. All invoices of manufactured or partly manufactured articles 
Smith, Mich. subject to duty under this se. le shall specify separately the quan. 
Smoot tity of wool contained in every such article, and duty shall not be 
Stephenson assessed upon a less quantity of wool than so stated in the invoic, and 
Sutherland any such article concerning which the invoice does not specify the 
Warner quantity of wool shall be assessed as if composed wholly of wool. 7), 
Warren schedule shall take effect ninety days after the passage of this act, an, 
until that time Schedule K of the act approved July 24, 1897, entitled 
‘An act to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage th, 
industries of the United States,’ shall remain in full force and eff¢ ct.” 
Provided, That in no event shall the duty on any of the foregoin, 
articles in paragraphs 368, 869, or 370 exceed 60 per cent ad valorey). y 
Provided, That in no case shall the duty upon wools, wool wostes 
noils, or any of the foregoing articles in the previous paragraphs of thi; 
schedule exceed 60 per cent ad valorem. 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 


Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 


Elkins 
Fietcher 
Foster 


Bailey 
Olarke, Ark. 
Culberson 
Daniel Frye Richardson 
Dixon Hale Shively 

So Mr. DOLLIVER’S amendment was rejected. 


To paragraph 376 Mr. Doriiver offered the following as a 
substitute therefor, reducing the duty: 

876. Women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, 
cnd goods of similar character or description, of which the warp con- 
sists wholly of cotton or other vegetable fiber, and the remainder of the - 
fabric composed wholly or in part of wool, valued at not more than 20 
cents per square yard, 11 cents per square yard and 25 per cent ad 
valorem; valued at more than 20 cents per square yard, 11 cents per 
square yard and 85 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That on all the 
foregoing weighing over 4 ounces per square yard the duty shall be the 
same as is imposed by this schedule on cloths. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 


Br ith, 8. C. 
Stone 
Tillman 
Wetmore 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the yojo 
was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3061, Junc 10) : 


The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 39, as follows: 
YBAS—27. 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gore 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
Martin 


NAYS—39. 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 


Chamberlain 
Clapp 

Clay 
Cummins 
Davis 
Dolliver 
Fietcher 


Nelson 
Newlands 
Overman 
Paynter 
Simmons 
Stone 


was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL REcorD, p. 3044, June 10) : 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 41, as follows: 


Bacon 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 


Aldrich 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 


YEAS—30. 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
Newlands 
NAYS—41. 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
MeCumber 
Nixon 


Clay 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Davis 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Gore 


Crawford 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 

Dil ingham 
Dixon 

du Pont 


Overman 
Owen 
Paynter 
Rayner 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 


Perkins 
Root 

Seott 

Smith, Mich, 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 


Clark, Wyo. 


Bourne 
Briggs 


Clarke, Ark. 


Culberson 
Daniel 
Depew 
Flint 


Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Elkins 
Gallinger 


Fam ble 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 

Kean 

Lodge 

McEnery 

Oliver 

Page 


NOT VOTING—25. 


Frye 

Hale 
McCumber 
McLaurin 
Money 
Nixon 
Owen 


Piles 
Rayner 
Richardson 
Shively 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, 8. C. 


So Mr. DoLiiver’s amendment was rejected. 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 


Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tiliman 
Wetmore 


Flint 
Gallinger 
Gamble 


Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 


Oliver 

Page 

Penrose 

NOT VOTING—20. 
Piles 
Richardson 
Shively 

Clarke, Ark. Simmons 

Daniel McEnery Smith, Md. 

So Mr. DOLLIVER’s amendment was rejected. 


To paragraph 379 Mr. Do ttver offered the following as a 
substitute therefor, reducing the duty: 

379. Webbings, gorings, bandings, beltings, bindings, braids, galloons, 
edgings, insertings, flouncings, fringes, gimps, cords, cords and taseels, | 
ribbons, ornaments, laces, trimmings, and articles made wholly er in-part | 
of lace, embroideries and all articles embroidered by hand or machinery, 
head nets, nettings, buttons or barrel buttons or buttons of other forms | 
for tassels or ornaments, and manufactures of wool ornamented with 
beads er spangles of whatever matcrial composed, any of the foregoing | 
made of wool or of which wool is a component material, whether con- 
taining india rubber or not, 50 cents per pound on the wool contained 
therein and in addition thereto 64 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That 
if the duties upon any article held to be duttable under Schedule K of 
this section shall exceed 100 per cent ad valorem, duty shall be assessed 
thereon at 100 per cent ad valorem. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the 
yote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3054, June 10): | 
The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 43, as follows: 
YEAS—32. 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Nelsen 
Newlands 
Overman 
NAYS—43. 
Gamble 


Bailey 
Borah 
Bourne 


Smith, 8.0. 
Stone 
Tillman 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Culberson 
Cummins 
Davis 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frazicr 
Gore 


Owen 
Paynter 
Rayner 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stonc 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 


Bacon 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 


Aldrich Crane Penrose 


Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 


Bailey 
Bourne 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 


Crawford 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Flint 
Gallinger 


Guggenheim 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 


NOT VOTING—16. 


Daniel 
Elkins 
Frye 
Hale 


Lodge 
Voney 
Piles 
Richardson 


So Mr. DOLLIVER’s amendment was rejected. 


Perkins 

Root 

Scott 

Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 


Shively 
Smith, 8.0. 
Tillman 
Wetmore 


To paragraph 365 Mr. Dotitver offered the following as a sub- 
stitute therefor, reducing the duty: 


365. The duty upon all wools and hair of the first and second classes 
shall be based upon the shrinkage which would result in scouring such 
wools, under such reguiations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
scribe; if shrinking 65 per cent or more, 11 cents per pound; if shrink- 
ing less than 65 per cent and not more than 55 per cent, 13 cents per 
pound; if shrinking less than 65 per cent and not more than 45 per 
cent, 16 cents per pound; if shrinking less than 45 per cent and not 
more than 35 per cent, 20 cents per pound; if shrinking less than 385 per 


| cent and not more than 25 per cent, 24 cents per pound; if shrinking 
| less than 25 per cent and not more than 


46 per cent, 27 cents per pound; 
if shrinking less than 15 per cent, 33 cents per pound. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 


| was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, p. 3076, June 10) : 


The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 37, as follows: 
YEAS—21. 


Gore 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala, 
La Follette 
Martin 
Nelson 
NAYS—37. 
Gamble 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. Smoot 
Jones Stephenson 
Kean Sutherland 
Lodge Warner 
Oliver Warren 
Page 


Bacon 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 


Clapp 
Clay 
Cummins 
Davis 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 


Newlands 
Overnan 
Simmons 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Chamberlai 


Root 
Crane Scott 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Dick 
Ditlmgham 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Elkins Penrose 
Gallinger Perkins 


NOT VOTING—33. 
Nixon 
Owen 
Paynter 
Piles 
Rayner 
Richardson 


Foster 
Frazier 
Frye 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Depew McLaurin 
Flint Money 


So Mr. DOLLIVER’s amendment was rejected. 


Mr. La Fotterre offered the following amendments to the 
several paragraphs of the wool schedule (Schedule Kk) ' 
ducing the rates of duty proposed in the said paragraphs of 
the bill: 


Amend poragraph 356 by striking out the word “ three,” in line 2, 
on page 12}, and insert the word “ two.” 


Bailey 
Bourne 
Briggs 
Clarke, Ark. 
Culberson 
Curtis 
Daniel 


Smith, 8. C0. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 
Wetmore 











9. 


1% 


tmend paragraph 357 by striking out the same and inserting in lieu 


thereof the following: ' ¥ 
257. Class 1, all wool not hereinafter included in class 2. 
strike out paragraph 358. 5 s ae ; 
imend paragraph 359 by striking out the word “three,” in line 1}, 
on page 125, and insert in liew thereof the word “ two.” 


imend paragraph 361 by inserting after the weed “ duty,” in line 9, 
on page 126, the words “as class 1;” and by striking out all of the 
balance of line 9 and all of line 10. : : 
imend paragraph 362 by striking out the same and inserting in liew 
cof the following: ’ 
paragraph 362. ‘he duty on wools of the first class shall be 45 per 
cent ad valorem.” 

Strike out all of paragraph 363. ; 

imend paragraph 364 by strking out all of line 9, on page 127, after 
vord “be,” and inserting in lieu thereof the following: “ Thirty- 
per cent ad valerem;” also by striking out all of lines 10 to 20, 
usice, on said page 127. 
strike out all of paragraphs 365 and 366. 
xtrike out all of paragraph 367. : 
tmend the committee amendment to paragraph 368 by striking out 
the words “30 cents per pound,” in line 10, on page 129, and insert in 
licu thereof the words “ 45 per cent ad valorem.” — 

tmend paragraph 369 by striking out the words “ 25 cents per pound,” 
in line I, om page 129, and the words “ 20 cents per pound,” in line 1}, 
and inserting after the word “ section,” in line 14, the words “ 45 per 
cent ad valorem.” 

imend paragraph 370 by striking out all of line 15, on page 129, after 
the word “ flocks,” and all of line 16, and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ 45 per cent ad valorem.” 

imend paragraph 371 to read as follows: 

71. Tops, 50 per cent ad valorem.” 

imend paragraph 873 by striking out all of the paragraph after the 

word “ pound,” in line 26, on page 29, and inserting in liew thereof 


the 


the 
five 


ine 


the words “55 per cent.” 
tmend paragraph 374 by striking out the words “or in_ part of 
rool.” in line 9, on page 130, and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“of wool, or of which wool is the component material of chief value.” 
t\lso amend the paragraph by striking out all of the paragraph after 
the word “ section,” and inserting in licu thereof the words “65 per 


cent ad valorem.” 
Strike out all of paragraphs 375, 376, 377, 378, and 379. 





{mend paragraph 380 by striking out ail of the paragraph after the 


. 133, and in lieu 


” 


rord “ description,” in line 11, on page inserting 
thercof the words “60 per cent ad valorem. 

imend paragraph 381 by striking out all 
d “ description,” in line 15, on page 
thereof the words “60 per cent ad valorem. 

imend paragraph 882 by striking out all 
word “ description,” in line 18, on page 
thereof the words “60 per cent ad valorem. 

{mend paragraph 883 by striking out all 
word “ description,” in line 23, on page 

of the words “60 per cent ad valorem. 
‘mend paragraph 384 by striking out all of the paragraph after the 
rd “ otherwise,” in line 1, on page 135, and inserting in lieu thereof 

cords “60 per cent ad valorem.” 
{mend paragraph 385 by striking out all of the paragraph after the 
word “ carpets,” in line 4, on page 134, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words “60 per cent ad valorem.” 

imend paragraph 386 by striking out all of the paragraph after the 
word “ carpets,” in line 6, on page 134, and inserting in liew thereof 
the words “60 per cent ad valorem.” 

imend paragraph 387 by striking out all of the paragraph after the 
word “rugs,” in line 11, on page 134, and inserting in licu thereof the 
words “60 per cent ad valorem.” 

lmend paragraph 388 by striking out all of the paragraph after the 
word “ otherwise,” in lines 15 and 16, on page 134, and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words “60 per cent ad valorem.” 


of the paragraph after the 
133, and inserting in lieu 


wor 


of the paragraph after the 
133, and inserting in licu 


S 


of the paragraph after the 
133, and inserting in lieu 


the 


By unanimous consent the vote was taken upon these several 


amendments, and was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorpD, 


0124, June 11): 


Dp. 


The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 44, as follows: 
YEAS—382. 

acon Clapp Hughes Owen 
Bailey Clay Johnston, Ala, Paynter 
Bankhead Cummins La Follette Rayner 
Bev ridge Davis Martin Simmons 
Bristow Dolliver Money Smith, Md, 
Brown Foster Nelson Stone 
surkett Frazier Newlands Taliaferro 
Chamberlain Gore Overman Tillman 


NAYS—44. 





Aldrich Crawford Gallinger Penrose 
Borah Cullom Gamble Perkins 
Bourne Curtis Guggenheim Piles 
Brandegee Depew Heyburn Root 
Bulkeley Dick Johnson, N. Dak, Scott 
Burnham Dillingham Kean sSmect 
Bur rows Dixon Lodge Stephenson 
Burton du Pont McEnery Sutherland 
Carier Elkins Nixon Warner 
Clark, Wyo, Flint Oliver Warren 
Crane I'rye Page Wetmore 
NOT VOTING—15. 
Bradle y Daniel McCumber Smith, Mich, 
Briggs Fletcher McLaurin Smith, 8. C, 
Clarke, Ark, Hale Richardson Taylor 
Culberson Jones Shively 


So Mr. La Fouterre’s amendments were rejected. 


_ Mr. Bacon offered an amendment to paragraphs 356 to 372, 
inclusive, reducing the rates of duty proposed in the said para- 
graphs of the bill, by striking out the said paragraphs and in- 
Serting in lieu thereof the following: 


The duty upon all wools, hair o 
like animals, and upon shoddy, noils, 
and flocks, yarn waste, 
wholly or in part of wool 


wool extract, woolen rags, mungo 
thread waste, and all other waste compose 
, shall be 30 per cent ad valorem. 





the camel, goat, alpaca, and other | 
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The vote upon the proposed amendment to thus strike out 
and insert was as follows (ConcRessionat Recorp, p. 3130, June 
11): 


The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 50, as follows: 





YEAS—21. 
Bacon Foster Moncey Ston 
Bailey Frazier Overman Taliaferro 
Bankhead Gore Paynter Tillman 
Clay Hughes Rayner 
Culberson Johnston, Ala Simmons 
Davis Martin Smith, Md. 

NAYS—50. 
Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Flint Penrose 
Borah Crane Frye Perkins 
Bourne Crawford Gallinger Piles 
Brandegee Cullom Guggenheim Root 
Bristow Cummins Heyburn Scott 
Brown Curtis Johnson, N. Dak. Smoot 
Bulkeley Depew Kean Stephenson 
Burkett Dick La Follette Sutherland 
Burnham Dillingham Lodge Warner 
Burrows Dixon McCumber Warren 
Burton Dolliver Nelson Wetmore 
Carter du Pont Nixon 
Clapp Elkins Page 

NOT VOTING—20. 

Beveridge Daniel McEnery Richardson 
Bradley Fletcher UcLaurin Shively 


Gamble 
Chamberlain Hale Oliver 
Clarke, Ark. Jones Owen 


So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. Bacon then offered an amendment proposing to amend 
the bill further by striking out paragraph 373 and succeeding 
paragraphs to 389, inclusive, and by inserting the several para- 
graphs in lieu thereof, reducing the duty, as follows: 

373. On yarns made wholly or in part of wool, valued at not more 
than 30 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half 
times the duty imposed by this section on 1 pound of unwashed wool 
of the first class, and in addition thereto 25 per cent ad valorem; val- 
ued at more than 30 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be 
three and one-half times the duty imposed by this section on 1 pound 
of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto, upon all 


Briggs Vewlands Smith, Mich, 
Smith, 8. C. 


Taylor 


the foregoing, 40 per cent ad valorem. (In equivalent, maximum 
145.02 per cent ad valorem.) 


And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

‘373. On yarns made wholly or in part of wool, 40 per cent ad va- 
lorem.” 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 374, 
as follows: 

“374. On cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufactures of every descrip- 
tion made wholly or in part of wool, not specially provided for in this 
section, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per 
pound shall be three times the duty imposed by this section on a pound 
of unwashed wool of the first class; valued at above 40 cents per 
pound and not above 70 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall 
be four times the duty imposed by this section on 1 pound of unwashed 
wool of the first class, and in addition thereto, upon all the foregoing, 
50 per cent ad valorem; valued at over 70 cents per pound, the duty 
per pound shall be four times the duty imposed by this section on 1 
pound of unwashed wool of the first class and 55 per cent ad valorem.” 
(In equivalent, maximum 141 per cent ad valorem.) 

And insert the following in lieu thereof: 

“375. On knit fabrics, and ali fabrics made on knitting machines or 
frames, not including wearing apparel, and on shawls made wholly or 
in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat. alpaca, or other 
animals, valued at not exceeding 40 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad 
valorem; valued at more than cents per pound, 40 per cent ad 
valorem.” 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 
as follows: 

* 375. On blankets, and flannels for underwear composed wholly or 
in part of wool, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty 
per pound shall be the same as the duty imposed by this section on 2 


on page 130, which is 


50 


375, on page 130, which is 


| pounds of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 30 


per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 
50 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three times the duty 
imposed by this section on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first class, 
and in addition thereto 35 per cent ad valorem. On blankets composed 
wholly or in part of wool, valued at more than 50 cents per pound, 
the duty per pound shall be three times the duty imposed by this sex 
tion on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition 
thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. Flannels composed wholly or in 
part of wool, valued at above 50 cents per pound, shall be classified 
and pay the same duty as women’s and children’s dress goods, coat 
linings, Italian cloths, and goods of similar character and description 


proves by this section: Provided, That on blankets over 3 yards in 
ength the same duties shall be paid as on cloths.” (In equivalent, 
maximum 165.42 per cent ad valorem.) 


And insert the following in lieu thereof: 
* 375. On blankets, hats of wool, flannels for underwear and felts for 
printing machines, composed wholly or in part of wool, the hair of the 


camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more than 30 cents 
per pound, 25 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 30 and no 
more than 40 cents per pound, 30 per cent ad valorem; valued at more 
than 40 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That ¢ 
blankets over 3 yards in length the same dutics shall be paid as on 
woolen and worsted cloths.” 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 376, on page 151, and 
paragraph S77, on page 132, which are as follows: 

“376. On women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian 
cloths, and goods of similar description and character of which the 


warp consists wholly of cotton or other vegetable material, with the 
remainder of the fabric composed wholly or in part of wool, valued at 
not exceeding 15 cents per square yard, the duty shall be 7 cents per 
square yard; valued at more than 15 cents per square yard, the duty 
shall be 8 cents per square yard; and in addition thereto on all the 
foregoing valued at not above 70 cents per pound, 50 per cent ad valo- 
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rem; valued above 70 cents per pound, 55 per cent ad valorem.” (In 
equivalent, maximum 115.53 per cent ad valorem.) 

‘377. On women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian 
‘cloths, bunting, and goods of similar description or character composed 
wholly or in part of wool, and not specially provided for in this section, 
the duty shall be 11 cents per square yard; and in addition thereto on 
all the foregoing valued at not above 70 cents per pound, 50 per cent 
ad valorem; valued above 70 cents per pound, 55 per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, That on all the foregoing weighing over 4 ounces per square 
yard, the duty shall be the same as imposed by this schedule on cloths.” 
(In equivalent, maximum 118 per cent ad valorem. ) 

And insert the following in lieu thereof: 

“On women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italiun cloths, 
bunting, or goods of similar description or character, and on all manu- 
factures composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the 
camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not over 50 cents per 
pound, 35 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 50 cents per pound, 
50 per cent ad valorem.” 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 378, on page 132, which ifs 
as follows: 

‘378. On clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of 
every description, wool hats, shawls whether knitted or woven, and 
knitted articles of every description made up or manufactured wholly 
or in part, felts not woven, and not specially provided for in this sec- 
tion, composed wholly or in part of wool, the duty per pound shall be 
four times the duty imposed by this section on 1 pound of unwashed 
wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 60 per cent ad valorem.” 
(In equivalent, maximum 95.98 per cent ad valorem.) 

And insert the following in lien thereof: 

378. On clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of 
every description, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, not 
specially provided for in this act, felts not specially provided for in 
this act, all the foregoing composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, 
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at above 
$1.50 per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem; valued at less than $1.50 per 
pound, 35 per cent ad valorem. On cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, 
ulsters, or other outside garments for ladies’ and children’s apparel, 
and goods of similar description or used for like purposes, and on knit 
wearing apparel, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair 
of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, made up or manufactured 
wholly or in part, 40 per cent ad valorem.’ 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 379, on page 132, which 
is as follows: 

. Webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, bandings, beltings, bind- 
ings, braids, galloons, edgings, insertings, flouncings, fringes, gimps, 
cords, cords and tassels, ribbons, ornaments, laces, trimmings, and arti- 
cles made wholly or in part of lace, embroideries and all articles em- 
broidered by hand or machinery, head nets, nettings, buttons or barrel 
buttons, or buttons of other forms for tassels or ornaments, and mannu- 
factures of wool ornamented with beads or spangles of whatever mate- 
rial composed, any of the foregoing made of wool or of which wool is 
a component material, whether containing india rubber or not, 50 cents 
per pound and 60 per cent ad valorem.” 
80.83 per cent ad valorem.) 

And imsert the following in lieu thereof: 

** 379. On webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltings, bindings, 
braids, galloons, fringes, gimps, cords, eords and tassels, dress trim- 
mings, laces, embroideries, head nets, nettings and veilings, buttons or 
barrel buttons, or buttons of other forms for tassels or ornaments, an 
of the foregoing which are clastic or nonelastic, made of wool, worsted, 
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, or of which wool, 
worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals is a com- 
ponent material, 45 per cent ad valorem.” 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 380, on page 133, which 
is as follows: 

“380. Aubusson, Axminster, moquette, and chenille carpets, figured 
or plain, and all carpets or carpeting of like character or description, 
60 cents per square yard and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad ya- 
lorem.’ (In equivalent, 66.34 per cent ad valorem.) 

And insert the following in lieu thereof: 

*« 380. Aubusson, Axminater, moquette, and chenille carpets, figured or 
plain, carpets acoven whole for rooms, and all carpets or carpeting of 
like character or descriptions, 40 per cent ad valorem.” 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 381, on page 133, which is 
as follows: 

“381. Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, figured or plain, 
and all carpets or carpeting of like character or description, 60 cents 
per square yard and in additon thereto 40 per cent ad valorem.” (In 
equivalent, 72.67 per cent ad valorem.) 

And insert the following in lieu thereof: 

$81. Sarony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, figured or plain, 
and all carpets or carpeting of like character or description, 40 per cent 
ad valorem.” 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 382, on page 133, which is 
as follows: 

“382. Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting 
of like character or description, 44 cents per square yard and in addi- 
tion thereto 40 per cent ad valorem.” (In equivalent, 75.81 per cént 
ad valorem.) 

And insert the following in lieu thereof: 

“ 982. Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting 
of like character or description, 40 per cent ad valorem.” 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 383, on page 133, which is 
as follows: 

“383. Velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, figured or plain, printed 
on the warp or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of Vike eharacter 
or description, 40 cents per square yard and in addition thereto 40 per 
cent ad valorem.” (In equivalent, 58.86 per cent ad valorem.) 

And insert the following in lieu thereof: 

“ 383. Velvet and tapestry velvct carpets, figured or plain, printed on 
the warp or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of like character or 
description, 40 per cent ad valorem.” 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 384, 
as follows: 

“384. Tapestry Brussels carpets, figured or plain. and all carpets 
or carpeting of like character or description, printed on the warp or 
otherwise, 28 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per 
cent ad valorem.” (in equivalent, 60.73 per cent ad valorem.) 

And insert the following in lieu thereof: ; 

“ 385. Tapestry Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or 
carpeting of like character or description, printed on the warp or other- 
wise, 40 per cent ad valorem, 


~ 


on page 133, which is 


(In equivalent, maximum | 
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Amend further by striking out paragraph 885, on page 134, which j, 


as follows: 


“ 385. Treble ingrain, three-ply, and all chain Venetian carpets 


cents per squar 
(in equivalent, 


‘ob 


And insert the ——a in lieu thereof: 
or 


“ 385. Treble ingrain, 
per cent ad valorem.” 


ard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorea,” 
.72 per cent ad valorem.) 


ee-ply, and all chain Venetian carpets, 


Amend further by striking out paragraph 386, on page 134, which js 


as follows: 


“386. Wool Dutch and two- 
ard, and in addition thereto 4 


8.63 per cent ad valorem.) 
And insert in lien thereof: 


“ 386. Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, 30 per cent ad 


lorem.”’ 


pl 


y ingrain carpets, 18 cents per square 
per cent ad valorem.” 


(In equiva! nt, 


Amend further by striking out paragraph 387, on page 134, which is 


as follows: 


“ 387. Carpets of every description, woven whole for rooms, ang 
oriental, Berlin, Aubusson, Axminster, and similar rugs, 10 cents per 


square foot and 40 per cent ad valore 


m: Provided, That in the measure- 


ment of all mats, rugs, carpets, and similar articles, of whatever ma- 


terial composed, the selvage, if any, shall be included.” 
lent, 60.01 per cent ad valorem.) 


And insert the following in lieu thereof: 


“« 987. Carpets of every description woven whole for roome, and 
tal, Berlin, and other similar rugs, 40 per cent ad valorem.” 


(In equiva- 


rien- 


Amend further by striking out paragraph 388, on page 134, which js 


as follows: 


“2 


388. Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, 22 cents 


per square yard and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem.” (In 

equivalent, 70.86 per cent ad valorem.) 
And insert the following in lieu thereof: 
“ 388. Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, fclt car- 

peting, figured or plain, 30 per cent ad valorem.” 
Amend further by striking out paragraph 389, on page 134, which is 


as follows: 


“389. Carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or composed in 


| part of any of them, not specially provided for™in this section, and mats, 


matting, and rugs of cotton, 50 per cent ad valorem.” 
And insert the following in lieu thereof: ; 
* 389. Carpets and carpeting, of wool, flax, or cotton, composed in part 
of cither, not specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent ad valorem.” 
Upon the question of the adoption to thus strike out and insert, 
the vote was as follows (ConcressionaL Recorp, p. 3133, June 


aa: 


The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 50, as follows: 
YEAS—20. 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Clay 
Culberson 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bourne 
Brandegee 
Bristow 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Rurrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clapp 


Beveridge 
Bradley 
Briggs 
Chamberlain 
Clarke, Ark. 
Cullom 


Davis 

Frazier 

Gore 

Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 


Martin 
Money 
Overman 
Paynter 
Rayner 


NAYS—50. 


Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Crawford 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 

du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 


Irye 
Gallinger 
Guggenheim 
H-yburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 
K 


ean 

La Follette 
Lodge 
McEnery 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 


NOT VOTING—21. 


Daniel 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Gamble 
Hlale 
Jones 


McCumber 
McLaurin 
Newlands 
Owen 
Richardson 
Shively 


So Mr. Bacon’s amendments were rejected. 


Mr. Gore offered an amendment proposing to reduce the duty 
on blankets by adding the following proviso to paragraph 375: 

Provided, however, That im no case shall the duty on blankets exceed 
75 per cent ad valorem. 

Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3134, June 11) : 


The result was announced—yeas 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Clapp 
Clay 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Bourne 
Brandegee 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 


” 


YEBAS—?29. 


Culberson 
Davis 

Dolliver 
Frazier 

Gore 

Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 


Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
Newlands 
Overman 
Owen 
Paynter 
Rayner 


NAYS—43. 


Crawford 
Cullom 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 


Frye 
CGallinger 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Kean 
Lodge 
McPuery 
Nixon 
Page 
Penrose 


Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Smith, Mich. 
Smith, 8. 0. 
Taylor 


29, nays 43, as follows: 


Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 


Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








NOT VOTING—19. 


Dillingham Kean Page Stone 
Beveridge Daniel Jones Shively Dolliver La Follette Penrose Taliaferro 
othe Fletcher McCumber Smith, Mich. du Pont Lodge Perkins Tillman 
riggs: Foster McLaurin Smith, 8. 0. Elkins Martin Rayner Warner 
Chamberlain Gamble Oliver Taylor Fitat Money Root Warren 
Clarke, Ark. Hale Richardson Brye ae qewnands ee ee Wetmore 
So Mr. Gore’s amendment was rejected. Guggenheim Oliver toad ue. 
Mr. CumMaIns offered an amendment to the amendment pro- | 4°2"S°2, N. Dak. Overman g epneneee 
posed by Mr. Barter, of Texas, imposing a general income tax, | ,, iid BAye—14. : 
which amendment was accepted by Mr. Bartey as a modifica-| Brown — ieee Ser 
tion of his original amendment. Mr. Atpricu, of Rhode Island, | Burkett_ Dixon McCumber 
moved to postpone further consideration of the amendment until | ©!@rk, Wyo. Fletcher Nelson 





NOT VOTING—24. 


the 18th day of June. 


Upon the motion to postpone, the vote 





was as follows (ConGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3138, June 11) : So ponte Saas! ae 
The result was announced—yeas 45, nays 34, as follows: Bankhead Frazier McEnery Smith, Mich. 
YEAS—45. ee er Gamble McLaurin Smith, 8. C. 
aric Crane Frye Clarke, Ark. Gore Owen Sutherland 
Be ; ridge Crawford Gallinger ie Culberson Hale Richardson Taylor 
Bradley Cullom Guggenheim Scott So the paragraph as amended was agreed to. 
Brandegee Curtis Heyburn Smoot oa - - , E ; 
eee Depew Johnson, N. Dak. Stephenson Lhe Finance Committee proposed an amendment to the bill 
Bulkeley Dick Kean Sutherland fixing rates of duty upon importations into the United States 
surkett Dillingham Lodge Warner ’ -ohilinni Ve aa , Panene 
ST Dixon etece aceon from the Philippine Islands. Mr. Bristow, of Kansas, proposed 
Burrows Dolliver Nixon Wetmore an amendment to the amendment excepting sugar from the duty 
Burton du Pont Oliver imposed by the committee amendment upon articles imported 
‘arter Elkins Page ; lians ; ; : 
Ch ‘. Wyo Flint. ae into the Philippine Islands from forcign countries, and thence 
a NAYR—34 reimported into the United States. 

Céteereéen . La Follett > Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment to the 
fan Cammine Meiners en committee amendment the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL 
Bankhead Davis Martin Smith, Md. REcorD, p. 3207, June 14) : 

Porat , ° ¥ . 
ee a an + Taleterro The result was announced—yeas i, nays 49, as follows: 
Bristow Frazier Overman Taylor YEAS—11. 
Chamberlain Gore Owen Tillman Bristow Cummins Fletcher Newlands 
Clapp Hughes Paynter Brown Davis Gore Tillman 
Clay Johnston, Ala. Piles Clapp Dolliver La Follette 
NOT VOTING—12. NAYS—49. 
Briggs Gamble McCumber Shively | Aldrich Crane Johnson, N. Dak. Perkins 
Clarke, Ark. Hale McLaurin Smith, Mich. | Bacon Crawford Jones Piles 
Daniel Jones Richardson Smith, 8. C. | Borah Cullom Kean Root 
S Mr. J | Bradley Daniet Lodge Simmons 
) the motion of Mr. AtpricH to postpone was agreed to. | Brandegee Depew McCumber Smith, 8. C. 
Mr. CUMMINS moved to recommit Schedule K to the commit- | Briggs Dick McEnery Smoot 
tee, with instructions as follows: | | nana oo ae 
To again consider the same and report a schedule as follows, to wit: | Burnham du Pont Nixon Warner 
“1. With the duties on wool unchanged. Burrows Foster Overman Wetmore 
‘2. With so-called ‘compensatory duties’ to the woolen manufac- | Burton Gallinger Page 
turers that will measure the difference between the price which do- | Carter Guggenheim Paynter 


mestic manufacturers pay for wool and the price paid by their chief 
foreign competitors. 

“3. A further duty —— imported woolen manufactures that will rep- 
resent the difference tween the cost of production at home and 
abroad, with a fair manufacturers’ profit added, less the compensatory 
duties already given to domestic manufacturers because of the higher 


Clark, Wyo. 


Heyburn 


Penrose 


NOT VOTING—31. 


price they are compelled to pay for wool.” 


Upon the question of the adoption of the motion to recommit 
with instructions the vote was as follows (CoNnGRESSIONAL ReEc- 
orD, p. 3139, June 11): 


The result was announced—yeas 8, nays 59, as follows: 





Bailey Curtis Johnston, Ala. Shively 
Bankhead Elkins McLaurin Smith, Md. 
Beveridge Flint Money Smith, Mich, 
| Bourne Frazier Oliver Stone 
| Chamberlain Frye Owen Taliaferro 
Clarke, Ark. Gamble Rayner Taylor 
Clay Hale Richardson Warren 
| Culberson Hughes Scott 


So Mr. BrisTow’s amendment to the amendment of the committee 


was rejected. 


Mr. Srone offered an amendment to the above-stated com- 
mittee amendment proposing to declare the policy of the United 


YEAS—S. 
Beveridge Brown Clapp Dolliver 
Bristow Burkett Cummins Nelson 

NAYS—59. 
Aldrich Crawford Gore Paynter 
Bacon Culberson Guggenheim Penrose 
Bankhead Cullom Heyburn Piles 
Bourne Curtis Johnson, N. Dak. Root 
Bradley Davis Kean Scott 
Brandegee Depew Lodge Simmons 
Bulkeley Dick McEnery Smoot 
Burnham Dillingham McLaurin Stephenson 
Burrows Dixon Martin Stone 
Burton du Pont Money Sutherland 
( ‘arter ‘ Elkins Nixon Taliaferro 
Cham berlain Flint Oliver Tillman 
Clark, Wyo. Foster Overman Warren 
Clay Frye Owen Wetmore 
Crane Gallinger Page 

NOT VOTING—24. 
Baile y Frazier La Follette Shively 
| Gamble McCumber Smith, Md. 
eee Hale Newlands Smith, Mich. 

Clarke, Ark. Hughes Perkins Smith, 8. C. 
Daniel Johnston, Ala. Rayner Taylor 
Fletcher Jones Richardson Warner 


So the motion of Mr. CUMMINS was rejected. 


The Finance Committee offered an amended paragraph, to be 
known as No, 7113, admitting certain works of art free of | 
Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the | 

vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3171, June 12) : 


duty. 


The result was announced—yeas 53, nays 14, as follows: 





a YEAS—53. 

Aldrich Briggs Burton Crawford 

R veridge Bristow Carter Cullom 

Bent ne Bulkeley Chamberlain Davis 

peer Burnham Clay Depew 
randegee Burrows Crane Dick 





rejected. 
| 


| States as to the retention of the Philippine Islands. 
Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment the vote 
| was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD, p. 3211, June 14): 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 44, as follows: 
YEAS—18. 
| Bacon Frazier Money Stone 
| Bailey Gore Newlands Taliaferro 
| Clay Hughes Overman Tillman 
Davis Johnston, Ala. Paynter 
Fletcher McEnery Simmons 
NAYS—44. 
Aldrich Chamberlain Flint Page 
Beveridge Clapp Gallinger Perkins 
Brandegee Crane Guggenheim Piles 
Briggs Crawford Heyburn Root 
Bristow Depew Johnson, N. Dak. Scott 
Bulkeley Dick Kean Smoot 
| Burkett Dillingham La Follette Stephenson 
Burnham Dixon Lodge Sutherland 
surrows Dolliver Nelson Warner 
| Burton du Pont Nixon Warren 
Carter Elkins Oliver Wetmore 
NOT VOTING—29. 
Bankhead Cullom Jones Shively 
Borah Cummins McCumber Smith, Md. 
sourne Curtis McLaurin Smith, Mich, 
Bradley Daniel Martin Smith, S&S. 0. 
- | Brown Foster Owen Taylor 
| Clark, Wyo. Frye Penrose 
| Clarke, Ark. Gamble Rayner 
| Culberson Hale Richardson 


So Mr. SToNr’s amendment to the amendment of the committee was 


Mr. BULKELEY moved to refer the committee amendment rela- 


tive to the Philippine tariff to the Committee on the Philippines, 
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Upon the question of the adoption of the motion to refer the 
‘vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3212, June 14) : 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 40, as follows: 
YEAS—21. 
Bacon Clapp Gore 
Bailey Clay Hughes 
Brandegee Davis Johnston, Ala. 
Bristow Dick La Follette 
Bulkeley Fletcher McBnery 
Chamberlain Frazier Martin 


NAYS—40. 


Newlands 
Overman 
Paynter 


Aldrich 
Beveridge 
Borah 
Briggs 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 


Bankhead 
Bov e 

Brau ey 
Brown 
Clarke, Ark. 
Culberson 
Cullom 
Cummins 


Crane 
Crawford 
Depew 
Dixon 
Dolliver 

du Pont 
Elkins 

Flint 
Gallinger 
Guggenheim 


Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Kean 
Lodge 
Money 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 


NOT VOTING—30. 


Curtis 
Daniel 
Dillingham 
Foster 
Frye 
Gamble 
Hale 
Jones 


McCumber 
McLaurin 
Owen 
Rayner 
Richardson 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 


So Mr. BULKELEY’s motion was rejected. 


Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Smith, Mich, 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tiliman 
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NOT VOTING—22. 


Money Stephenson 
Newlands Stone 
Penrose Taylor 
Richardson Warren 


Bradle Depew 
Clark, Wyo. Flint 
Clarke, Ark. Frazier 
Clay Hale 
Culberson McCumber Shively 
Daniel McLaurin Smith, Mich. 


So Mr. FLeTcHer’s amendment was rejected. 


Mr. Gore offered an amendment to the above-stated Philip. 
pine committee amendment, striking out the words “ Becept iy 
any fiscal year sugar in excess of 300,000 gross tons,” and by 
inserting in lieu thereof the following words: “ Eecept sugar in 
excess Of 300,000 gross tons during any one fiscal year: Pro- 
vided, however, That the free importation of 300,000 gross tons 
for fiscal year shall not extend beyond July 1, 1911.” 

Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment to thus 
strike out and insert, the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSION Ar 
ReEcorD, p. 3338, June 16) : 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 43, as follows: 

YEAS—25. 
Martin 
Money 
Overman 
Owen 
Paynter 
Rayner 
Simmons 


NAYS—43. 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Bristow Hughes 
Chamberlain Johnston, Ala. 
Clapp La Follette 
Cummins McEnery 


Davis 


Smith, Md. 
Fletcher 


Smith, 8. 0. 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 


Mr. La Fo.uettTe offered an amendment to the aboye-stated 
Philippine amendment, by which amendment to the amendment 
the number of cigars to be admitted free of duty from the Phil- 
ippine Islands was limited to’ 60,000,000 per annum. Upon the 
question of the adoption of the amendment to the committee 
amendment the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorp, 
p. 3251, June 15): 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 38, as follows: 

YEAS—27. 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
McEnery 
Moncy 
Newlands 
Overman 


NAYS—38. 
Heyburn Piles 


Jobnson, N. Dak. Root 
Jones Scott 


Cummins 
Davis 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
3urkett Foster 
Clapp Frazier 
Clay Gore 


Bacon 
Borah 
Bristow 
Brown 


Owen 
Paynter 
Simmons 
Smith, 8. CO, 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 


Aldrich 
Sourne 
Brandegee 


Crawford 
Cullom 
Depew 


Aldrich 
Bourne 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 


Beveridge 
Borah 
Reade, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 


Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Frye 


Fallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak, 
Jones 

Kean 

Lodge 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Oliver 


NOT VOTING—23. 


Culberson 
— 
pew 
Flint 
Foster 
Frazier 


Hale 
McCumber 
McLaurin 
Newlands 
Penrose 
Richardson 


So Mr. Gorn’s amendment was rejected. 
The question recurred on agreeing to the Philippine para- 


Page 
Perkins 
Piles 


Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Shively 
Smith, Mich. 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Taylor 


Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 


Dick 
Dillingham 
du Pont 
Flint 


Kean 
Lodge 
McCumber 
Nelson 
Nixon 


Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 


Burton Frye 
Carter 
Crane 


Wetmore 
Gallinger Page 
Guggenheim Perkins 
NOT VOTING—26. 

Culberson McLaurin 
Curtis Martin 
Danicl Oliver 
Dixon Penrose 
Chamberlain Elkins Rayner 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Richardson 
Clarke, Ark. Hale Shively 

So Mr. La FoLLette’s amendment to the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was rejected. 


Mr. Fietcuer offered an amendment striking out paragraph 
471d and inserting the following in lieu thereof: 

471d. There shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles com- 
ing into the United States from the Philippine Islands the rates of duty 
which are required to be levied, collected, and paid upon like articles 
imported from foreign countries, except as provided by ezisting law now 
in force. 

Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment to thus 
strike out and insert, the vote was as follows (CoNGREssIoNAL 
Recorp, p. 33835, June 16) : 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 43, as follows: 

YEAS—26. 


Bailey 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bradley 


Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Taylor 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Borah 
Bristow 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 


Aldrich 
Beveridge 
Bourne 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 


Davis 
Dixon 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Gore 
Hughes 


Johnston, Ala. 
NAYS—43. 


Carter 
Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Elkins 


La Follette 
McEnery 
Martin 
Overman 
Owen 
Paynter 
Rayner 


Frye 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
Nelson 
Nixon 


Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 


Oliver 
Page 
Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Wetmore 


graph as amended, and upon this the vote was as follows 
(CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, p. 3338, June 16) : 


The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 28, as follows: 
YEAS—42. 
Crane Frye Page 
Cullom Gallinger Perkins 
Brandegee Cummins Guggenheim Piles 
Briggs Curtis Heyburn Scott 
Brown Dick Johnson, N. Dak. Smoot 
Bulkeley Dillingham” Jones Sutherland 
Burkett Dixon Kean Warner 
Burnham Dolliver Lodge Warren 
Burrows du Pont Nelson Wetmore 
Burton Elkins Nixon 
Carter Flint Oliver 
NAYS—28. 
La Follette Rayner 
McEnery Root 
Martin Simmons 
Money Smith, Md. 
Overman Smith, 8. 0. 
Chamberlain Hughes Owen Taliaferro 
Clapp Johnston, Ala, Paynter Tiliman 


NOT VOTING—21. 


McLaurin 
Newlands 
Penrose 
Richardson 


Aldrich 
Bourne 


Bacon Clay 
Bailey Crawford 
Bankhead Davis 
Borah Fletcher 
Bristow Gore 


Stephenson 
Stone 


Depew 
Foster 


Beveridge 
Bradley 
Clark, Wyo. Frazier 
Clarke, Ark. Gamble 
Culberson Hale Shively 

Daniel McCumber Smith, Mich. 

So the paragraph as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. Srone offered an amendment striking out Finance Com- 
mittee’s substitute to paragraph 190, which prescribes the duty 
on zine ore, and inserting the following in lieu thereof: 

Zinc in blocks or pigs; zine, old and worn-out, fit only to be manu /fac- 
tured; oxide of zine in whatever form or combination; and all manu- 
factures made wholly of zine, or of which zinc is a material comport, 
shall be admitted free of duty. 

Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment to thus 
strike out and insert, the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, p. 3341, June 16): 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 49, as follows: 
YEAS—16. 

Money 
Overman 
Owen 
Paynter 


Bacon Davis 
Chamberlain Fletcher 
Clay Foster 
Daniel Martin 


Simmons 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stone 
Taliaferre 
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ing 384 square inches, 14 cents per pound; above that, and not exceed- 
ing 720 square inches, 13 cents per pound; above that, and not eaxceed- 
ing 864 square inches, 2 cents per pound. 

Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment to thus 
strike out and insert the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, p. 3390, June 17): 


The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 52, as follows: 


YEAS—235. 





NAYS—49. 

Aldrich Clap Gallinger Page 
fant Clark, Wyo. G enheim Perkins 
Bourne Crane Heyburn Piles 
Brandegee Crawford Hughes Root 
Briggs Cummins Johnson, N. Dak, Scott 
Bristow Curtis Jones Smoot 
Brown Dick Kean Sutherland 
sulkeley Dixon Lodge Warner 
Burkett Dolliver McCumber Warren 
Burnham du Pont McEnery Wetmore 
Burrows Elkins Nelson 

Burton Flint Nixon 

Carter Frye Oliver 2 

NOT VOTING—26. 

Bailey Depew La Follette Smith, Md. 
Bankhead Dillingham McLaurin Smith, Mich. 
Beveridge Frazier Newlands Stephenson 
Bradley Gamble Penrose Taylor 
Clarke, Ark. Gore Rayner Tiliman 
Culberson Hale Richardson 

Cullom Johnston, Ala. Shively 


So Mr. Stone’s amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

A message was received from the President of the United 
States making certain recommendations relative to imposing a 
tax upon all corporations, and also relative to the proposal of a 
constitutional amendment authorizing the imposition of an in- 


come tax. 


with instructions, to the Finance Committee. 


Mr. Gorer, of Oklahoma, moved to refer the message, 


Mr. Atpricn, of 
Rhode Island, moved to lay the motion on the table. 
question of the adoption to lay on the table the vote was as | 


Upon the 


follows (CONGRESSIONAL REcorD, p. 3347, June 16) : 
The result was announced—yeas 51, nays 25, as follows: 


Bacon Fletcher Money Smith, 8. 0, 
Bankhead Gore Newlands Stone 
Bristow Hughes Overman Taylor 
Chamberlain Johnston, Ala. Owen Tiliman 
Clay La Follette Paynter 
Daniel McLaurin Rayner 
Davis Martin Simmons 
NAYS—52. 

Aldrich Clapp Frye Oliver 
Beveridge Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Page 
Borah Crane Gamble Penrose 
Bourne Crawford Guggenheim Perkins 
Brandegee Cullom Hale Piles 
Briggs Cummins Heyburn Root 
Brown Curtis Jones Scott 
Bulkeley Depew Kean Smith, Mich. 
Burkett Dick Lodge Smoot 
Burnham Dillingham McCumber Sutherland 
Burrows Dixon McEnery Warner 
Burton Dolliver Nelson Warren 
Carter Flint Nixon Wetmore 

NOT VOTING—14. 
Bailey du Pont Johnson, N. Dak. Stephenson 
Bradley Elkins Richardson Taliaferro 
Clarke, Ark. Foster Shively 
Culberson Frazier Smith, Md. 


So Mr. BAcon’s amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


To paragraph 405, imposing duty on printing paper suitable 
for the printing of books and newspapers, Mr. Brown, of Ne- 
braska, offered an amendment striking out the words “‘ valued at 
not above two and one-fourth cents per pound, one-tenth of one 
cent per pound,” stating at the time that if the amendment were 
adopted he would follow it with an amendment putting such 
printing paper on the free list. Upon the question of the adop- 
tion of the amendment the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, p. 3439, June 18) : 


The result was announced—-yeas 29, nays 52, as follows: 





YEAS—51. 

Aldrich Clark, Wyo. ere Nixon 
Borah Crane Gallinger Oliver 
Brandegee Crawford Gamble Page 

Briggs Cullom Se anen Perkins 
Bristow Cummins Hale Piles 

Brown Curtis Heyburn Root 
Bulkeley Dick Johnson, N. Dak. Scott 
surkett Dillingham Jones Smoot 
Burnham Dixon ean Sutherland 
Burrows Dolliver La Follette Warner 
surton du Pont uodge Warren 
Carter Elkins McCumber Wetmore 
Clapp Flint Nelson 

NAYS—25. 

Bacon Davis Martin Smith, 8. C. 
Bailey Fletcher Money Stone 
Bankhead Foster Newlands Taliaferro 
Chamberlain Gore Overman Tillman 
Clay Hughes Paynter 

Culberson Johnston, Ala. Rayner 

Daniel McEnery Simmons 

NOT VOTING—15. 

Beveridge Depew Penrose Smith, Mich. 
Bourne Frazier Richardson Stephenson 
Bradley McLaurin Shively Taylor 
Clarke, Ark. Owen Smith, Md. 


So the motion to table was agreed to. 


To paragraph 408, relating to duties on pictures, cards, labels, 
and so forth, composed wholly or in chief value of paper litho- 
graphically printed, Mr. Bristow, of Kansss, offered an amend- 
ment striking out “three” and inserting “two,” so that if 
amended it would read “2 cents a pound and 15 per cent ad va- 
lorem.” Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the 
vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3382, June 17) : 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 35, as follows: 

YEAS—27. 





Bacon Chamberlain Davis Money 
Bankhead Clapp Fletcher Newlands 
Beveridge Clay Gore Rayner 
Bristow Crawford Hughes Simmons 
Brown Culberson Johnston, Ala. Stone 
Burkett Cummins Ta Follette Taliaferro 
Burton Curtis Martin 
NAYS—-35. 

Aldrich Crane Guggenheim Page 

sorah Cullom Hale Penrose 
Brandegee Depew Heyburn Piles 
triggs Dick Johnson, N. Dak. Root 
Bulkeley Dixon Kean Scott 
Burnham Dolliver Lodge Smoot 
surrows Flint McCumber Sutherland 
Carter Gallinger Nixon Warren 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Oliver 

NOT VOTING—29. 

Bailey Foster Owen Stephenson 
Bourne Frazier Paynter Taylor 
sradley Frye Perkins Tillman 
Clarke, Ark. Jones Richardson Warner 
Daniel McEnery Shively Wetmore 
Dillingham McLaurin Smith, Md. 

du Pont Nelson Smith, Mich. 

Elkins Overman Smith, 8. C. 


So Mr. Bristow’s amendment was rejected. 


To paragraph 97, imposing duties upon common window glass, 
Mr. Bacon, of Georgia, offered an amendment reducing said 
duties as follows: 


9%. Unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window glass, not ex- 
ceeding 150 square inches, 1 cent per pound; above that, and not exceed- 





Bradley 
Clarke, Ark. 
Depew 


NOT VOTING—-11. 

Richardson 
Smith, Md. 
Stephenson 


Foster 
Johnston, Ala. 
McCumber 


Taliaferro 
Taylor 


YEAS—29. 
Bacon Cuiberson McLaurin Shively 
Bankhead Daniel Martin Simmons 
Beveridge Davis Money Smith, 8. 0. 
Bristow Fletcher Newlands Stone 
Brown Frazier Overman Tillman 
Burkett Gore Owen 
Chamberlain Hughes Paynter 
Clay McEnery Rayner 
NAYS—52 

| Aldrich Crane Gallinger Oliver 
Bailey Crawford Gamble Page 
Borah Cullom Guggenheim Penrose 
Bourne Cummins Hale Perkins 
Brandegee Curtis Heyburn Piles 
Sriggs Dick Johnson, N. Dak. Root 
Bulkeley Dillingham Jones Scott 
Burnham Dixon Kean Smith, Mich, 
Burrows Dolliver La Follette Smoot 
Burton du Pont Lodge Sutherland 
Carter Elkins Lorimer Warner 
Clapp Flint Nelson Warren 

| Clark, Wyo. Frye Nixon Wetmore 

' 

I 


So Mr. Brown’s amendment was rejected. 


The Committee on Finance proposed to amend the above- 


Bacon 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 


Clapp 


cent @ pound.” 
consin, offered the following amendment: 


Chamberlain 


To this amendment 





YEAS—31. 
Clay Hughes 
Cummins La Follette 
Curtis McLaurin 
Davis Martin 
Dolliver Money 
Fletcher Newlands 
Frazier Overman 
Gore Owen 


stated paragraph (405) by striking out “ one-tenth of a cent per 
pound” and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ two-tenths,” 
so that if amended it would read as follows: “ Valued at not 
above two and one-quarter cents per pound, two-tenths of a 
Mr. LA Fortette, of Wis- 


Provided, That this rate shall be effective until July 1, 1912, after 
which time the rate shall be one-tenth of 1 per cent per pound. 

Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment to the 
amendment the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL ReEcorp, 
p. 3482, June 18): 


The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 44, as follows: 


Paynter 
Rayner 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stone 
Tillman 


Aldrich 
Borah 
srandegee 
Briggs 
Balkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
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NAYS—44. 
Heyburn 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
Lorimer 
McEnery 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 


Crawford 
Cullom 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Flint 

Frye 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Hale 


Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


AvGaustT 2, 


Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3656, June 22) : 


The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 48, as follows: 
YEAS—26. 
La Follette 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Overman 
Owen 


Culberson 
Cum nins 
Daniel 
Davis 
Fletcher 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bristow 
Chamberlain 


Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 


y Gore 
Crawford Johnston, Ala. 


Shively 


NOT VOTING—17 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnston, Ala. 
McCumber 


Bailey Daniel 
Bourne Depew 
Bradley du Pont 
Clarke, Ark. Elkins Richardson 
Culberson Foster Smith, Md. 


So Mr. La FOLLETTE’s amendment was rejected. 


The question then recurred on behalf of the amendment 
offered by Mr. ALpricw in behalf of the committee to paragraph 
405, and the vote thereon was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, p. 3483, June 18) : 

The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 32, as follows: 

YEAS—44. 
Hale 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
Lor! 23 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 

NAYS—32. 
Hughes 
La Follette 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Newlands 
Overman 
Owen 

NOT VOTING—16. 

Culberson Foster 

Depew Johnston, Ala, 

Bradley du Pont McCumber 

Clarke, Ark. Elkins McEnery 

So Mr. ALDRICH’s amendment was agreed to. 

To the amendment proposed by the Finance Committee, No. 
4474, placing hides on the dutiable list, Mr. McLaurin offered 
an amendment as follows: 


The word “ hides” as used in this paragraph shall be understood to 
include all skins of any kind and all kinds of cattle and calves of any 
weight or size of such skins, however small. 


Stephenson 
Taylor 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 


Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Flint 

Frye 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Cummins 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Davis 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
Gore 


Bacon 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Chamberlain 
Clay 


Paynter 
Rayner 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, 8. 0. 
Stone 
Tillman 


Richardson 
Smith, Md. 
Stephenson 
Taylor 


Bailey 
Bourne 


Upon the question of the adoption vf this amendment to | 


the amendment the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL REC- 
oRrD, p. 3655, June 22 
The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 48, as follows: 

YEAS—351. 
Johnston, Ala, 
Jones 
McCumber 
McLaurin 
Martin 


Money 
Nelson 


Crawford 
Culberson 
Davis 
Dick 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Gore 


Overman 
Shively . 
Simmons? 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 


Bacon 

Bailey 

Bankhead 
sorah 

Bradley 

Chamberlain 

Ciapp 


Aldrich 
Beveridge 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 


Bankhead 
Bourne 
Briggs 
Clarke, Ark. 
Depew 


NAYS—48. 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Hale 
Heyburn 

Dick Johnson, N. Dak. 

oe lodge 

xon e 

Dolliver Lorimer 

du Pont McCumber 

Hikins McEnery 

Flint Nelson 

Frye Nixon 

NOT VOTING—18. 

Newlands 

Paynter 

Perkins 

Rayner 

Richardson 


Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Cullom 
Curtis 


Foster 
Frazier 
Guggenheim 
Hughes 
Kean 


Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Smith, 8. C. 
Stephenson 
Taylor 


So Mr. Stone’s amendment to the amendment of the committee was 


rejected. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the committee amend. 
ment No. 4474, imposing a 15 per cent duty on hides, the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL REcorD, p. 3667, June 22) : 


The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
46, nays 30, as follows: 


Aldrich 
Bailey 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Bristow 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crawfor 


Bacon 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Briggs 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Chamberlain 


Bourne 
Clarke, Ark. 
Depew 
Dillingham 


YEAS—46. 
Culberson anne 
Cummins Hale 
Curtis 
Dick 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
Elkins 
Fletcher 
Flint 
Foster 
Gallinger 
Gamble 


Heyburn 
Hughes 


Jones 
Lorimer 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Newlands 
Nixon 
Penrose 
NAYS—30. 


Clapp Gore 
Clay Johnston, Ala. 
Crane La Follette 
Cullom Lodge 
Daniel Martin 
Davis Nelson 
du Pont Overman 
Frye Owen 

NOT VOTING—16. 
Oliver 
Perkins 
Rayner 
Richardson 


Frazier 
Kean 
McLaurin 
Money 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Piles 

Scott 
Smith, Md. 
Smoot 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Page 
Paynter 
Root 
Shively 
Smith, Mich. 
Tillman 


Simmons 
Smith, 8. 0. 
Stephenson 


- Taylor 


So the amendment of the Committee on Finance was agreed to. 
To paragraph 197 Mr. McCuMBER proposed an amendment, 


as follows: 


Sawed lumber, not specially provided for in this section, $1 pcr 
thousand feet board measure. 


Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment the 


Clay Hughes 


Newlands 


Aldrich 
Beveridge 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bristow 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 


Bourne 
Clarke, Ark. 


NAYS—48. 
Frye 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Hale 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
La Follette 
Lodge 
Lorimer 
McEnery 
Nixon 
Oliver 

NOT VOTING—13. 
Guggenheim Rayner 
Kean Richardson 


Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Cullom 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 

du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 


Owen 

Page 
Penrose 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Taylor 


yote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, p. 3671, June 23): 
The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 44, as follows: 
YBAS—26. 
_ Gamble 
Gore 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
McCumber 
McLaurin 
NAYS—44. 
Clark, Wyo. Guggenheim 
Crane Hale 
Cullom Heyburn 
Depew Jones 
Dick Kean 


Nelson 
Overman 
Paynter 
Smith, Mich. 
Tillman 


Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Burton 


Carter Dolliver 


Perkins 
Piles 
Root 
Scott 
Simmons 


Aldrich 
Bacon 
Bailey 
Borah 


Depew Paynter 
Frazier Perkins 


Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 


Smith, 8. C. 


Dillingham 
Stephenson 


Dixon 


Lodge 
Martin 


So Mr. McLAURIN’s amendment to the amendment of the committee 
was rejected. 

To the above-stated committee amendment imposing a duty 
on hides, Mr. Stone, of Missouri, offered an amendment so that 
the section when amended would read as follows: 

4473. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured. whether dry. salted. or pickled, 
leather made from the hides of cattle; boots.and shoes made of leather, 
or of which leather is the component material of chief value; harness, 
saddies, and saddlery, finished or unfinished, made of leather, or of which 
leather is the component material of chief value; bands and belting, 
made of leather, for use on machinery ; all the foregoing shall be admit- 
ted free of duty. 


Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Chamberlain 


Bourne 
Clarke, Ark. 
Culberson 
Daniel 

du Pont 
Elkins 


Fletcher 
Flint 
Foster Page 
Gallinger Penrose 
NOT VOTING—22, 


Nixon 
Owen 
Rayner 
Richardson 
Shively 
Smith, 8. C. 


Money 
Oliver 


Frazier 

Frye 

Johnson, N. Dak. 
Lorimer 
McEnery 
Newlands 


Smith, Md. 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Warren 


Stephenson 
Stone 
Warner 
Wetmore 


So Mr. McCuMBrER’s amendment to the amendment of the commitice 


was rejected. 
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Mr. McCumser further offered an amendment to the commit- 
tee amendment to reduce the duty by striking out the duties 
prescribed in the committee amendment and inserting the fol- 
lowing in lieu thereof: 

For one side so planed or finished, 25 cents per 1,000 feet board 
measure; for planing or finishing on one side and tonguing and groov- 
iny or for planing or finishing on two sides, 50 cents per 1,000 feet board 
measure; for planing or finishing on three sides, 75 cents per 1,000 feet 
board measure; for planing or finishing on two sides and tonguing and 
grooving, 7 cents; for planing and finishing on four sides, $1 per 1,000 
feet board measure ; and in estimating board measure under this sched- 
ule no deduction shall be made on board measure on account of planing, 
tonguing, and grooving. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment, the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3680, June 23) : 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 49, as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Bacon Clay Gore Overman 
Beveridge Crawford Hughes Owen 
Bristow Cummins Johnson, N. Dak. Paynter 
Brown Curtis Johnston, Ala, Rayner 
Burkett Davis La Follette Stone 
Burton Dolliver McCumber Tillman 
Carter du Pont McLaurin 
Clapp Gamble Nelson 

NAYS—49. 
Aldrich Depew Lodge Simmons 
Borah Dick Lorimer Smith, Md. 
tourne Dillingham McEnery Smith, Mich. 
Bradley Dixon Martin Smoot 
Brandegee Elkins Money Sutherland 
Briggs Fletcher Nixon Taliaferro 
Bulkeley Foster Oliver Taylor 
Burnham Frve Page Warner 
furrows Gallinger Penrose Warren 
Chamberlain Guggenheim Perkins Wetmore 
Clark, Wyo. Hale Piles 
Crane Heyburn Root 
Cullom Kean Scott 

NOT VOTING—13. 

Bailey Daniel Newlands Stephenson 
Rankhead Flint Richardson 
Clarke, Ark. Frazier Shively 
Culberson Jones Smith, 8. C. 


So Mr. McCuMBErR’s amendment to the amendment of the committee 


was rejected. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the committee amend- 
ment the vote was as follows (ConGrESsIoNAL Recorp, p. 3681, 


June 23): 


The result was announced—yeas 50, nays 28, as follows: 





YBEBAS—50. 
Aldrich Crane Hale toot 
Bacon Danicl Heyburn Scott 
Bailey Depew Kean Simmons 
tjorah Dick Lodge Smith, Md. 
Bourne Dillingham Lorimer Smoot 
Bradley Dixon McEnery Sutherland 
Brandegee du Pont Martin Taliaferro 
Briggs Elkins Nixon Taylor 
Bulkeley Fletcher Oliver Warner 
Burnham Foster Page Warren 
Carter Frye Penrose Wetmore 
Chamberlain Gallinger Perkins 
Clark, Wyo. Guggenheim Piles 

NAYS—28. 
Bankhead Clay Gore Overman 
Beveridge Crawford Hughes Owen 
Bristow Cummins Johnson, N. Dak. Paynter 
Brown Curtis Johnston, Ala. Rayner 
Burkett Davis La Follette Smith, Mich. 
Burton Dolliver McCumber Stone 
Clapp Gamble Nelson Tillman 

NOT VOTING—14. 

Burrows Flint Money Smith, 8. C. 
Clarke, Ark, Frazier Newlands Stephenson 
Culberson Jones Richardson 
Cullom McLaurin Shively 


So the amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO offered the following amendment: 

275. Pineapples in barrels or other packages one-half of 1 cent per 
pound; in bulk, $8 per thousand. 

On the question of the adoption of this amendment the vote 
was as follows (ConGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3706, June 23) : 

The result was announeed—yeas 34, nays 30, as follows: 

YEAS—34. 


Bailey Dick Heyburn Scott 
Borah Dixon Johnson, N. Dak. Simmons 
Brandegee du Pont Lorimer Taliaferro 
Bulkeley Fletcher McEnery Taylor 
Burnham Foster Oliver Warner 
Carter Frye Page Warren 
Chamberlain Gallinger Penrose Wetmore 
‘lapp Guggenheim Perkins 

Clay Hale Piles 

NAYS—30. 
Aldrich - Crane Kean Rayner 
Beveridge Crawford La Follette Root 
Briggs Cullom Lodge Smith, Md, 
Bristow Cummins McCumber Smoot 
Brown Curtis Mariin Sutherland 
Burkett Davis Nelson Tillman 
Burrows Gamble Overman 
Burton Gore Paynter 
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NOT VOTING—238. 


Bacon Daniel Hughes Owen 
Bankhead Depew Johnston, Ala. Richardson 
Bourne Dillingham Jones Shively 
Bradley Dolliver McLaurin Smith, Mich. 
Clark, Wyo. Elkins Money Smith, 8. C. 
Clarke, Ark, Flint Newlands Stephenson 
Culberson Frazicr Nixon Stone 


So Mr. TALIAFERRO’S amendment to the amendment of the committee 
was agreed to. 

The Finance Committee, as a substitute to paragraph 424, 
offered an amendment imposing a duty of 60 cents a ton on coal, 
bituminous and shale. Mr. McCumper offered an amendment 
to the substitute striking out “sixty” and inserting “ forty,” 
so that the duty would be 40 cents per ton. Upon the question 
of the adoption of the amendment to the committee amendment 
the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3717, June 
23): 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 45, as follows: 

YEAS—28. 





Bacon Clan Gamble Nelson 
Bristow Crawford Gore Overman 
Brown Cummins Hughes Paynter 
Burkett Curtis Johnson, N. Dak. Rayner 
Burton Davis Johnston, Ala, Root 
Carter Dolliver La Follette Smith, 8. 0. 
Clapp Fletcher McCumber Stone 
NAYS—45. 

Aldrich Daniet Jones Simmons 
Bailey Depew Kean Smith, Md. 
Borah Dick Lodge . Smith, Mich. 
Brandegee Dillingham Lorimer Smoot 
Briggs Dixon, McEnery Sutherland 
Bulkeley du Pont Martin Taliaferro 
Burnham Elkins Oliver Tillman 
Burrews Foster Page Warner 
Chantberlain 7allinger Penrose Wetmore 
Clark, Wyo. Guggenheim Perkins 

Crane Hale Piles 

Cullom Heyburn Scott 

NOT VOTING—19. 

Bant-head Culberson Money Shively 
Beveridge Flint Newlands Stephenson 
sourne Frazier Nixon Taylor 
Bradley Frye Owen Warren 


Clarke, Ark. McLaurin Richardson 
So the amendment of Mr. McCumBer to the amendment of th 
mittee was rejected. 


com- 


To paragraph 448, imposing a duty of 15 per cent ad valorem 
on boots and shoes made of leather, the Finance Committee 
offered an amendment increasing the duty to 20 per cent ad 
vaiorem. Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment 
thus increasing the duty the vote was as follows (CoNGREs- 
SIONAL RecorD, p. 3769, June 24) : 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 24, as follows: 

YEAS—32. 


Aldrich Carter du Pont Oliver 
Borah Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Page 
Brandegee Crane Guggenheim Penrose 
Bulkeley Depew Hale Root 
Surkett Dick Heyburn Smoot 
Burnham Dillingham Johnson, N. Dak. Sutherland 
Burrows Dixon Kean Warner 
Burton Dolliver Lodge Wetmore 


NAYS—24. 


Bacon Crawford Gore Newlands 


Bankhead Cummins Hughes Paynter 
Bristow Curtis Johnston, Ala. Shively 
Chamberlain Davis La Follette Simmons 
Clapp Fletcher Martin Stone 
Clay Gamble Nelson Tillman 
NOT VOTING—36. 
Daniel McEnery Richardson 

Beveridge Elkins McLaurin Scott 

sourne Flint Money Smith, Md. 
Bradley Foster Nixon Smith, Mich. 
Briggs Frazier Overman Smith, 8. C. 
Brown Frye Owen Stephenson 
Clarke, Ark, Jones Perkins Taliaferro 
Culberson Lorimer Piles Taylor 
Cullom McCumber Rayner Warren 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. Bristow proposed an amendment by striking out para- 
graph 448 as amended and to substitute in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing paragraph placing hides and leather and the manu- 
factured products thereof on the free list: 


Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, har- 
ness, saddles, saddlery in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, band, 
bend, or belting leather, rough leather, sole leather, dressed upper, and 
all other leather; calfskins, tanned or untanned and dre ssed; kangaroo, 
sheep, and goat skins (including lamb and kid skins), dressed and fin 
ished; skins and bookbinders’ calfskins, glove leather, leather shoe 
laces, finished or unfinished, and boots and shoes made of le ather shail 
be admitted into the ports of the United States free of duty: Provided, 
That articles mentioned in this paragraph, if imported from a country 
which levies an import duty on like articles imported from the United 
States, shall be subject to the rate of duty existing prior to the passage 
of this act. 


Mr. ALpRicH moved to lay the amendment on the table. 
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. Upon the question of the adoption of the motion to lay the 
amendment on the table, the vote was as follows (CoNGRES- 
SIONAL RecorD, p. 3770, June 24): 
The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 23, as follows: 
YEAS—33. 
Gamble 


Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 
Dillingham Johnson, N. Dak. 
Dixon Kean 
du Pont Lodge 
Flint Oliver 
Gallinger Page 
NAYS—23. 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala, 
La Follette 
Martin 
Nelson 
Newlands 
NOT VOTING—36. 
McEnery 
McLauria 
Money 
Nixon 


Aldrich 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
sulkeley 
Burkett 
3urnham 
Burrows 
burton 
Carter 


Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 


Penrose 
Root 
Smoot 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Bacon 
Bankhead 
Bristow 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 

Clay 


Crawford 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Davis 
Fletcher 
Gore 


Paynter 
Shively 
Simmons 
Stone 
Tillman 


Bailey 
Beveridge 
Borah 
sourne 
Bradley 
Brown 
Clarke, Ark. 


Daniel 
Dolliver 
Elkins 
Foster 
Frazter 
Frye 
Jones 


Richardson 
Scott 

Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich, 
Overman Smith, 8. C. 
Owen Stephenson 
Perkins Sutherland 
Culberson Lorimer Piles Taliaferro 
Cullom McCumber Rayner Taylor 


So Mr. Bristow’s amendment was laid on the table. 


Mr. CuMMINs offered an amendment to paragraph 116, strik- 
ing therefrom so much thereof as imposed a duty of $2.50 per 
ton on wrought and cast scrap iron and scrap steel. 

Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment the vote 
was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3799, June 25) : 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 42, as follows: 

YEAS—28. 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
Gamble 
Gore 
Hughes 
La Follette 
Martin 

NAYS—42. 
Johnston, Ala. 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
McEnery 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 


Bacon 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Chamberlain 
Clay 
Crawford 


Culberson 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Davis 
Dolliver 
du Pont 


Money 
Nelson 
Newlands 
Overman 
Smith, Md, 
Stone 
Taliaferro 


Aldrich 
Bankhead 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham Gallinger 
Burrows Guggenheim 
Burton Hale Penrose 
Carter Heyburn Perkins 
Clark, Wyo. Johnson, N. Dak. Piles 


NOT VOTING—22. 
McLaurin 
Owen 
Paynter 
Rayner 

Clapp Lorimer Richardson 

Clarke, Ark. McCumber Shively 


So the amendment of Mr. CUMMINS was rejected. 

Mr. CumMINs offered a further amendment to said paragraph 
116 by striking out $2.50 per ton, the duty imposed in said 
paragraph on iron in pigs, etc., and wrought and cast scrap 
iron and scrap steel, and inserting $1 as the rate of duty in 


Crane 
Cullom 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Flint 
Foster 


Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Taylor 
Tiliman 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Bailey 
Borah 
Bourne 
Briggs 


Depew 
Dixon 
Elkins 
Frye 


Simmons 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stephenson 


lieu thereof. Upon the question of the adoption of the amend-. 


ment the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 8800, 
June 25): 
The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 45, as follows: 

YBAS—26. 

Fletcher 

Frazier 

Gamble 

Gore 

Hughes 

La Follette 

Nelson 
NAYS—45. 

Johnston, Ala. 

Jones 

Kean 

Lodge 

McEnery 

Martin 

Nixon 

Oliver 

Page 

Penrose 
Heyburn Perkins 
Johnson, N. Dak, Pites 

NOT VOTING—21. 

Rayner Smith, 8. C. 
Richardson Stephenson 
Shively Stone 
Simmons 


Clay 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Daris 
Dolliver 


Newlands 
Overman 
Owen 
Paynter 
Taliaferro 


Bacon 
Beveridge 
torah 
Bristow 
Brown 
3urkett 
Chambcrlain 


Daniel 
Depew 

Dick 
Dillingham 
du Pont 
Flint 

Frye 
Gallinger 
Guggenheim 
Hale 


Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Taylor 
Tiliman 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Aldrich 
Bankhead 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Crane 
Cullom 


Elkins 
Foster 
Lorimer 
McCumber 


Bailey 
Bourne 
Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 
Olarke, Ark. McLaurin Smith, Md. 
Dixon Money Smith, Mich. 


So Mr. Cum™MrNns’s amendment was rejected. 
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The Finance Committee offered an amendment to paragraph 
160 increasing the duty of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound on 
wire nails to one-half of 1 cent per pound; also further amend. 
ment to said paragraph increasing the duty on wire nails of icss 
size from one-half of 1 cent per pound to three-fourths of 1 cent 
per pound, Upon the question of the adoption of this amend. 
ment the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3805, 


June 25): 


The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 33, as follows: 
YEAS—41. 


Aldrich 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Borah 
Bristow 
Brown 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 


Bourne 
Bradley 
Clarke, Ark. 
Culberson 
Dixon 


Cullom 
Depew 
Dick 


Dillingham 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 

Frye 
Gallinger 
Guggenheim 
Hale 


Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
McEnery 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 


NAYS—33. 


Clay 
Crawford 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Davis 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Frazier 


Gamble 

Gore 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
Martin 

Money 

Nelson 
Overman 
Owen 


NOT VOTING—18. 


Foster 
Hughes 
Lorimer 
McCumber 
McLaurin 


Newlands 
Rayner 
Richardson 
Shively 
Simmons 


So the committee amendments were agreed to. 
To paragraph 181 Mr, Hrysurn offered the following amend- 


ments: 


Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Paynter 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tiliman 


Smith, Mich. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stephenson 


In the rate of duty prescribed for monazite sand and thorite, to strike 
out “4” and insert “6 cents per pound,” and add thereafter the follow- 


ing words: 


“Thorium, ovide o 


and salts of, and gas mantles treated with chem- 


icals or metallic owvides, 60 per cent ad valorem. Gas-mantle scrap, con- 
sisting in chief value of 
Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3814, June 25) : 
The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 24, as follows: 
YEAS—39. 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 


Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Chamberlain 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Burnham 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 
Culberson 


Cullom 


Guggenheim | 
Hale 


Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 


NAYS—24. 


Clapp 
Crawford 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Davis 


Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gamble 
Johnston, Ala, 


NOT VOTING—29. 


Dillingham 
Dixon 

Gore 
Hughes 
Lorimer 
McLaurin 
Newlands 
Overman 


Owen 
Perkins 
Ra 


Richardson 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, 8. C. 


So Mr. Hrysurn’s amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. Penrose offered an amendment proposing a duty upin 
petroleum, as follows: 
874. Petroleum, crude, one-half cent per gallon. 
Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment tle 
vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, p. 3827, June 25): 
The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 40, as follows: 
YEBAS—34. 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 


Bacon 
Baile 
Bankhead 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 


Clark, Wyo. 
Cullom 
Curtis 


Gagecnbeim 
Hale 
Heyburn 
Mek» 

cEne 
Nixon ¥ 
Oliver 
Owen 
Penrose 


NAYS—40. 


Chamberlain 
Clapp 

Clay 

Crane 
Crawford 
Culberson 


Cummins 
Davis 
Dillingham 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Foster 


oxide, 20 per cent ad valorem.” 


Penrose 
Piles 


Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


La Follette 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
Paynter 
Shively 


Stephenson 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 


Perkins 
Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Frazier 
Gamble 
ore 

ughes ; 
Johneon, N,. Dax. 
Johnston, Ala. 
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Jones Nelson Paynter Smith, Mich. 

La Follette Newlands Piles Stone 

McCumber Overman Root Taliaferro 

Martin Page Shively Tillman 
NOT VOTING—18. 

Beveridge Dixon Money Smith, 8. 0. 

Bourne Gallinger Rayner Stephenson 

Bradley Lodge Richardson Taylor 

Clarke, Ark. Lorimer Simmons 

Daniel McLaurin Smith, Md. 


So Mr. PENROSB’s amendment was rejected. 


Mr. Bacon offered an amendment to place agricultural im- 
plements on the free list by inserting the following paragraph: 


6513. Plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, forage and feed 
cutters, reapers, agricultural drills and planters, mowers, horse rakes, 
cultivators, thrashing machines, and cotton gins: Provided, That ar- 
ticles mentioned in this paragraph, if imported from a country which 
lays an import duty on like articles imported from the United States, 
shall be subject to duties existing prior to the passage of this act. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the foregoing paragraph 
the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3859, 
June 26): 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 45, as follows: 


YEAS—26. 

Bacon Fletcher Martin Smith, Md. 
Bailey Foster Money Stone 
Bankhead Frazier Newlands Taliaferro 
Bristow Gore Overman Taylor 
Chamberlain Hughes Owen Tillman 
Clapp Johnston, Ala. Paynter 

Culberaon La Follette Shively 

NAYS—45. 

Aldrich Crane Gallinger Penrose 
Borah Crawford Gamble Perkins 
Bradley Cullom Guggenheim Piles 
Brandegee Curtis Hale Scott 

Briggs Depew Heyburn Smoot 

Brown Dick Johnson, N. Dak. Sutherland 
surkett Dillingham Jones Warner 
Burnham Dolliver Kean Warren 
Burrows du Pont McCumber Wetmore 
Burton Elkins Nixon 

Carter Flint Oliver 

Clark, Wyo. Frye Page 

NOT VOTING—21. 

severidge Daniel McLaurin Smith, Mich. 
sourne Davis Nelson Smith, 8. C. 
Bulkeley Dixon Rayner Stephenson 
Clarke, Ark. Lodge Richardson } 
Clay Lorimer Root 

Cummins McEnery Simmons | 


So the amendment of Mr. BAcon was rejected. 

To paragraph 194, Mr. Breveriwwce offered an amendment re- 
ducing the duty on cash registers from 30 per cent ad valorem 
to 15 per cent ad valorem. Upon the question of the adoption 
of the amendment the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, p. 3866, June 26) : 


The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 33, as follows: 





YEAS—31. 
Bacon Culberson Gamble Money 
Bankhead Cullom Gore Overman 
Beveridge Cummins Hughes Owen | 
Bristow Curtis Johnson, N. Dak. Shively 
Brown Davis Johnston, Ala. Smith, Md. 
Burkett Dolliver La Follette Smith, Mich. 
Chamberlain Fletcher McCumber Tillman 
Clapp Frazier McLaurin 

NAYS—33. 
Aldrich Depew Jones Scott 
Borah Dick Kean Smoot i 
Brandegee Dillingham McEnery Sutherland 
Briggs Elkins Nixon Warner | 
Burnham Flint Oliver Warren 
Burrows Gallinger Page Wetmore | 
Burton Guggenheim Penrose } 
Carter Hale Perkins 
Crane Heyburn Root 

NOT VOTING—28. 

Bailey Crawford Lorimer Richardson 
Bourne Daniel Martin Simmons 
Bradley Dixon Nelson Smith, 8. C. 
Bulkeley du Pont Newlands Stephenson 
Clark, Wyo. Foster Paynter Stone 
Clarke, Ark. Frye Piles Taliaferro 
Clay Lodge Rayner Taylor 


So Mr. BEVERIDGE’s amendment was rejected. 


Mr. Davis offered the following amendment : 


23. Sawed boards, planks, deals, and all other lumber of white wood, 
Sycamore, basswood, and all sawed lumber of every kind, whether 


dressed or undressed, finished or unfinished, shall be admitted free of | 
duty. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the 


vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3870, June 26) : 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 37, as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Beveridge Crawford Gore Shively 
Bristow Cummins Johnson, N. Dak. Stone 
Brown Davis La Follette Tillman 
Burkett Frazier Nelson 
Clapp Gamble Owen 
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NAYS—37. 


Aldrich Cullom Heyburn Piles 
Borah Depew Jones Root 
Brandegee Dick Kean Smith, Md. 
Brig: Dillingham McEnery Smoot 
Burnham Dolliver Money Sutherland 
Burrows Flint Nixon Warner 
Burton Foster Oliver Wetmore 
Chamberlain Frye Page 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Penrose 
Crane Hale Perkins 

NOT VOTING—37. 
Bacon Curtis Lorimer Simmons 
Bailey Daniel McCumber Smith, Mich. 
Bankhead Dixon McLaurin Smith, 8. C. 
Bourne du Pont Martin Stephenson 
Bradley Elkins Newlands Taliaferro 
Bulkeley Fletcher Overman Taylor 
Carter Guggenheim Paynter Warren 
Clarke, Ark. Hughes Rayner 
Clay Johnston, Ala. Richardson 
Culberson Lodge Scott 


So Mr. Davis’s amendment was rejected. 

To paragraph 349 Mr. Jones offered the following amend- 
ment: 

Except jute grain bags, known commercially as standard Calcutta 22 
inches by $2 inches grain bags, which shall be admitted free of duty. 

Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment, the vote 
was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL REcorD, p. 3873, June 26) : 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 33, as follows: 

YEAS— 


or 
«v0. 


Bacon Cummins Johnson, N. Dak. Piles 

Bankhead Davis Johnston, Ala. Shively 

Sristow Fletcher Jones Stone 

Brown Foster La Follette Tillman 

Chamberlain Frazier Nelson 

Clapp Gore Overman 

Crawford Hughes Owen 

NAYS—33. 

Aldrich Cullom Heyburn Smith, Mich. 

Brandegee Depew Kean Smoot 

Briggs Dick McEnery Sutherland 

Burnham Dolliver Nixon Warner 

Burrows Flint Oliver Warren 

Burton Frye Page Wetmore 

Carter Gallinger Penrose 

Clark, Wyo. Gamble Perkins 

Crane Hale toot 

NOT VOTING—34. 

Bailey Culberson Lorimer Scott 

Beveridge Curtis McCumber Simmons 

Borah Daniel McLaurin Smith, Md. 
| Bourne Dillingham Martin Smith, 8. C. 
| Bradley Dixon VWoney Stephenson 

Bulkeley du Pont Newlands Taliaferro 

Burkett Elkins Paynter Taylor 

Clarke, Ark. Guggenheim Rayner 

Clay Lodge Richardson 


So the amendment of Mr. JONES was rejected. 


Mr. Cummins offered the following amendments reducing du- 
ties in the metal schedule: 


Paragraph 116. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 116 and sub- 
stitute the following: 

“116. Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleisen, and ferromanganese, 
$1.50 per ton; wrought and cast scrap iron and scrap steel, 59 cents 
per ton; but nothing shall be deemed scrap iron or scrap steel except 
waste or refuse iron or steel which, having at one time been advanced 
in manufacture to the final form for use, and, having been used, has 
by such use become unfit for further use, and has become fit oniy to be 
remanufactured.” 

Paragraph 118. In line 7 of paragraph 118 strike out the word “ six- 
tenths” and “insert “ four-tenths;" and in line 11 strike out the word 
“ four-tenths” and insert “ one-fourth.” 

Paragraph 119. Strike out the paragraph and substitute the following 
therefor : 

“ 119. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, tecs. 
columns and posta or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and 
bulb beams, and building forms, together with all other structural shapes 
of iron or steel, whether plain, punched, or fitted for use, assembled 
and manufactured, three-tenths of 1 cent per pound.” 

Paragraph 124. Strikeout of, line 22 the word “ seven-fortieths ” 
insert “ six-fortieths;" and to strike out of line 23 the word 
tenths” and insert “ seven-fortieths.” 

Paragraph 125. Strike from line 2, 
and insert “ three-tenths;” 
tenths” and insert “ four-tenths.’ 

Paragraph 129. In line 16, after the word “ blanks,” 
“two-tenths of 1 cent per pound.” 


and 
“ two- 


page 36, the word 
and strike from line 4 


“ five-tenths ”’ 
the word “ six- 


insert the words 


Paragraph 134. Strike out lines 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and the word “ pound ” 
in line 8, and substitute therefor the following: 
“ 135. Round iron or steel wire, not smaller than No. 13 wire gauge, 


three-tenthea 
of 1 cent per pound; smaller than No. 13 and not smaller than No. 16 
wire gauge, valued at not more than three and one-half cents per pound, 
five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; smaller than No. 16 gauge, and 
valued at not more than 4 cents per pound, three-fourths of 1 cent per 
pound.” Se 

It is also proposed to insert after the word “ wire. 

ge 41, the words “not herein specially provided for.” _ 

Paragraph 160. Strike out the paragraph and the committee amend- 
ments thereto and insert the following: 

“ 160. Wire nails made of wrought iron or steel, not less than 1 inch 
in length and not lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, two-fifths of 1 cent 
per pound; less than 1 inch in length and lighter than No. 146 wire 
gauge, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Insert as a new paragraph, 160}, as follows: 

“1603. Barbed wire for fencing, two-fifths of 1 cent per pound.” 


wire 


in line 8, on 
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By consent of the Senate these several amendments were con- 
sidered and vuted upon en bloc, 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendments the 
vote was as follows (CoNGREssIONAL ReEcorp, p. 3881, June 28): 


The result was announced—yeas 81, nays 40, as follows: 
YEAS—31. 
Cummins Gore 
Curtis Hughes 
Davis La Follette 
Dolliver McLaurin 
Fletcher Martin 
Foster Money 
Frazier Nelson 
Gamble Overman 
NAYS—40. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Nixon 
Oliver 


Bankhead 
Borah 
Bristow 
Brown 
Chamberlain 
Slay 
Crawford 
Culberson 


Owen 
Shively 
Smith, 8. 0. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 


Aldrich 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Burkett 
3urnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 


Crane 
Cullom 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Flint 
Gallinger 
Guggenheim Page 
Heyburn Penrose 
NOT VOTING—21. 

Clarke, Ark. Johnston, Ala. 
Daniel Lorimer 
du Pont Newlands 
Elkins Paynter 
Bulkeley Frye Rayner 
Clapp Hale Richardson 

So the amendments of Mr. CUMMINS were rejected. 


Mr. Gore offered the following amendment: 


6533. All text-books imported for use in the public schools of any 
State, Territory, district, or municipality in the United States, or im- 
ported for use in any college or university maintained in whole or in 
part by local or federal tazation, shall be admitted free of duty. And 
the Secretary of the Treasury is so authorized to prescribe suitable 
rules and regulations to carry this provision into effect. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL REcorpD, p. 3889, June 28) : 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 45, as follows: 
YEAS—18. 


Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 

Smith, Mich. 

Smoot 

Sutherland 
Warner 
Varren 
Wetmore 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Beveridge 
Bourne 


Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stephenson 


Bailey 
Bourne 
Bristow 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
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NOT VOTING—=32, 


Clarke, Ark. 
Crawford 
Cummins 
Elkins 

Frye 


Jones 

La Follette 
Lorimer 
McLaurin 
Newlands 


‘ 


AUGUST 2, 


Rayner 
Richardson 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 


Culberson 


Bankhead 
Chamberlain 


Foster 
Frazier 


Martin 


Taliaferro 


Smith, Mich. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stephenson 
Stone 


Chamberlain Hale ° 
en 4 Hughes Paynter 
Clark, Wyo. Johnson, N. Dak. Piles 


So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was rejected. 


Mr. Bacon then offered an amendment to paragraph 291 to 
strike out so much of the paragraph as remitted the duties on 
imported salt used in curing fish, taken by vessels licensed to 
engage in fisheries, and so forth, and also so much of the para- 
graph as remitted the duties on imported salt used by exporters 
in curing meats in the United States, The paragraph proposed 
to be stricken out is as follows: 


Provided, That imported salt in bond may be used in curing fish 
taken by vessels licensed to engage in the fisheries and in curing fish 
on the shores of the navigable waters of the United States under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; and upon 
proof that the salt has been used for either of the purposes stated in 
this proviso, the duties on the same shall be remitted: Provided further, 
That exporters of meats, whether packed or smoked, which have been 
cured in the United States with imported sali, shall, upon satisfactory 
proof, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shail pre- 
scribe, that such meats have been cured th imported salt, have re- 
funded to them from the Treasury the dutics p on the salt so used 
in curing such exported meats, in amounts not less than $100. 


Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment, the yote 
was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3890, June 28) : 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 39, as follows: 
YEAS—17. 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
Martin 
Overman 
NAYS—39. 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn 
Kean 


Nixon 


Bacon 
Bankhead 
Bristow 
Clay 


Daniel 
Davis 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gore 


Owen 
Taylor 


Aldrich 
Beveridge 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 


Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dixon 

du Pont 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warner 


Money 
Overman 
Owen 
Shively 
NAYS—45. 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn 
Kean 
La Follette 
Lodge 
McCumber 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Oliver 


Taylor 
Clay Tiliman 
Davis 


Fletcher 


Gore 
Johnston, Ala. 
McEnery 


Aldrich 
Beveridge 
Borah 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
riggs 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 


Burton 
Carter 
Crane 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
du Pont Page 
Gallinger Penrose 
NOT VOTING—29. 
Cummins Jones 
Daniel Lorimer 
Elkins McLaurin 
Flint Newlands Stephenson 
Frye Paynter Stone 
Hale Rayner 
Crawford Hughes Richardson . 
Culberson Johnson, N. Dak. Simmons 


So Mr. Gorr’s amendment was rejected. 


Mr. Bacon offered an amendment placing salt on the free 
list by adding the following paragraph to the free list, to be 
known as paragraph 6624: 

Salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, or in bulk: Provided, 


That if salt is imported from _any country, whether independent or a 
dependency, which imposes a duty upow salt exported from the United 


Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bulkeley 
Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ark. 


Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, 8. C. 


Statcs, then there shail be levied, paid, and collected upon such salt the 


rate of duty ewvisting prior to the passage of this act. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, p. 3890, June 28) : 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 42, as follows: 
YEAS—18. 
Bacon Davis 
Bankhead Fletcher 
Clay Frazier 
Culberson Gore € 
Daniel Johnston, Ala. Shively 


NAYS—42. 


Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 


Burton 
Carter 


Bailey 
Borah 
Bourne 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 

Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ark. 


Flint 
Frye 


NOT VOTING—36. 


Cummins 
Dillingham 
Dolliver 

Elkins 

Fletcher 

Hale 

Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 

Lorimer 


McLaurin 
Money 
Nelson 
Newlands 
Nixon 
Paynter 
Piles 
Rayner 
Richardson 


So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CuLperson proposed the following amendment placing 
hoop or band iron for baling cotton or any other commodity on 
the free list, as follows: 


5833. Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, or 
wholly or partly manufactured into hoops or ties, coated or not coated 
with paint or any other preparation, with or without buckles or fasten- 
ings, for baling cotton or any other commodity. 


Upon the question of the adoption of this 4mendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorp, p. 3899, June 28) : 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 38, as follows: 
YEAS—31. 
Johnson, N. Dak. Overman 


Bacon 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Clapp 
Clay 
Crawford 


Aldrich 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 


Culberson 
Cummins 
Daniel 
Davis 

du Pont 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frazier 


Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
McEnery 
Martin 

Money 

Nelson 
Newlands 


NAYS—38. 


Crane 
Cullom 
— 

Ww 
Dick 
Dillingiam 


Dixon 
Flint 


pave 
Gallinger 


Jamble 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
Nixon 
Oliver 


Penrose 


NOT VOTING—23. 


Warren 
Wetmore 


Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 


Owen 
Smith, 8. 0. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 


Perkins 


Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Aldrich 
Beveridge 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 


Crane 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Flint 
Foster 


Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn 
Kean 
Lodge 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Nelson 
Oliver 
Page 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Dolliver 
Dikins 
Gore 
Hale 


McCumber 
McLaurin 
Paynter 
Piles 


Bailey 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Bulkeley 
Chamberlain Hughes Rayner 
Clarke, Ark. Lorimer Richardson 


So Mr. CULBERSON’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TILLMAN offered an amendment placing a duty of 10 cents 
per pound upon tea, as follows: 

2583. Tea, 10 cents per pound, 


Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Stephenson 








1909. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 3934, June 29) : 


The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 55, as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Railey Dick Heyburn Smith, Mich. 
Bradley du Pont Nixon Tillman 
Bulkeley Elkins Perkins Wetmore 
Burnham Frye Root 
Carter jallinger Scott 

NAYS—55. 
Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Gore Oliver 
Bacon Olay Hughes Overman 
Bankhead Crawford Johnson, N. Dak, Owen 
Beveridge Culberson Johnston, Ala. Page 
Borah Cullom Jones Penrose 
Bourne Cummins Kean Shively 
Brandegee Curtis La Follette Simmons 
Bristow Daniel Lodge Smith, &. C. 
Brown Davis Lorimer Smoot 
Burkett Dillingham McCumber Stone 

furrows Dixon McLaurin Sutherland 
Burton Fletcher Martin Taylor 
Chamberlain Flint Nelson Warner 
Clapp Foster Newlands 
NOT VOTING—19. 

Briggs Frazier Money Smith, Md. 
Clarke, Ark. Gamble Paynter Stephenson 
Crane Guggenheim Piles Taliaferro 
Depew Hale Rayner Warren 
Dolliver McEnery Richardson 


So Mr. TILLMAN’s amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALpricH offered an amendment imposing a tax commonly | 
known as the “corporation tax,” which is found on page 3935 | 
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NOT VOTING—16. 


Beveridge Crane Paynter Smith, Mich. 
Bourne Hale Richardson Smith, 8. C. 
Clarke, Ark. Hughes Simmons Stephenson 
Clay Oliver Smith, Md. Tillman 

So Mr. ALpRIcH’s substitute for Mr. Batney’s amendment was 


agreed to. 


Mr. Bacon then offered as an amendment to the substitute 
as it had been adopted the following as a proviso thereto: 


Insert at the conclusion of the first paragraph of section 4: 

“ Provided, That the provisions of this section shall not apply to any 
corporation or association organized and operated for religious, char- 
itable, or educational purposes, no part of the profit of which inures 
to the benefit of any private stockholder or individual, but all of the 
profit of which is in good faith devoted to the said religious, charitable, 
or educational purpose. 

“ Provided further, That the provisions of this section shall not apply 
to incorporations or associations of fraternal orders or orvanizations 
designed and operated exclusively for mutual benefit or for the mutual 
assistance of its members. 

“ Provided further, That the provisions of this section shall not apply 
to any insurance or other corporations or associations organized and 
operated exclusively for the mutual benefit ef its members in which 
there are no joint-stock shares entitled to dividends or individual profit 
to the holders thereof. 

“ Provided further, That the provisions of this section shall not apply 
to any corporation or association designed and operated solely for 
mercantile business the gross sales of which do not exceed $250,000 per 
annum.” 


Mr. ALpricH moved to lay the amendment on, the table. 
Upon the question of the adoption of the motion to lay the 
amendment on the table the vote was as follows (CONGRES- 
SIONAL Recorp, p. 4061, July 2) : 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 32, as follows: 





of the Recorp, the said amendment being an amendment to the ; oeinte 2 om. Perk! 
substitute offered by Mr. Lovee for the income-tax amendment | A\{tich ooo i maga — 
offered by Mr. Bat.ey. Brown Dick Johnson, N. Dak. Root 
Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment offered | Burkett Dillingham Jones Scott 
, . 21C . as + earn. om | Burnham bixon cean Smoot 
by Mr. ALDRICH, the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, | furrows du Pont Lodge Sutherland 
p. 4059, July 2) : Burton Elkins Lorimer Warner 
The re , . Carter Flint McCumber Warren 
The result was announced—yeas 45, nays 31, as follows: Clark, Wyo. Frye Nelson Wetmore 
YEAS—45. Crawford Gallinger Page 
‘ : ble -enrose 
Aldrich Cullom Guggenheim Perkins | Cullom Gamo __ Penrose 
sradley Curtis Heyburn Piles NAYS—32. 
arentagee Depew Johnson, N. Dak. — Bacon Clapp Frazier Newlands 
orISES = vones Sco Batley Culberson Gore Overman 
a tt ena pean ae a Bankhead Cummins Johnston, Ala. Owen 
surKE . zodge sutherian Zorah Daniel La Follette Rayner 
surnham = Pont Lorimer Warner Brandegee Davis McEnery Shloaiu 
surrows Elkins McCumber Warren Bristow Dolliver McLaurin Stone 
Burton Flint Nelson Wetmore Bulkeley Fletcher Martin Taliaferro 
Clark, W Galil — | Chambertain Foster Woney Taylor 
ae > 1 ee NOT VOTING—1S. 
Crawford Gamble Penrose ly : ’ : ; 
‘ 3everidge Crane -aynter Smith, &. 0. 
j Culd ee - Bourne — Hale Richardson Stephenson 
saco? J or! ore ser j joros 4 N nons illmar 
Bailey Cummins Johnston, Als. Owen” | Clarke, Ark. aa Smith, td. ae 
Bankhead Daniel La Follette Rayner Clay Oliver Smith, Mich. 
ty oie Denver ete aoa So Mr. Bacon’s amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 
sristo j one 7 
Bulkeley — Fletcher Martin Taliaferro Mr. Bacon then offered an amendment, to be inserted at the 
- 7? rlain ot. ane Taylor conclusion of the substitute as adopted, as follows: 
NOT VOTING—16. The Secretary. At the conclusion of the amendment insert the fol- 


lowing, to be known as paragraph 9: ia 
Paragraph 9. That every corporation, joint-stock company and asso- 


Beveridge Crane Paynter Smith, Mich. 
Bourne Hale Richardson Smith, 8. C. 
Clarke, Ark. Hughes Simmons Stephenson 
Clay Oliver Smith, Md. Tillman 


2 oo ie amendment of Mr. ALpricn to the substitute of Mr. Lopes was 
gree 0. 

The question then recurred upon the corporation-tax amend- 
ment offered by Mr. ALDRICH as a substitute for the general 
income-tax amendment offered by Mr. Baitey. Upon the ques- 
tion of the adoption of the amendment offered by Mr. Atpricu 
as a substitute the vote was as follows (ConGRESSIONAL Recorp, 
p. 4061, July 2) : 


The result was announced—yeas 45, nays 31, as follows: 


YEAS—45. 
Aldrich Cullom Guggenheim Perkins 
Bradley Curtis Heyburn Piles 
Brandegee Depew Johnson, N. Dak. Root 
triges Dick Jones Scott 
Brown Dillingham Kean Smoot 
Burkett Dixon Lodge Sutherland 
Burnham du Pont Lorimer Warner 
Burrows Elkins MeCumber Warren 
Burton Flint Nelson Wetmore 
Carter Frye Nixon 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Page 
Crawforé Gamble Penrose 

NAYS—31. 
Bacon Culberson Gore Overman 
Bailey Cummins Johnston, Ala. Owen 
pene poet La Follette Rayner 
sora av McEnery Shivel 
Bristow Dolliver McLaurin Stone - 
Bulkeley Fietcher Martin Taliaferro 
Chamberlain Foster Money Taylor 
Clapp Frazier Newlands 


| ciation, and every person in the United States holding the bonds, de- 
bentures, or other evidences of indebtedness of any corporation or asso- 
ciation organized under the laws of either the United States or of any 
State or Territory of the United States shall, upon the right to hold and 
possess said bonds and to collect the principal and interest of said 
bonds, be subject to pay annually a special excise taw equivalent tu 2 
per cent upon the annual interest payable upon said bonds. 

That every corporation, joint-stock company and association having 
outstanding bonds upon which interest is payable annually, semiannu- 
| ally, ov quarterly, or at less intervals of time, shall on the Ist day of 
October of each year make out and transmit to the collector of internal 
revenue for the district in which said corporation, company, er associa- 
tion shall be situated a report of the said outstanding bonds, the de- 
nominations of said bonds, the aggregate amount of the same, the rate 
of interest payable on the same, and the dates when said interest is due 
and payable, which report shall be transmitted forthwith by the collector 
to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. It shall further be the duty 
of every such corporation, company, and association when such intere st 
becomes due and payable to deduct and retain the proportion of said 
amount payable to each of the holders of said bonds, the amount of ez- 
cise taw payable by said bondholder under the provisions of this section, 
and to thereafter pay the same to the said collector of internal revenue 
under the rules and regulations which shall be prescribed by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue; and the receipt of the said collector of 
internal revenue for the said amounts thus paid to him by said corpo- 
ration, company, or association shall be received by said bondholder, to 
the extent named therein, in payment of the amount due upon the bond 
or bonds so held by him. 


Mr. ALpRicH mewed to lay the amendment on the table. 
Upon the question of the adoption of the motion to lay the 
amendment on the table the vote was as follows (CONGREs- 


SIONAL Recorp, p. 4062, July 2): 
The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 34, as follows: 


YEAS—41. 
Aldrich Briggs Burkett Burton 
Bradley Brown Burnham Carter 
Brandegee Bulkeley Burrows Clark, Wyo. 
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Cullom 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 

du Vont 
Elkins 


~ 


Racoon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Borah 
Bristow 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 
Crawford 
Culberson 


teveridge 
Bourne 
Clarke, 
Clay 
Crane 


Ark. 


Flint 

Frye 

Gallinger 
Guggenheim 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kean 

Lodge 


Lorimer 
McCumber 
Nelson 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Root 
Scott 
NAYS—34. 
Johnston, Ala, 
Jones 
La Follette 
McEnery 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Newlands 
Overman 
VOTING—li7. 
Richardson 
Simmons 
Smith, Md, 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, 8. C. 


Cummins 
Daniel 
Davis 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gamble 
Gore 
NOT 
Hale 
Hughes 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Paynter 


Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Owen 
Piles 
Rayner 
Shively 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 


Stephenson 
Tillman 


So Mr. Bacon’s amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 


The question then recurred on the question of the adoption 
of the amendment offered by Mr. Atpricu (imposing corpora- 
tion tax) as it had been amended. 


Upon 


amended the 


vote 


was as follows 


the question of the adoption of the amendment as 
( CONGRESSIONAL 


REcoRD, 





p. 4066, July 2): 


The result was announced—yeas 59, nays 11, as follows: 


Aldrich 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Brown 
Burkett 
sjurnham 
Burrows 
surton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crawford 
Culbcrson 


Borah 
Bristow 
sulkeley 


Bacon 
Beveridge 
Bourne 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 

Crane 


YEAS—59. 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnston, Ala, 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
Lorimer 
McCumber 
McRnery 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
Newlands 
NAYS—11. 
Dolliver 


Cullom 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Davis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Elkins 
Fletcher 
Flint 
Foster 
Frye 
Gallinger 


Chamberlain 
Clapp Heyburn 
Cummins Hughes 
NOT VOTING—22. 
Owen 
Paynter 
Richardson 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 


Frazier 
Gore 
Hale 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Overman 


So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 


Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 
Rayner 
Root 
Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


La Follette 


Shively 


Smith, 8. C. 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Tillman 


Mr. Atpricu moved to amend the bill by the insertion of a 
new section providing for the maximum and minimum tariff, 


which is found on page 4068 of the Recorp. 
to that part of the amendment relating to the appointment of | 
persons by the 


As an amendment 


President to make required investigations, Mr. 
CULBERSON offered an amendment, as follows: 


Not exceeding seven, not more than four of whom shali belong to any 
one political party, who shall each reccive a salary of $7,500 per annum. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment to the 
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To the amendment providing for the maximum and minimum 
tariff, Mr. Gore offered a substitute, which is found on page 
4085 of the Recorp. 

Upon the question of the adoption of the substitute for the 
amendment the yote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL REcorp. D. 


4086, July 3): 


The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 39, as follows: 


Bacon 
Bristow 
Clapp 


| Culberson 


Aldrich 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Brown 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 


Bailey 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Borah 
Bulkeley 
Chamberlain 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 

Crane 
Daniel 


Davis 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
Gore 


Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 


YEAS—16. 
Hughes 
La Follette 
Martin 
Owen 

NAYS—39. 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Flint 
Gallinger 
Gamble 


Johnson, N. Dak, 


Jones 
Kean 
McCumber 
Nelson 


NOT VOTING—37. 


Elkins 
Foster 

Frye 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 


Johnston, Ala, 


Lodge 
Lorimer 
McEnery 


McLaurin 
Money 
Newlands 
Oliver 
Overman 
Paynter 
Perkins 
Piles 
Rayner 
Richardson 


So Mr. Gore’s amendment was rejected. 


Shirely 
Simmons 
Stone 
Taliaferro 


Nixon 

Page 
Penrose 
Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, 8. C 
Stephenson 
Taylor 
Tillman 
Warner 


Mr. Dotutver offered an amendment to the amendment creat- 
ing a customs commission, which is found on page 4086 of the 


RECORD. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 


| was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 4090, July 3) : 


The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 28, as follows: 


Bacon 
Bourne 
Bristow 
Burkett 
Clapp 


Crawford 


Aldrich 


| Bradley 


Briggs 
Burnham 


| Burrows 
| Burton 
| Carter 


| Bailey 


Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Brown 
Bulkeley 


Chamberlain 
| Clarke, Ark. 


Clay 
Crane 


Cummins 
Curtis 
Dolliver 
Fietcher 
Frazier 
Gamble 


Clark, Wyo. 
Cullom 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Gallinger 
NOT 
Culberson 
Daniel 
Davis 
du Pont 


Frye 
Guggenheim 
Hale 

Lodge 


YEAS—23. 
Gore 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala, 
Jones 
La Follette 
Nelson 


NAYS 28. 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Kean 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Nixon 
Page 
VOTING—41. 
Lorimer 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Newlands 
Oliver 
Overman 
Owen 
Paynter 
Perkins 
Piles 


Shirely 
Simmons 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 


Penrose 
Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Rayner 
Richardson 
Smith, Md 
Smith, Mich, 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stephenson 
Tillman 
Warner 


amendment, the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL REcORD 
p. 4085, July 3) : 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 


3, as follows: 


Bacon 
Culberson 
Daniel 
Davis 
Fletcher 


Aldrich 
Borah 
sourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 


Bailey 
Bankhead 
Severidge 
Bulkeley 
Chamberlain 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 
Crane 


Frazier 
Gore 
Hughes 

La Follette 
Martin 


Burton 
Carter 
Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crawfor 
Cullom 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 


YEAS—17. 
Newlands 
Owen 
Shively 
Simmons 
Stone 

NAYS—43. 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Flint 
Frye 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 
McCumber 


NOT VOTING—3282, 
McEnery 
McLaurin 
Money 
Oliver 
Overman 
Paynter 
Perkins 
Piles 


Dixon 

Elkins 

Foster 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Johnston, Ala. 
Lodge 
Lorimer 


Taliaferro 
Taylor 


Nels« mn 
Nixon 

Page 
Penrose 
Root 

Scott 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Rayner 
Richardson 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, &. C. 
Stephenson 
Tillman 
Warner 


So Mr. CULBERSON’S amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


So Mr. DOLLIVER’s amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The question then recurred on the amendment offered by Mr. 


| Arpricu, providing for the mazimum and minimum tariff. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 


| was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 4100, July 3) : 


The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 18, as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Flint 
Frye 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 
Kean 
McCumber 


NAYS—18. 
Johnston, Ala. 


Aldrich 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Briggs 
Brown 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Carter 


Clark, Wyo. 
Cullom 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 


Nelson 
Nixon 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Root 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Wetmore 
Davis 


Bacon Shively 


Bristow 
Burton 
Crawford 
Culberson 


Bailey 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Bulkeley 


Fletcher 
Frazier 
Gore 
Hughes 


La Follette 
McEnery 
McLaurin 
Newlands 


NOT VOTING—3S. 


Chamberlain 
Saee 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 

Crane 
Daniel 


du Pont 
Elkins 
Foster 
paperahetes 
Hale 


Lodge 


Simmons 
Stone 


Lorimer 
Martin 
Money 
Oliver 
Overman 
Owen 
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Warner 


Paynter Scott Stephenson jf 
Warren 


Piles Smith, Md. Taliaferro 
Rayner Smith, Mich, Taylor 
Richardson Smith, 8. C. Tillman 


So the amendment of Mr. ALDRICH was agreed to. 


The Senate having under consideration the joint resolution 
for amendment to the Constitution authorizing Congress to im- 
pose a general income tax, Mr. Batiry offered an amendment 
providing that the ratification of the amendment should be sub- 
mitted te conventions called for the purpose instead of to the 
legislatures ef the States, as provided in the resolution. 

Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment offered 
by Mr. Bartey the vote was as follows (CoNnGrEssIoNAL RecorD, 
p. 4120, July 5): 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 46, as follows: 

YEAS—30. 
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NAYS—40. 

Aldrich Curtis Heyburn Perkins 
Bourne Depew Johnson, N. Dak, Piles 
Brandegee Dick Jones Scott 
Briggs Dixon Kean Smith, Mich. 
Bulkeley Dolliver Lodge Smoot 
Burnham du Pont Lorimer Stephenson 
Burrows Elkins Nixon Sutherland 
Carter Flint Oliver Warner 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Page Warren 
Crane Hale Penrose Wetmore 

NOT VOTING—18. 
Bradley Davis McCumber Root 
Clarke, Ark. Dillingham McEnery Smith, Md. 
Clay Foster Paynter Tillman 
Cullom Frye Rayner 
Daniel Guggenheim Richardson 


So Mr. Bristow’s amendment was rejected. 


Mr. Bacon in the Senate again offered the amendment pre- 


Bacon Cummins Jones Shively 
Bailey Davis La Follette Simmons 
Bankhead Fletcher McEnery Smith, 8. C. 
Borah Foster Money Stone 
Bristow Frazier Newlands Taliaferro 
Chamberlain Gore Overman Taylor 
Clapp Hughes Owen 
Culberson Johnston, Ala. Rayner 
NAYS—46. 
Aldrich Crane Gallinger Penrose 
Beveridge Crawford Gamble Perkins 
Bourne Cullom Guggenheim Root 
tradley Curtis Heyburn Scott 
Briggs Daniel Johnson, N. Dak. Smoot 
Brown Depew Kean Stephenson 
surkett Dick McCumber Sutherland 
Burnham Dillingham Martin Warner 
Burrows Dixon Nelson Warren 
surton du Pont Nixon Wetmore 
Carter Flint Oliver 
Clark, Wyo. Frye Page 


Brandegee 


NOT VOTING—16. 


Dolliver 


Lorimer 


Richardson 


Bulkeley Elkins McLaurin Smith, Md. 
Clarke, Ark. Hale Paynter Smith, Mich. 
Clay Lodge Piles Tillman 


So Mr. BatLey’s first amendment was rejected. 


The question then recurred upon the adoption of the joint | 
resolution for the amendment of the Constitution as above | 


stated. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the resolution the vote 


was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, p. 4121, July 5): 
The result was announced—yeas 77, nays 0, as follows: 


YEAS—77. 
Aldrich Crawford Guggenheim Penrose 
Bacon Culberson Heyburn Perkins 
Bailey Cullom Hughes Rayner 
Bankhead Cummins Johnson, N. Dak. Root 
Beveridge Curtis Johnston, Ala. Scott 
Sorah Daniel Jones Shively 
Bourne Davis Kean Simmons 
Bradley Depew La Follette Smith, 8. C. 
sriggs Dick McCumber Smoot 
Bristow Dillingham McEnery Stephenson 
Rrown Dixon McLaurin Stone 
Burkett du Pont Martin Sutherland 
Burnham Fletcher Money Taliaferre 
Bur rows Flint Nelson Taylor 
Burton Poster Newlands Warner 
Carter Frazier Nixon Warren 
Chamberlain Frye Oliver Wetmore 
Clapp Gallinger Overman 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Owen 
Crane Gore Page 

NOT VOTING—15. 

Brandegee Dolliver Lorimer Smith, Md. 
Bulkeley Elkins Paynter Smith, Mich. 
Clarke, Ark. Hale Piles Tillman 
Clay Lodge Richardson 


viously offered in the Committee of the Whole, placing agricul- 
tural implements on the free list, by adding the following para- 
graph to the free list of the bill: 


6514. Plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, forage and feed 
cutters, reapers, agricultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, 
cultivators, thrashing machines, and cotton gins: Provided, That ar- 
ticles mentioned in this paragraph, if imported from a country which 
lays an import duty on like articles imported from the United States, 


So the joint resolution was posses, two-thirds of the Senators present 
having voted in favor thereof. 


Mr. Brrstow offered an amendment reducing the rate of duty 
prescribed on writing paper in paragraph 409, as follows: 


But not ewceeding 15 pounds per rcam, 2 cents per pound and 10 per 


shall be subject to dutics existing prior to the passage of this act. 
Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment, the 

vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, p. 4182, July 7): 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 50, as follows: 

YEAS—28. 


Bacon Daniel La Follette Shively 
Bailey Fletcher McEnery Simmons 
Bankhead Foster McLaurin Smith, Md. 
Bristow Frazier Martin Smith, 8. C. 
Chamberlain Gore Money Stone 
Clapp Hughes Newlands Taliaferro 
Culberson Johnston, Ala. Overman Taylor 
NAYS—50. 
Aldrich Crane Gamble Penrose 
severidge Crawford Hale Perkins 
Borah Cummins Heyburn Piles 
Brandegee Curtis Johnson, N. Dak. Scott 
Briggs Depew Jones Smith, Mich. 
srown Dick Kean Smoot 
Bulkeley Dixon Lodge Stephenson 
surkett Dolliver Lorimer Sutherland 
Burnham du Pont McCumber Warner 
Burrows Elkins Nelson Warren 
Burton Flint Nixon Wetmore 
Carter Frye Oliver 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Page 
NOT VOTING—14. 
Bourne Cullom Owen Root 
Bradley Davis Paynter Tillman 


Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 


Dillingham 
Guggenheim 


Rayner 
Richardson 


So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was rejected. 
In the Senate the question was presented on concurring in the 
amendment creating a customs court as provided in sections 


29 and 30. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the yote 


was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, P. ‘ 


99, 
mar), 


July 7): 


The result was announced—yeas 50, nays 26, as follows: 


cent ad valorem. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 


was as follows (ConGress1onaL Recorp, p. 4180, July 7) : 
The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 40, as follows: 





YEAS—34. 

Bacon Chamberlain Hughes Owen 
Bailey Clapp Johnston, Ala. Shively 
Bankhead Crawford La Follette Simmons 
Beveridge Culberson McLaurin Smith, 8. O. 
Borah Cummins Martin Stone 
Bristow Fletcher Voney Taliaferro 

rown Frazier Nelson Taylor 
Burkett Gamble Newlands 
Burton Gore Overman 


YEAS—50. 
Aldrich Curtis Jones Piles 
Bacon Depew Kean Scott 
Bailey Dick Lorimer Simmons 
Bankhead Dixon McCumber Smith Mich. 
Bradley du Pont McEnery Smoo 
Brandegee Elkins Money Stephenson 
Briggs Flint Nelson Sutherland 
Bulkeley Foster Newlands Taylor 
Burnham are Nixon Warner 
Burrows Gallinger Oliver Warren 
Burton Hale Page Wetmore 
Carter Heyburn Penrose 
Crane Johnson, N. Dak. Perkins 

NAYS—26. 
Beveridge Clark, Wyo. Frazier Martin 
Borah Crawfo Gamble Overman 
Bristow Culberson Gore Shively 
Brown Cummins Hughes Smith, 8. C. 
Burkett Daniel Johnston, Ala. Stone 
Chamberlain Dolliver La Follette 
Clapp Fletcher McLaurin 

NOT VOTING—16. 

Bourne Davis Owen Root 
Clarke, Ark. Dillingham Paynter Smith, Md. 
Ciay Guggenheim Rayner Taliaferro 
Cullom Lodge Richardson Tillman 


So sections 29 and 30 were concurred in. 

Mr. Batey offered an amendment in the Senate for the corpo- 
ration-tax amendment, which had been adopted in Committee 
of the Whole, the amendment which was offered by Mr. BAILEY 
being for the levy and collection of a gent ral income tar, which 
is found on pages 4226, 4227, and 4228 of the Recorp. 
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Upon the question of the adoption of the substitute, the vote 
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#8 as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 4228, July 7) : 


The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 47, as follows: 
YEAS—28. 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Borah 
Bristow 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 


Aldrich 
Beveridge 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
sriggs 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 


Bourne 
Clarke, Ark, 
Clay 
Cullom 
Curtis 


Culberson 
Cummins 
Daniel 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gore 


Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Crawford 
Depew 
Dick 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 
Frye 
Gallinger 
NOT 
Davis 
Dillingham 
Guggenheim 
Lodge 
McEnery 


Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
McLaurin 
Martin 

Money 
Newlands 


NAYS—47. 
Gamble 


Hale 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 
Lorimer 
McCumber 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 


VOTING—17. 


Owen 
Paynter 
Rayner 
Richardson 
Root 


So Mr. BArtLuy’s amendment was rejected. 


Overman 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Smith, Md. 
Tillman 


NAYS—24. 


Cummins 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gore 


Bacon 

Baile 
Bankhead 
Bristow 
Chamberlain 
Culberson 


Hughes 
Johnston, Ala, 
La Follette 
McLaurin 
Newlands 
Overman 


NOT VOTING—22. 


Borah 
Bourne 
ae 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 
Cullom 


Daniel 
Davis 
Dillingham 
Guggenheim 
Lodge 
Martin 


Money 
Nixon 
Owen 
Paynter 
Rayner 
Richardson 


AUGUST 2, 


Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stone 
Taliafcrro 
Taylor 


Root 
Smith, Md. 
Tillman 
Warren 


So the amendment submitted by Mr. NEWLANDS was laid on the table. 


Mr. McLaurin in the Senate offered an amendment to the 
corporation-tax provision which had been adopted in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole exempting from liability to make returns 
thereunder of every corporation the capital stock of which does 
not exceed $50,000 and the net income of which does not exceed 
$5,000. Mr. Atpricn moved to lay the amendment on the table. 

Upon the question of the adoption of the motion to lay the 
amendment on the table the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL 
ReEcorD, p. 4236, July 7): 

The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 24, as follows: 

YEAS—46. 


Gallinger 
Gamble 
Hale 
Heyburn 


Aldrich 
Beveridge 
Bradley 
Brandegee 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 
Scott 


Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Crawford 


Mr. Bacon in the Senate offered an amendment to the corpora- 
tion-tax provision, which had been adopted in the Committee of 
the Whole, the amendment offered being as follows: 

Provided, That the provisions of this section shall not apply to an 
corporation or association designed and operated solely for mercantile 
business, the gross sales of which do not exceed $150,000 per annum. 

Upon the question of the adoption of this amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, p. 4234, July 7): 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 45, as follows: 

YEAS—27, 


Briggs 
Bristow 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 
Culberson 


Johnson, N. Dak. 

Jones 

Kean 

Lorimer 

McCumber 

Nelson 

Oliver 

Page 
NAYS—24, 

Gore 

Hughes 

Johnston, Ala, 

La Follette 

McLaurin 

Newlands 


Depew 
Dick 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 
Frye 


Cummins 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frazier 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Borah 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 
Culberson 


Aldrich 
Beveridge 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bristow 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 


Bourne 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 
Cullom 
Davis 


Cummins 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frazier 


Carter 
Clark, Wyo 
Crane 
Crawford 
Depew 
Dick 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 
Frye 
Gallinger 


Gore 
Johnston, Aia. 
La Follette 
McEnery 
McLaurin 
Money 
Newlands 


NAYS—45. 
Gamble 


Hale 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Kean 
Lorimer 
McCumber 
Nelson 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 


NOT VOTING—20. 


Dillingham 
Guggenheim 
Hughes 
Jones 

Lodge 


Martin 
Nixon 
Owen 
Paynter 
Rayner 


Overman 
Shively 
Simmons 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 


Piles 

Scott 

Smith, Mich, 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 


Richardson 
Root 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. 0. 
Tillman 


NOT VOTING—22. 


Borah 
Bourne 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 


Dillingham 
Guggenheim 
Lodge 
McEnery 
Cullom Martin 
Davis Money 


Nixon 
Owen 
Paynter 
Rayner 
Richardson 
Root 


Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Wetmore 


Overman 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stone 
Taylor 


Smith, Md. 
Taliaferro 
Tiliman 
Warren 


So Mr. McLAURIN’s amendment was laid on the table. 


Mr. Bacon, for Mr. Cray, in his absence, offered in the Senate 
an amendment imposing @ taw upon contracts, agreements, ani 
so forth, respecting the purchase or sale of grain, cotton, and 
other agricultural products, stocks, bonds, and other securities 
under circumstances named in said amendment, which amend- 
ment is to be found on page 4243 of the Rrecorp. 

Mr. ALDRICH moved to lay the amendment on the table. 

Upon the question of the motion to lay the amendment on the 
table, the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 4244, 
July 8): 

The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 34, as follows: 

YBAS—44. 


Cullom 
Curtis 


Aldrich 
Bradley 


Gallinger 
Gamble 


So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was rejected. 


Mr. NEWLANDS, in the Senate, offered an amendment to the 
corporation-tax provision which had been adopted in Committee 
of the Whole, limiting the tax to the corporations specified in 
his said amendment, as follows: 

Engaged in the business of refining oil or sugar, or in the manufac- 
ture of any commodity included in the dutiable list of this act, whose 
gross receipts exceed $250,000 per annum. 

Mr. ALDRICH moved to lay the amendment on the table. 

On the question of the adoption of the motion to lay the 
amendment on the table the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL 
Record, p. 4235, July 7): 


Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 


Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Chamberlain 


Hale 


Dillingham 

Dixon 

du Pont 

Elkins 

Flint McCumber 

Foster McEnery 

Frye Nixon 

NAYS—34. 
Jones 
La Follette 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
Newlands 


Culberson 
Cummins 
Daniel 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
Gore 


Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Wetmore 


Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 


The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 24, as follows: 


Aldrich 
Beveridge 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 


Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Crawford 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dixon 

du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 
Frye 
Gallinger 


YEAS—46. 
Gamble 
Hale 
Heyburn 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones 
Kean 
Lorimer 
McCumber 
McEnery 
Nelson 
Oliver 
Page 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 
Scott 


Smith, Mich. 


Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Wetmore 


Hughes Overman 
Johnston, Ala. Piles 
NOT VOTING—14. 


Paynter 
Rayner 
Bourne Guggenheim Richardson 
Clarke, Ark. Owen Root 


So the amendment offered by Mr. Bacon in behalf of Mr. CLaY was 
laid on the table. 


The Senate having under consideration the tobacco amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Smoot, Mr. Dante offered an amendment 
thereto, reducing the tax, as stated on page 4254 of the Recoxb. 


Clapp 
Crawford 


Tillman 


Clay 
Warren 


Beveridge 
Davis 


Borah 
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Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 4264, July 8) : 


The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 53, as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Bacon Fletcher McLaurin Simmons 
Bailey Foster Martin Smith, Md. 
Bankhead Prazier Money Smith, 8. C. 
Chamberlain Gore Newlands Ntone 
Culberson Johnston, Ala. Overman Taliaferro 
Daniel McEnery Shively Taylor 
NAYS—53. 

Aldrich Carter Frye Page 
Beveridge Clapp Gallinger Penrose 
Borah Clark, Wyo. Gamble Perkins 
Bourne Crane Hale Piles 
Bradley Crawford Heyburn Smith, Mich. 
Brandegee Cummins Johnson, N. Dak. Smoot 
Briggs Curtis Jones Stephenson 
Bristow Depew Kean Sutherland 
Brown Dick La Follette Warner 
Bulkeley Dixon Lorimer Warren 
Burkett Dolliver McCumber Wetmore 
Burnham du Pont Nelson 

Burrows Elkins Nixon 

Surton Flint Oliver 

NOT VOTING—15. 

Clarke, Ark. Dillingham Owen Root 

Clay Guggenheim Paynter Scott 
Cullom Hughes Rayner Tillman 
Davis Lodge Richardson 


So Mr. DANIEL’s amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


Upon the motion of Mr. Martin sections 14 and 15 were re- 
served for a separate vote, and upon the question of agreeing to 
the tobacco amendment excepting sections 14 and 15 the yote 


was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, p. 4264, July 8): 
The result was announced—yeas 52, nays 25, as follows: 


YBAS—52. 
Aldrich Burton Elkins Nixon 
Beveridge Carter Flint Oliver 
Borah Clapp Frye Page 
Bourne Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Penrose 
Bradley Crane Gamble Perkins 
Brandegee Crawford Hale Piles 
Briggs Cummins Heyburn Smith, Mich. 
Bristow Curtis Johnson, N. Dak. Smoot 
Brown Depew Jones Stephenson 
Bulkeley Dick Kean Sutherland 
Burkett Dixon La Follette Warner 
Burnham Dolliver Lorimer Warren 
Burrows du Pont Nelson Wetmore 
° NAYS—25. 
Bacon Foster Martin Smith, 8. C, 
Bailey Frazier Money Stone 
Bankhead Gore Newlands Taliaferro 
Chamberlain Hughes Overman Taylor 
Culberson Johnston, Ala. Shively 
Daniel McEnery Simmons 
Fletcher McLaurin Smith, Md. 
NOT VOTING—15. 
Clarke, Ark, Dillingham Owen Root 
Clay Guggenheim Paynter Seott 
Cullom Lodge Rayner Tillman 
Davis McCumber Richardson 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. Curtis offered an amendment imposing a countervailing 
duty upon importations of petroleum by a proviso to paragraph 
637 as follows: 


Provided, That if there be imported into the United States crude 
petroleum produced in any country which imposes a duty on petroleum 
erported from the United States, there shall in such cases be levied, 
paid, and collected a duty upon said petroleum so imported one-half of 
the duty imposed by such country: Provided further, That importers 


o-= petroleum shalt not be entitled to the drawback provisions of 
8 act. 


Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 


Was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL RecorD, p. 4272, July 8) : 
The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 31, as follows: 


; YEAS—44. 

Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Hale Penrose 
poral Crane Heyburn Perkins 

ourne Curtis Johnson, N. Dak, Piles 
Bradley Depew Jones Root 
Brandegee Dick Kean Scott 
Bees Dixon Lorimer Smoot 
Bu keley du Pont McEnery Stephenson 
surnham Elkins Nixon Sutherland 
ae rows Flint Oliver Warner 
aurton Frye Owen Warren 

arter Gallinger Page Wetmore 

NAYS—31. 

ne Culberson Hughes Rayner 
Beis uv Cummins Johnston, Ala. Shively 

ne Daniel La Follette Simmons 
Ba ve Dolliver McLaurin Smith, Mich, 
r+ ett Fletcher Martin Smith, 8. 0. 
Clay a berlain ie Nelson Stone 

Renee amble Newlands Taliaferr 
Crawford Gore Overman — 
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NOT VOTING—17. 





Bankhead Davis McCumber Taylor 
Beveridge Dillingham Money Tiliman 
Clarke, Ark. Foster Paynter 

Cla Guggenheim Richardson 

Cullom Lodge Smith, Md. 


So the amendment of Mr. Curtis was agreed to. 


Mr. Stone in the Senate again offered the amendment pla- 
cing hides and leather and the products thereof on the free list, 
which had been previously offered in the Committee of the 
Whole. The amendment is as follows: 

Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled; 
band, bend, or belting leather, rough leather, sole leather, and all 
other leather made from the hides or skins of cattle, without regard to 
size or weight; boots and shoes made of leather or of which leather is 
the component material of chief value. 

Mr. ALDRICH moved to lay the amendment on the table. 

Upon the question of the adoption of the motion to lay on 
the table, the vote was as follows (CoNGRESSIONAL REcoRD, p. 
4273, July 8): 

The result was announced—yeas 45, nays 28, as follows: 

YEAS—45. 


Aldrich Carter Hale Piles 
Borah Clark, Wyo. Heyburn Scott 
Bourne Crane Johnson, N. Dak. Smith, Mich. 
Bradley Depew Jones Smoot 
Brandegee Dick Kean Stephenson 
Briggs Dixon Lorimer Sutherland 
Brown du Pont McEnery Warner 
Bulkeley Elkins Nelson Warren 
Burkett Flint Nixon Wetmore 
Burnham Frye Oliver 
Burrows Gallinger Penrose 
Burton Gamble Perkins 
NAYS—28. 

Bacon Cummins Johnston, Ala. Page 
Bailey Daniel La Follette Shively 
Bristow Dolliver VcLaurin Simmons 
Chamberlain Fletcher Martin Smith, 8. C. 
Clapp Foster Newlands Stone 
Crawford Frazier Overman Taliaferro 
Culberson Gore Owen Taylor 

NOT VOTING—19. 
Bankhead Curtis Lodge Richardson 
Beveridge Davis McCumber Root 
Clarke, Ark. Dillingham Money Smith, Md. 
Clay Guggenheim Paynter Tillman 
Cullom Hughes Rayner 


So Mr. STONE’s amendment was laid on the table. 


Mr. Burton offered an amendment placing asphaltum and 
bitumen on the free list by the insertion of a new paragraph in 
the free list, as follows: 

4934. Asphaltum and bitumen, crude, if not dried nor otherictse ad- 
tanced in any manner. 

Mr. ALDRICH moved to lay the amendment on the table. 

On the question of the adoption of the motion to lay the 
amendment on the table the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL 
ReEcorD, p. 4277, July 8): 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 29, as follows: 

YEAS—37. 


Aldrich Carter Hale Perkins 
Bailey Clark, Wyo. Heyburn Piles 
Beveridge Crane Johnson, N. Dak. Scott 
Bourne Depew Jones Smoot 
Brandegee Dick Keun Stephenson 
Briggs Dixon Lodge Warren 
Bristow du Pont Lorimer Wetmore 
Brown Flint McEnery 
Bulkeley Gallinger Page 
Burnham Gamble Penrose 

NAYS—29. 
Bacon Dolliver McLaurin Smith, Mich. 
Bankhead Fletcher Martin Smith, 8. C. 
Burkett Foster Money Stone 
Burton Frazier Nelson Taliaferro 
Chamberlain Gore Overman Taylor 
Clapp Hughes Oven 
Crawford Johnston, Ala. Shively 


Cummins La Follette Simmons 

NOT VOTING—26. 
Borah Curtis McCumber Root 
Bradley Daniel Newlands Smith, Md. 
Burrows Davis Nixon Sutherland 


Clarke, Ark. Dillingham Oliver Tillman 
Clay Elkins Paynter Warner 
Culberson Frye Rayner 

Cullom Guggenheim Richardson 


So Mr. BurtTon’s amendment was laid on the table. 


Mr. Bacon in the Senate again offered an amendment which 
had been previously offered in the Committee of the Whole 
placing hoop and band iron for baling cotton or any other com- 
modity on the free list, as follows: 

Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band stec!l, cut to lengths, or wholly or 
partly manufactured into hoops or ties, coated or not coated with paints 
or any other preparation, with or without buckles or fastenings, for 
baling cotton or any other commodity. 


Mr. ALDRICH moved to lay the amendment on the table. 
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Upon the question to lay the amendment on the table the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL REcorD, p. 4290, July 8) : 


The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 31, as follows: 
YEAS—438. 

Aldrich Carter Gamble Perkins 
Torah Clark, Wyo. Hale Piles 
Bourne Crane Heyburn Scott 
Bradley Depew Jones Smith, Mich. 
Brandegee Dick Kean moot 
Briggs Dixon Lorimer Stephenson 
Bulkeley du Pont McCumber Sutherland 
Burkett Elkins Nixon Warner 
Burnham Flint Oliver Warren 
Burrows Frye Page Wetmore 
Burton Gallinger Penrose 


NAYS—31. 


Bacon Cummins Johnston, Ala. Overman 
Bailey Daniel La Follette Shively 
Bankhead Fletcher McEnery Simmons 
Bristow Foster McLaurin Smith, 8. C. 
Chamberlain Frazier Martin Stone 
Clapp Gore Money Taliaferro 
Crawford Hughes Nelson Taylor 
Culberson Johnson, N. Dak. Newlands 


NOT VOTING—18. 
Beveridge Curtis Lodge Root 
Brown Davis Owen Smith, Md. 
Clarke, Ark. Dillingham Paynter Tiliman 
Clay Dolliver Rayner 
Cullom Guggenheim Richardson 
So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was laid on the table. 


Mr. LA Fouuette offered an amendment creating a tariff com- 
mission, which is found on page 4302 of the Recorp. 

Upon the question of the adoption of the amendment the vote 
was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, p. 4313, July 8) : 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 45, as follows: 

YEAS—33. 

Bacon Culberson Johnston, Ala, Shively 
Bailey Cummins La Follette Simmons 
Bankhead Daniel McLaurin Smith, 8. C. 
Beveridge Dolliver Martin Stone 
Bristow Fletcher Money Taliaferro 
Brown Foster Nelson Taylor 
Burkett Frazier Newlands 
Chamberlain Gore Overman 
Clapp Hughes Owen 


NAYS—45. 
Aldrich Crane Heyburn Piles 
Borah Crawford Johnson, N. Dak. Scott 
Bourne Depew Jones Smith, Mich. 
Bradley Dick Kean Smoot 
Brandegee Dixon Lorimer Stephenson 
Briggs du Pont McCumber Sutherland 
Bulkeley Elkins McEnery Warner 
Burnham Nixon Warren 
Burrows Frye Oliver Wetmore 
Burton Gallinger Page 
Carter yamble Penrose 
Clark, Wyo. Hale Perkins 


NOT VOTING—14. 
Clarke, Ark. Davis Paynter Smith, Md. 
Clay Dillingham Rayner Tillman 
Cullom Guggenheim - Richardson 
Curtis Lodge Root 


So Mr. LA FPouterre’s amendment was rejected. 


The question then recurred upon the passage of the bill, and 
upon this question the vote was as follows (CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, p. 4816, July 8): 


The result was announced—yeas 45, nays 34, as follows: 


YBAS—45. 
Aldrich Crane Heyburn Piles 
Borah Depew Johnson, N. Dak, Scott 
Bourne Dick Jones Smith, Mich. 
Bradley Dixon Kean Smoot 
Brandegee du Pont Lorimer Stephenson 
Briggs Elkins McCumber Sutherland 
Bulkeley Flint McEnery Warner 
Burnham Frye — Nixon Warren 
Burrows Gallinger Oliver Wetmore 
Burton Gamble Page 
Carter Guggenheim Penrose 
Clark, Wyo. Hale Perkins 


NAYS—34. 


Bacon Crawford Hughes Owen 
Bailey Culberson Johnston, Ala. Shively 
Bankhead Cummins La Follette Simmons 
Beveridge Daniel McLaurin Smith, 8. C. 
Bristow Dolliver Martin Stone 
Brown Fletcher Money Taliaferro 
Burkett Foster Nelson Taylor 
Chamberlain Frazier Newlands 
Clapp Gore Overman 

NOT VOTING—13. 
Clarke, Ark. Davis Rayner 
Cray Dillingham Richardson 
Cullom Lodge Root 
Curtis Paynter Smith, Md. 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota obtained the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. If I am not interrupting the Senator fro, 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon], which I do not desire to do, I should ix» 
to ask the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
GALLINGER] if he has voted for any free trade in this bill, ang 
if so, on how many items? 1 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has recognized tie 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Jounson], and he is entitleq 
to the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr.. President, when woe 
were discussing the lumber and wood schedule, I had read g 
clipping from the Washington Post, containing an interview 
with a former Member of Congress who had been a member of 
the Denver convention. The only part of that interview that 
interested me and that I wanted to bring out was the point iy 
regard to free lumber, and to bring out the fact that we iy 
North Dakota and in the other prairie States were not up- 
friendly, and that our party was not unfriendly, to that doctrine. 
However, the whole of the interview was read. In other parts 
of the interview there was criticism of certain Senators and 
certain delegates to that convention. I have very much re. 
gretted that that part of the interview was read, and I did not 
wish to have this extra session pass without stating to the Senate 
that I had no sympathy with that criticism of those Senators, 
and that I did not then approve, and do not approve now, of 
that criticism, and, so far as it can be done at this late day, | 
wish to withdraw that part of that clipping. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I was surprised when I was 
informed that the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. JoHNson] 
had put in the Recorp some newspaper squib that seemed to be 
reflective upon me and upon other Senators who were mentioned. 
I got up, without having read it, and made some observations 
which are in the Recorp. The Senator from North Dakota has 
acted so gentlemanly about it that I have not a particle of feel- 
ing against him, nor would I have deemed the matter worthy 
of notice at all except that it seemed to have the aspect of an 
intentional thing. I do not care anything about it. I will not 
take the time nor weary the patience of the Senate to point out 
the error that is in it. If I have not character enough to live 
under a little thing like that, I deserve to die. 


HOUR OF MEETING TUESDAY. 


Mr. SMOOT. I move that when the Senate adjourns*to-day, 
it adjourn to meet to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on tlie dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of tle 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 9135) to raise revenue for the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11570) making 
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations 
for the fiscal year 1909, and for other purposes. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the urgent deficiency appropriation bill just received from the 
House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives disagreeing to ‘!¢ 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11570) making *? 
propriations to supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations !°r 
the fiscal year 1909, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and request a conference with the House of Re) 
resentatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. the 
conferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed by the Chal. 

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempore 
appointed Mr. Harr, Mr. Gattincrr, and Mr, Cray conferees 
the part of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 2 
executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock ud 
45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues 
day, August 8, 1909, at 10 o’clock a. m, 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 2, 1909. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
i. Frank Harris to be collector of customs for the district of 


Harbor, N. ¥. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


CAVALRY ARM, 
second Lieut. Robert R. Love to be first lieutenant. 
INFANTRY ARM. 


Capt. Lucius L, Durfee to be major. 

Capt. Charles G. Dwyer to be major. 

First Lieut. Frederick W. Benteen to be captain. 

First Lieut. Charlies W. Weeks to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Campbell B. Hodges to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Benjamin F, McClellan to be first lieutenant, 


MEDICAL CORPS. 
Capt. Charles R, Reynolds to be major. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Reynold T. Hall to be a captain. 

Commander Herbert O. Dunn to be a captain. 

Lieut. Commander Archibald H. Scales to be a commander. 

Asst. Naval Constructor John BE. Bailey to be a naval con- 
structor. 


r 
as 


POSTMASTERS. 
NEW YORK. 
Justin B. Andrews, at Massena, N. Y. 
Frank G. Fuller, at Broadalbin, N. Y. 
NORTH CAROLINA, 
Thomas H. Ramsbottom, at Chadbourn, N. C. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 
James I. Cubbison, at Minnewaukan, N. Dak. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, August 2, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
_ The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, July 31, 1909, 
was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE—URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bill of 
the following title, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 11570. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, and for 
other purposes, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of 
order on that report. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is not a report, I will say to the gentle- 
man from Missouri. It is a House bill with Senate amend- 
ments. I want te ask unanimous consent to disagree to all of 
the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

Mr. MURPHY. Reserving the right to object, I want to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will object right now, without 
saying anything more about it. 


PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 
the bill H. R. 9135, an act to raise revenue for the Philippine 
Islands, and other purposes, and I ask unanimous consent that 
the statement may be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
%135) to raise revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
eee and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
oOllows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 
16, 17, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 38, 34, 35, 36, 


a 


37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 58, 54, 55, 
56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, TO, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 
6, T7, 78, T9, 80, 81, 82, 8B, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 98, 94, 
95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 
110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 
124, 125, 126, 127, 128,. 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 
138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 
152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 
166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 
180, 181, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, and 
194; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 9 
strike out the word “therein” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “in this act;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 13 
strike out the words “of the body of the textile;” in line 14, 
after the word “ part,” insert the words “of the body of the 
textile;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 9 
strike out the word “of,” after the word “by,” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “or;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 4 
strike out the words “ The same” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Glass,” so as to read: “Glass, of all kinds;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2, 
page 31, strike out the comma after the word “ plates; ” in the 
same line strike out the word “ therefor; ” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 12, 
after the comma after the word “ tables,” insert the words “ in- 
cluding balls;” in line 13 strike out the words “including 
balis;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 182: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 182, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“That all articles, except rice, the growth, product, or manu- 
facture of the United States and its possessions, to which the 
customs tariff in force in the United States is applied and upon 
which no drawback of customs duties has been allowed therein, 
going into the Philippine Islands, shall hereafter be admitted 
therein free of customs duty when the same are shipped directly 
from the country of origin to the country of destination: Pro- 
vided, That direct shipment shall include shipment in bond 
through foreign territory contiguous to the United States. Said 
articles shall be as originally packed without having been 
opened or in any manner changed in condition: Provided, how- 
ever, That if such articles shall become unpacked while en 
route by accident, wreck, or other casualty, or so damaged as 
to necessitate their repacking, the same shall be admitted free 
of duty upon satisfactory proof that the unpacking occurred 
through accident or necessity, and that the merchandise in- 
volved is the identical merchandise originally shipped from the 
United States or its possessions, as hereinbefore provided, and 
that its condition has not been changed except for such damage 
as may have been sustained.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

E. J. Hr, 
J. C. NEEDHAM, 
Epwarp W. Pov, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
W. B. Heyeurn, 
H. C. Lopae, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House of Representatives at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of the Senate and 
House of Representatives on bill H. R. 9135, entitled “An act to 
raise revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other pur- 
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poses,” submit the following statement, showing the effect of the 
_ agreement reached by the conferees: 

The bill was originally drawn by the insular officials, after 
protracted hearings in the city of Manila, and in form and 
methods of expression was in accordance with the ideas pre- 
vailing there, the evident purpose being to eliminate all surplus 
words and using a form of punctuation differing materially 
from that adopted in the framing of tariff bills here. 

When the bill was submitted to the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, many changes in punctuation, etc., were made, but pe- 
culiar expressions and the substitution of “notes” for “ pro- 
visos”’ were permitted to stand. 

When the bill went to the Senate and was referred to the 
Committee on Philippines, a large number of these changes were 
reversed. In addition to that two new sections were inserted 
as amendments, which, to a very large degree, necessitated the 
renumbering of the paragraphs. 

Asa result of these changes 194 amendments in all were made 
by the Senate, of which 58 were caused by renumbering of para- 
graphs, 24 by changes in punctuation (semicolons being substi- 
tuted for commas and the reverse), and 88 amendments were 
made in phraseology only, “or” being substituted for “and” 
and “and” for “or,” “ provisos” being substituted for “ notes.” 
New cross references were caused by the renumbering of the 
sections. The transposition of words, elimination of surplus 
words, and in some cases the consolidation of paragraphs or sub- 
headings were made, but none of these changes in any way 
affect the rates of duties fixed in the bill by the two Houses. 

There remain, therefore, 24 effective amendments on which 

final agreement has been reached affecting the general scope of 
the bill, as follows: 
Amendments Nos. 1 and 182 are substitutes for sections 1 and 
of the House bill, and, together with a new section, 12, are 
made necessary by the new trade relations between the United 
States and the Philippine Islands, provided for in the general 
tariff bill now under consideration by Congress. 

The Senate amendments are agreed to with amendments pro- 
viding for free admission to the Philippines of all articles, ex- 
cept rice, which are the growth, product, or manufacture of the 
United States or its possessions where the general tariff laws 
of the United States are in force. 

No. 6 removes from the list of prohibited importations dyna- 
mite, gunpowder, firearms, etc., when imported by or for the 
use of the United States or insular governments. 

Agreed to with an amendment in phraseology. 

No. 12, like No. 1, is to make the act conform to the provi- 
sions of the new tariff law of the United States. 

No. 13 increases the duty on cement from 6 cents to 16 cents 
per hundred kilos, which is nearly equivalent to the duty pro- 
vided for in the United States tariff. 

No. 16, by the insertion of the words “ unmounted and unset,” 
separates imitations of precious and semiprecious stones and 
pearls from finished jewelry. 

No. 21 consolidates two paragraphs covering rails, cross-ties, 
switches, etc., into one, and brings both to the lowest rate of 
duty, 40 cents per hundred kilos, a reduction of 5 cents per hun- 
dred kilos. 

No. 127 takes “ Petroleum, crude and refined, and the produc- 
tions thereof” from the free list, and No. 19 makes them dutia- 
ble with tar, pitch, and oils at 25 cents per hundred kilos, or 
about 10 per cent ad valorem for illuminating oil. 

No. 44 is necessitated by the changes in Nos. 19 and 127. 

No. 47 makes match sticks dutiable at the same rate as 
matches, at 20 cents per kilo. 

No. 109 increases the duty on mother-of-pearl buttons from 
$1.30 to $1.50 per kilo. 

No. 111 makes the minimum ad valorem on pear] buttons 50 
per cent, and No. 112 fixes a minimum ad valorem on other 
kinds of buttons at 25 per cent. These changes were adopted 
at the request of the governor-general and Philippine Commis- 
sion, cabled from Manila. 

No. 122 strikes out the definition of wrapper tobacco and pro- 
vides the same rate of duty for wrapper and filler tobacco at 
the wrapper rate, and further equalizes the duties on tobacco 
and manufactures of tobacco with the duties charged on like 
products in the United States. 

No. 155 strikes out paragraph 337, under which supplies and 
materials imported by or for the use of the United States Gov- 
ernment or the government of the Philippines would be admitted 
free of duty under certain conditions. 

Nos. 186, 187, 188, 189, and 190 strike out the export duties at 
varying rates on tobacco, from different provinces, and the re- 
quirement for certificates of origin. 

No. 191 provides for a uniform and lower export duty on to- 
bacco, manufactured and unmanufactured. 


» 


te 
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No. 192 strikes out the export duty on shells of all kinds. 
No. 194 exempts “cement” from wharfage charges on ex. 
portation from the Philippine Islands, 


B. J. Hit, 

J. C. NEEDHAM, 

Epwarp W. Pov, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, the statement is a full explanation 
of all amendments affecting the character of the bill. One hyn. 
dred and seventy of the amendments absolutely did not affect 
the character of the bill, being changes in commas and sey). 
colons, and mere matters of phraseology—simply a matter of 
taste in the English language, and purely informal. If any 
gentleman wishes to ask any questions as to the others, which 
are fully explained in the statement, I will be glad to answer, 
It is a unanimous report. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. I understand that with this new arrange. 
ment with the Philippine Islands we have increased the duty 
on structural steel going into those islands. : 

Mr. HILL. That has not entered into this proposition at ql, 
It is all in the Payne tariff bill. It has not entered into this 
proposition now before the House. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Does the new tariff arrangement with the 
Philippine Islands, which we are now about to inaugurate, ip. 
crease the cost to those people? 

Mr. HILL. That has nothing to do with the measure now 
pending. That is provided for in the Payne tariff bill. That 
is not a subject of conference in this bill. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Then there is nothing in this bill that wil! 
increase the cost to those people ef any American manufac. 
tures? 

Mr. HILL. There is nothing in the conference report that 
will either increase or decrease it. It does not touch it at all, 
It has no relation in any way, shape, or manner. 

Mr. Speaker, if there are no other inquiries to be made, I will 
ask for a vote. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I notice there are a very large number of amend- 
ments put in by the Senate which are agreed to by the House. 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Formal or informal amendments. 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The same thing happened in reference to the 
general tariff bill. Now, I have always recognized the useful- 
ness of the distinguished body at the other end of the Capito! in 
crossing the “t's” and dotting the “i’s” in bills where we had 
omitted to do that. But is it not possible for the Committee on 
Ways and Means of the House to properly punctuate a Dill, to 
properly divide it into sections, or properly paragraph it? Must 
we in all of these cases go to the Senate to have these gram- 
matical forms put in proper shape? 

Mr. HILL. It is entirely possible, Mr. Speaker, and it is sus- 
ceptible of perfect explanation. The bill was drawn originally 
in Manila after public hearings of six months or more. It was 
drawn on a different basis than that on which we are in the 
habit of drawing bills. It left out many words which would 
have been put in it if it had been drawn here. It came to the 
Ways and Means Committee and was changed in accordance 
with the American method. “And” was inserted in many «ses, 
semicolons stricken out, and commas put in. Every change of 
that kind necessitated at the end of the sentences the insertiol 
of the word “and,” inecliding the final article named. It went 
back to the Senate and the customs authorities of the Philip 
pine Islands requested that those things might be changed iv ‘c- 
cordance with their practice, and as it was purely a matte! of 
taste, your conference committee did not deem it wise to raise 
an issue on an unimportant and inconsequential matter, 20d 
we were all agreed in regard to it. 

Mr. MANN. But the Committee on Ways and Means did 
raise an issue? 

Mr. HILL. We raised it in accordance with the Americal 
method. 

Mr. MANN. You had a report before you, and you changed 
it for reasons which seemed good to you. Thereupon the Senate 
changed it back, and you quietly acquiesced in their forms. 

Mr. PAYNE. Where a great statesman has gone throus! 4 
bill and put in a comma where it does not make any difference 
as to the whether it is there or not, and he believe that that is 4 
matter of statesmanship, would you deprive him of it? ’ 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] did 
not hear me state a while ago that I had often found the (is 
tinguished body at the other end of the Capitol crossed © ‘* 









and dotted “i's,” and I could not see why the House let the 
Senate change the bill as they pleased. 

Mr. HILL. In reply to that, I would state that if the law 
was to be administered here the House conferees would prob- 
ably not have conceded on the question of commas; but as it 
was the wish of the parties who were to administer the law, 
10,000 miles from here, we were willing that the punctuation 
should be in accordance with their views, and we very gener- 
ously conceded their request. 

Mr. MANN. Then I presume it was not until the committee 
went into conference that they understood this law was to be 
administered at Manila, and not in the United States? 

Mr. SHARP. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information, Whether there is any change made in these 
amendments affecting the importation of cigars, as to the 
amount? 

Mr. HILL. Oh, not at all. That is disposed of in the Payne 
tariff bill. This has no reference to any question of that kind. 
Mr. Speaker, if there are no other inquiries, I will call for a 
yote. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the conference report 
is agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. Hizt, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
whieh the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 


DAM ACROSS SAVANNAH RIVER BETWEEN EDG=FIELD COUNTY, 8. C 
AND COLUMBIA COUNTY, GA. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (BH. BR. 6277) to authorize the building of a dam across the 
Savannah River at or near the mouth of Stevens Creek, between the 
counties of Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, Ga. 


Be it enacted, ete., That J. L. Hankinson, N. B. Dial, and their 
associates, their successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, au- 
thorized to construct, maintain, and operate a dam across the Savannah 
River at or near the mouth of Stevens Creek, between the counties of 
Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, Ga., in accordance with the provisions 
of an act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of dams across 
navigable waters,” approved June 21, 1906. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
have the gentleman make a statement to the House in reference 
to this bill 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, this is a Dill | 
which was introduced at the last session of Congress and also 
introduced at this session of Congress. I make this request be- 
cause there is no committee to which this bill can be referred, 
as the committee has not yet been appointed. A similar bill 
introduced in the Senate has been favorably considered by the 
committee which had it in charge, and the bill is now upon the | 
calendar with a favorable report. Without violating the rules, | 
I can state that it would have been considered by the Senate 
but for the unanimous-consent agreement in that body not to 
take up any matters not affecting the tariff until that question 
was disposed of. It appears from the statement made by the 
chairman of the committee in the Senate and by the gentleman 
making the report that it is very urgent that this bill should 
pass. Those who are interested in the project have a great 
deal at stake, and unjess the bill pass before the next session of | 
Congress their valuable rights will be seriously injured. I do 
not mean the right to construct the dam, but their property 
rights, which are largely dependent upon the passage of the 
bill by Congress, and if it is not passed there will be a loss to 
the people who are interested in this development in the South. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Will the gentleman allow 
me a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Kindly tell us where the 
dam is to be located—near what city? 

i DABTLEES of Georgia. About 18 or 20 miles above 
custa, 

Mr, ALEXANDER of New York. How high is the dam to be? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not know; but it will be 
in accordance with the rules and regulations prescribed by the 
chief engineer of the War Department. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Do you know the fall of 
the water or what power it will produce? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not know. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Have you any idea what 
power will be furnished? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not know. If the gentle- 
en desires it, I will endeavor to get the information for him. 

t is a very important development. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I do not intend to object. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. This bill follows the rules pro- 
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vided by Congress in a general act. It contains no special pro- 
vision or any exemption, and does not do anything except to 
comply absolutely with the law of Congress on this subject. I 
am perfectly satisfied that the rights of the Government will be 
fully preserved. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I would like to inquire of the gentleman if 


this bill has been before the Chief Engineer's office? 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It was in the last session of 


Congress, and that office approved it. 


Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Is there a dam below the 


proposed dam? 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No; I understand not. 
Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. What imprevements in the 


vicinity have been made in the navigation of the river? 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. They are all below Augusta. 


This will not interfere with the navigation of the river at all. 
The people of that section, on both sides of the river, interested 
in the navigation below desire this bill to be passed. 


Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. No dam exists below that? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No, sir, as I am informed; and 


my information is correct. 


Mr. KEIFER. How far is this dam above the point where 


navigation goes on now? 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Twenty or 25 miles. 
Mr. KEIFER. Has there been in past years any navigation 


of smaller boats above Edgefield? 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. None except small rafts. 
Mr. KELFER. And it is intended abeve Edgefield to build a 


dam? As I understand, this dam is to be located on the Savan- 
nah River. Is there any navigation where this dam is proposed 
to be located? 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No, I understand not, except by 
rafts and flatboats. 

Mr. KEIFER. Has there not been small craft, steamboats, 
that run up there, and has not there been a dispute going en 
for fifty years about making the river so that they get naviga- 
tien up there? 

Mr. BARTLETT eof Georgia. I understand not, from gentle- 
men who reside there. 

Mr. KEIFER. I happen to knew something about it, because 
of being located on tbe Savannah River at one time during the 
Spanish war. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Below Augusta? 

Mr. KEIFER. Of course, below that; but it was not so far 
below but what we had an understanding that there was diffi- 
culty about navigation farther up the river. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman will understand 
that this dam will net be so constructed as to interfere with 
navigation. If it dees, the War Department will net sanction it. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand the bill provides that the dam is 
to be constructed in accordance with an existing law of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And in accordance with the 
rules and regulations prescribed by the War Department. 

Mr. KEIFER. I am not very familiar with that law, but does 
that in all cases provide for any right of navigation? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; that is fully covered in the law. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will not object, but I think it is a dangerous 
way to legislate. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will my colleague yield for a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. For what purpose is this dam to be 
built? Who is te be served by the water power? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Why, the people. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What people? That is what I want to 
know. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. On both sides of the river, 
both in Georgia and South Carolina. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What are they doing; manufacturing, or 
building railroads, or what? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. They are engaged in develop- 
ing power for the purpose of conveying it to those who will use 
it in manufacturing. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. How will that affect the dam now owned 
by the cotton spinners of Augusta? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Not at all. 





Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is it above or below? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Above it, 25 miles. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Above the dam? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Above Augusta, where the dam 
is to develop the water power. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman does not know who is to 
be served by that water power? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Well, the people who are—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. “The people” is a very indefinite term. 
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Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The people of Augusta and 
Eiberton; the people on both sides of the river, both in South 
Carolina and Georgia. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is a corporation building it? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It can do so. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman give the name of the 
corporation, please? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The people of Georgia and 
South Carolina have their money in it. They have already put 
their money into it for the purpose of improving the water 
power for the benefit of the community. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Can I get the name of the cerporation 
that is building it? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The bill states the names—Mr. 
Hankinson, Mr. Dial, and their associates. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Have the people of Augusta consented 
to it? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. There is no objection here. 
The gentleman who represents the district in which the city 
of Augusta is makes no objection to it. It will be of benefit 
to Augusta. 

Mr. PARKER. Has there been any report on this bill by a 
committee? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; at the last session of Con- 
gress. Not at this session, of course, 

Mr. PARKER. In favor of it? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Will the gentleman state what is the rea- 
son why this should be taken up out of its order in this way? 
There are any number of applications here for water power, 
and the committee has withheld its report. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I undertook to give the reason 
for it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. 
did that. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The reason is that this bill was 
expected to pass at the last session of Congress. Contracts 
have been made in that expectation, and if the bill is not passed 
until the next session of Congress, these rights of individuals 
and their interests will be not only jeopardized, but sacrificed. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. That is very likelywo; but I have a case 
in which constituents of mine have spent $75,000 in working on 
a proposition, and their rights to build a dam expired this sum- 
mer, but the committee has not reported any bill in their favor. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will aid the gentleman all I 
can in giving the bill progress. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I want to know why one proposition should 
have this special attention and not another. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will say that I will give the 
gentleman all the assistance in my power. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman fron: Georgia yield to me? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think it only fair to the House 
that I should make a short statement in relation to this bill. 
There are some eight or ten bills which have been introduced 
into the House providing for the construction of dams. Four of 
these are for the construction of dams across the Savannah 
River, the same river that this dam is proposed for. We have 
informed all gentlemen that there would be no dam legislation 
until the question was settled as to the terms upon which legis- 
lation would be granted, a controversy having arisen between 
the last Congress and President Roosevelt as to the terms, 

In this particular case, I may say that the gentlemen to whom 
the franchise runs state that they have invested all of their 
means in obtaining options on the land; that if the permission 
is granted by Congress they have the arrangement made for the 
money with which to construct the dam. If the permission is 
not granted, they say their options will expire and the men will 
be ruined. 

This is one of these cases which in a way appeals to the 
sympathy of men, and I must confess to a certain degree ap- 
peals to my sympathy. I understand, after talking with the 
present President, that he is inclined to think—not to state it 
more strongly—that Congress is not entitled in granting per- 
mits for the construction of a dam to charge for that right 
upon the theory that the Government is the owner of any- 
thing, and probably—I say probably—if a dam bill like this 
were passed it would not be vetoed by the President. 

So far as the construction of a dam is concerned, so far as 
serving the interests of the country is concerned, in the way 
of navigation, that is amply provided for in the general law 
upon the subject, leaving it entirely to the War Department; 
in the first place, where the dam can be constructed, how it 
can be constructed, and reserving to the War Department 


I was not in the Hall when the gentleman 
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authority to require changes to be made for the constructioy 
and reserving to Congress at all times the authority it has i, 
require changes to be made and to require the dam to he 
removed without any expense to the Government. 

But for the reason that has been given, the position that 
these gentlemen are in, it having been impossible to pass the 
bill at the last session of Congress, they being in a place 
where their money is invested and the fact that they will lose 
the investment if that authority is not granted now, after 
stating the situation to the House, I shall not object. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. If the gentleman will allow me a question 
can not Congress at its next session, when this matter has been 
determined, grant the same franchise and preserve the equi- 
ties, although the franchise may now lapse? 

Mr. MANN. I may say that these people have no franchise: 
they have an option on certain lands which it is necessary to 
have on each side of the river in order to obtain the water 
power. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. They have to get the consent of Congress? 

Mr. MANN. Yes; without the consent of Congress all the 
money that they have paid for options is gone. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Can not they buy the land and then wait 
until next winter? 

Mr. MANN. They can not get the money with which to carry 
out the options on the land unless they have the authority to 
build the dam. They say that if they have the authority to 
build the dam they can get the money. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Does the gentleman, as a member of the 
committee having charge of the legislation, think that such an 
equity, when they have not invested the money, is any stronger 
than the equities of the case where the money has been invested 
and the land has already been bought and the right granted by 
Congress to construct a dam has simply expired by limitation? 

Mr. MANN. On the gentleman’s question I should say that 
they did not have any stronger equities, and not as strong. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. And yet a bill of that kind can not get 
out of your committee because there was to be no legislation. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, there has been no 
committee. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I mean at the last session. 

Mr. MANN. At the last session we determined not to re- 
port bills out because the President had announced that he 
would veto any bill that did come out, and the comnittee 
wanted to investigate the general subject before reporting any 
more bills. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I thought that perhaps it would be fairer 
if this were «.llowed to wait and all take the same course after 
the committee has investigated, because these gentlemen can 
lose at best only an option. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Oh, I beg the gentleman's par- 
don. They have invested from seventy-five to ninety thousand 
dollars in money already, and they would lose that. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. In my case my constituents have invested 
over $75,000 in money; they have bought the land. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin, in 
the present situation I should think his people would be ver) 
likely to be safe if they own the land, because I judge that at 
the next session of Congress there will be no difficulty in arriv- 
ing at the proper form of legislation and that the President is 
not going to insist. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I accepted that representation from 4 
prominent member of the gentleman’s committee, and did not 
present my case. I took the word of that Member that the 
equities would be preserved and that no one else would be 
permitted to come in and get a franchise on that particular site 
ahead of us. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I think the gentleman who gave the geutie- 
man the information was justified in making the statement, and 
that the gentleman is right about his bill also. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman from Illinois state 
why this bill was not included in the omnibus bill? : 

Mr. MANN. We did not include any dam bills in the omni! 
bus bill. We included only bridge bills. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. What rights are reserved 
to the Government under these bills? 

Mr. MANN. There is a general law in relation to the con- 
struction of dams providing that when Congress grants ‘- 
thority for the construction of a dam it shall be constructed it 
accordance with that law. That refers to the War Deytt 
ment, the Chief of Engineers, and the Secretary of War the 
authority to approve the plans or to refuse to approve the 
plans, to make such requirements as they may please with 
reference to the plans, to require the parties to put such wait 
power at the disposal of the Government as they may require, 
to require such accessory plant to be constructed for the pur 
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pose of furnishing navigation as the War Department may re- 
quire, authorizing the War Department at any time to change 
these at the expense of the owners of the dam. The rights of 
the Government im that respect, I may say to the gentleman 
from New York, are, I think, as fully conserved as it is possi- 
ple to conserve them. The original bill on that was prepared 
by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and the 
War Department together, 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. One other question. What 
rights have been conserved with reference to paying the Gov- 
ernment for the use of the water? 

Mr. MANN. The only rights that the Government reserves 
as to the question of rates which may be charged for the 
power is that the Secretary of War, in my opinion, may impose 
that as a condition, in the first instance, for granting the ap- 
proval of the plans, and, in the second instance, we reserve 
the right, without any liability en the part of the Government, 
to amend the act at any time. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. The reservation of these 
power rights are sufficiently broad, then, to allow the War De- 
partment, before permitting the construction of the dam, to fix 
certain rates for the use of the water. Is that true? 

Mr. MANN. That is my own opinion in reference to it. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Has there been any test 
ease on that point? 

Mr. MANN. No; there have been no test case on that point. 
The gentleman knows that the general dam law is only a few 
years old. There have been very few dams constructed under it, 
because its provisions are very onerous. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. The purpose of my question 
was simply to learn from the gentleman who is so thoroughly 
familiar with the law whether anything yet has been done by 
the Government toward fixing rates for the use of water. 

Mr. MANN. Nothing has been done. There has been no case 
yet where it was desfrable to fix the rates. On the contrary, in 

_ every case that has been up yet it has been more desirable to 
have the water power developed than it was to prevent the de- 
yelopments, because in none of these cases is there any possi- 
bility of really injuring navigation. The gentleman knows that 
on matters that really affect navigation in connection with im- 
provements of rivers and harbors, the committee, of which I 
sincerely hope the distinguished gentleman will be chairman, 
has jurisdiction. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. One other question. Has 
the bill offered by the gentleman from Georgia been reported 
favorably by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce? 

Mr. MANN. It has not been before the committee at the 
present session. It was not reported at the last session because 
the committee reported no bills. It did receive the favorable 
consideration of the War Department, and has now been re- 
ported favorably by the Senate Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Has it received the favor- 
able consideration of the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. MANN. As far as my own judgment is concerned, I 
think it is a bill that ought to pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
ro question is on the engrossment and third reading of the 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Bartierr of Georgia, a motion to recon- 
Sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota demands 
the regular order. The Clerk will call the committees. 

rhe committees were called. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to tak grom the Speak- 
er's table the urgent deficiency bill (H. R. 11570) reported to the 
House from the Senate this morning with amendments and refer 
the same to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Tle gentleman from Minnesota moves to 
take from the Speaker’s table the urgent deficiency bill, with 
Senate amendments, and refer the same to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

rhe question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 
11570, the urgent deficiency appropriation bil. 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. Are we going to have plenty of time 
for debating these things? 

Mr. TAWNBEY. There will be none unless the House de 
mands it, except under the five-minute rule, but there will be 
time enough for debate under the five-minute rule. I will say 
there will be no disposition to eut off debate—— 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules, the bill having been re 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, with Senate amendments containing provisions that 
would require consideration there, the Chair calls the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Minnesota to the fact that it is 
subject to general debate. Of course general debate is entirely 
in the power of the House whether it shall be long er short. 

Mr. CLARK ef Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I want to state just 
exactly what I want. I do not eare a cent about general de- 
bate, but I do not want to be cut off with five minutes in de- 
bating one of these amendments, if it takes more than five 
minutes to debate it, because some of these amendments I in- 
tend to fight to the jumping-off place. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. I think the gentleman will agree generally 
that with bills I have been in charge of in the Committee of 
the Whole House there has been no captious disposition on 
my part to cut off a Member who had anything to say ger- 
mane and pertinent to a paragraph or amendment, and I do 
not intend to do it in this case. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, say half an hour on a side 
for general debate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. So far as I am concerned, Mr. Speaker, I 
do not think there is anybody on this side who wants any 
time, but if the gentleman from Missouri wants half an hour 
for general debate, well and good. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from 
Minnesota will consent to thirty minutes on a side. We may 
not want to use that much time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, pending my motion, Mr. Speaker, then 
I ask unanimous consent that general debate on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to this bill be limited to one hour, thirty 
minutes on a side, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livine- 
ston] to control the time on that side and myself to control the 
time on this side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan- 
imous consent that general debate in Committee of the Whole 
House upon the Senate amendments to the urgent deficiency bill 
be limited to one hour, one-half to be controlled by the gentle- 
man from Minnesota and one-half by the gentleman from 
Georgia. Is there objection? [After a pause.} The Chair 
hears none. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11570), the urgent deficiency bill, Mr. Haw- 
rey in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (BH. R. 11570) making appropriations to supply urgent defi- 
elencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, and for other pur- 
poses. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the amendments be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the time allowed to 
this side. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I rather want to ask some ques- 
tions than otherwise. I have not had an opportunity to read 
over this bill, but I see in the newspapers that there is a pro- 
vision or an appropriation for an automobile for the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States and one for the Speaker of the House. 
I ask the Chairman if that is true? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the fact. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I have not taken the floor for 
the purpose of eriticising particularly these appropriations as 
applying to these two officers. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, in justice to the Speaker of the House, 
that he informed me on yesterday that that provision was in- 
serted by the Senate as an amendment fo this bill without his 
knowledge or without any intimation from him that he de- 
sired it. 

Mr. SIMS. I had heard that, and I had no doubt of that 





being the fact, and I want to say, Mr. Chairman, after a service 
of twelve years in this House, that in justice to the Speaker of 
the Ffonse and the chairman of this committee, I think they try 


to be real guardians of the public Treasury. 





_———— 
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‘ They do not want extravagance. They may sometimes have 
to yield to it or be embarrassed, perhaps. But what I wish to 
discuss particularly is this: I see automobiles almost every day 
over this city being used, as far as I can tell, by individuals for 
private purposes; they have the brand of the Government on 
them. There is a case that I have seen perhapstwenty times during 
the month of July, of a large, elegant, expensive automobile, so 
far as I can determine from appearances, standing on Nine- 
teenth street, right in front of house No. 1707 or 1709—I can not 
tell which. I do not know who lives there. I do not know who 
uses that automoble; but it is often there in the afternoon 
when I go home, and it is often there when I walk down to get 
the car coming here in the morning. It has on it “ United 
States Quartermaster’s Department.” I want to know what 
right, and upon what authority, and what is the object and pur- 
pose of appropriating the taxes of this country to furnish an 
expensive automobile for some staff officer to travel from the 
War Department building to his private home and return, and 
leave it out there all night, taking the weather as it comes. 
These machines are very expensive to maintain, as well as being 
very expensive to purchase. I was told by a Member of this 
House—I will not use his name, as I have not had permission 
to do so—that some 40 automobiles have been purchased through 
or by or for the Quartermaster’s Department. Pray tell me 
what is the object and purpose of furnishing such extravagant 
means of transportation from a man’s private home to his office 
or place of official business in the city of Washington? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If the gentleman will yield, I happened to 
be talking about this matter in the Quartermaster’s Department, 
and my impression is that the assistant quartermaster told me 
that all the machines in his department were six. I think the 
gentleman’s criticism upon the automobile standing before a 
certain house on Nineteenth street depends on the person who 
lives there. 

The Government has been engaged in the past month in the 
test of the Wright machine at Fort Myer, and the quartermas- 
ter has furnished to the Government experts detailed to attend 
those flights and to look out for the time when the official tests 
would be made, automobiles to follow the car, or to go to Fort 
Myer and engage in that work, and it may be that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee saw an automobile standing in front of 
the house of one of these officers that had been so detailed. I 
do not object to the gentleman’s criticism of the use of these 
machines by private individuals. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know whether any gentleman has had 
the good fortune to walk home from Fort Myer, as I did and 
as many other Members did a few nights ago, but if so he 
would have appreciated an automobile. 

Mr. SIMS. I did not have the misfortune to be there. That 
automobile is No. 2303, “United States Quartermaster’s De- 
partment.” I do not know whether any of the gentlemen de- 
tailed to witness these flights of the flying machine had charge 
of this automobile or not; but, Mr. Chairman, we pay only $8 
to $12 a nsonth to war widows for pensions, while it will take 
more than that to maintain each one of these automobiles. I 
think that we are guilty of great extravagance. Members of this 
House walk home, walk to the departments, or get on a street 
car, or pay their own way, whatever the means of transporta- 
tion. No wonder that employees of the executive department, 
many of them, have gotten so that they do not feel very much 
respect for Members of the House, when they are furnished 
facilities for traveling that raise them socially in the estima- 
tion of themselves, as well as other people, paid out of public 
taxation, far above the plane that Members are able to main- 
tain. I do not see why we do it. I do not see why the dis- 
tinguished chairman of this committeee, if he permits it, does 
so, because I know in his heart he does not approve any such 
unnecessary use of public money. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is the gentleman aware of the way in which 
the War Department and Quartermaster’s Department obtain 
these automobiles? 

Mr. SIMS. I do not know. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are purchased out of the lump sum ap- 
propriations for transportation of the army, which is carried in 
the army appropriation bill. There is no specific authority. 

Mr. SIMS. And that being a matter over which the chairman 
of this committee has no supervision, he is therefore not respon- 
sible. I know it is often embarrassing to the majority of the 
House to criticise the action of the executive departments, but 
we have got a minority over on this side, and I do not see much 
other practical use we can. be except to point out what the ma- 
jority fails to do, and call the public’s attention to the matter 
with the hope that there will be a reform after a while. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Call attention to some of the iniquities that 
they do accomplish. 
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Mr. SIMS. And to some of the things they fail to do. \y 
opposition to this provision is not on account of any prejudice 
against automobiles as instruments. I think the way they are 
often used in the crowded streets of the cities is not only dan. 
gerous but a nuisance. But if these gentlemen in the Quarter. 
master-General’s Department have to have transportation {o 
their homes and that transportation has to be paid for by the 
Government, let them use an ordinary carriage. 


I want to say that I do not believe that the Speaker of thjs 
House sympathizes with this appropriation at all, and I do jot 
think that he cares for any such extravagance. I want to state 
what I saw him do. I have often told it before, because I think 
it to be a good example for the youth of the country. I had the 
pleasure and honor to go with the Speaker once into a shop 
down in this city both of us on the same mission—that of buying 
some underwear. 

A gentleman without the color of blood in his face, and who 
looked like he had never had a day’s good health in his life. 
wanted the Speaker to buy underwear of a particular style for 
its sanitary effect, and said to him that he had worn it, and 
since he had his own health had been superb. It was wort}; $7 
a suit. The Speaker very courteously heard him through, and 
then said: “Give me dollar and a half suits; they are good 
enough for me.” And he bought suits of underwear at §1.50 
instead of taking the $7 suits. I looked at the Speaker, over 70 
years of age, with the bloom of youth in his face, wearing suits 
costing $3, while here was this clerk wearing $7 suits, who was 
probably not getting $40 a week salary. I do not believe the 
Speaker wants an automobile at public expense. 

Mr. MANN. He has one which he bought at his own expense, 

Mr. SIMS. I believe the Speaker of this House and the chair- 
man of this committee have just as much right to ride in these 
expensive machines as any other public official at government 
expense, and that they should have the privilege to use them 
if these other officials are to have them; but I am opposed to 
taxing the people to furnish automobiles to any public official. 

I know how embarrassing it was for the majority to criticise 
the $12,000 appropriation for the two automobiles for the Presi- 
dent, and it was insisted at the time that he should have them 
on account of it being inconvenient for him to ride in an ordi- 
nary carriage. We bought two $6,000 automobiles for him on 
that account, while he has been riding horseback and playing 
golf ever since. I know how embarrassing it is while heads of 
departments, from the President down, indulge in these extriava- 
gances while they are cutting down the salaries of $1,200 clerks; 
but I can not see why we may not draw the line and stop fur- 
nishing expensive, high-priced automobiles to mere department 
chiefs to go to their private homes. 

For the sake of good example, let us not agree to the Senate 
provision for an automobile for the Vice-President and the 
Speaker of this House, not that they are not as much entitled 
to them and much more than maiy others that are getting 
them at the Government’s expense, but it is time that we put 
an end to these unnecessary and useless extravagances. It is 
an example that will have a bad effect on our country. This 
ig a Republic, a simple. Republic, and I am getting tired of 
aping the ways of royalty. Turn your back on all this ex- 
travagance, which will only lead to more extravagance. ‘Tlie 
other day an old clerk came to me who had been in the In- 
terior Department for about sixteen years, and told me lis 
record was absolutely good, that he was counted an authority 
on the work he did, for which he had been getting $1.200 a 
year, and that he had been cut down in salary to $00, a 
reduction of $300, or 25 per cent of his salary had been lo) ed 
off at once. 

“Why did they do it?” I asked. He did not know. “Diu 
your chief make an explanation?” “He did not; but there 
is so much newspaper talk around that the knife is going to 
be applied and expenses are going to be reduced.” Think of 
cutting a $1,200 man down to $900, a man who has been in the 
service sixteen years, while we are paying $12,000 for pleasure 
craft for the President, and now propose $6,000 each for the 
presiding officer of the other body and the presiding officer 
of this. Why, Quartermaster’s Department automobiles ‘re 
so thick in the streets of Washington that you have to dodze 
them if you are on the street. Sunday afternoon I took the 
number of one, and I did not go a hundred yards farther 
until I came to Dupont Circle and had to get out of the way 
of another one with “United States Quartermaster’s Dep.'t- 
ment” on it. 

Mr. MANN. Why does the gentleman live in such an ex- 
pensive and aristocratic quarter of the city? ; 

Mr. SIMS. I do not live there, but have to walk through it. 

Mr. MANN. How can the gentleman afford to live up there? 
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Mr. SIMS. It is a little hard to have to dodge government 
automobiles. I do not care how many individuals may have, 
if they pay for them, for that is not the business of the public; 
but why do you want to tax the people for such things while 
you are paying pensions of six, eight, and twelve dollars a 
month to widows of soldiers, when the maintenance of one of 
these automobiles will exceed perhaps any pension given to a 
private soldier in the United States? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. The impression the gentleman 
has in reference to the vast number of automobiles in the War 
Department is evidently not founded on the exact facts. There 
are, I am informed, in actual service only four such automo- 
piles in the War Department in the city of Washington. One 
of those automobiles is attached to the War College, one is used 
by the attending surgeon of the War Department in this city, 
another is the automobile ambulance, and the fourth is used 
by the Secretary of War. There are in addition to that two 
automobiles that have been turned in from the service in Cuba, 
which are now in the course of repair and, I believe, not in 
active service. 

Mr. SIMS. Can the gentleman tell me who is using 2303, 
that is on Nineteenth street almost as regularly as the sun goes 
up and down? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. 
the gentleman refers to as standing on Nineteenth street is 


the one used by the attending surgeon, Doctor Davis, who re- | 


sides at 1707. 
Mr. SIMS. 


Department. I do not know how many; but if there is only 
one for that purpose, does the gentleman indorse it? 

Mr. MANN. The farmers of my district have a great many 
more than that. 

Mr. SIMS. But they do not pay for them out of government 
money. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
side. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know that I shall use any of the 
time on this side in general debate. 


I have no further calls for time on this 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the chair- | 


man of the Appropriation Committee a question or two. If I 
recall correctly, when this bill passed the House it carried a 


provision of $27,000 fer the Attorney-General’s Department. Is! 


that correct? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. 
the bill, that that has been increased $21,725. Is that correct? 
Mr. TAWNEY. It must be correct, if it is in the bill. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. In other words, the Senate appropri- 
ation 





Mr. TAWNEY. These Senate amendments on page 18 are all | 


for the salaries of the new officers connected with the customs 
court of appeals, authorized in the pending tariff bill. The ap- 
propriation for their salaries has no relation whatever to the 
$27,000 déficiency for compensation for assistants to the Attor- 
ney-General. ; 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
Senate of $21,725 is for additional assistants to the Attorney- 
General to carry on the operations of the court of customs 
appeals? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; for the salaries of the necessary officers 
for the customs court. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Minnesota a question. On page 3, 
beginning on line 5, there is a statement of an amendment “ for 
defraying the expenses of the next meeting of the International 
Union for the Protection of Industrial Property, to be held at 
Washington, D. C., in May, 1910, $15,000.” Can the gentleman 
State what the purpose of that meeting is and what the indus- 
trial property is that it is desired to protect? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say in answer to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that this is intended to defray the expenses of the 


international congress, which was invited to hold its meeting | 


here in May, 1910. The congress is for the protection of inter- 
national industrial property. The work of the congress relates 
exclusively to patents, patent rights, patent laws, and copyright 
Jaws. There has been for a number of years an international 
congress, which now includes every important country in the 
world, for the consideration of these questions. These con- 
gresses are held under the provisions of an international agree- 
ment, to which all the principal nations of the world are parties. 
The delegates from the different countries meet from time to 
time for the purpose of considering what modifications in the 












































I assume that the automobile | 


A Member of the House told me that about | 
40 automobiles have been bought through the Quartermaster’s | 


I see by one amendment, on page 18 of | 


Then the appropriation added by the | 
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patent laws and copyright laws of the various nations ean be 
made so as to make them as nearly uniform as possible, and to 
give equal protection to the patentees, the owners of copyrights, 
and commercial names in the various nations that are parties 
to this convention. 

The next meeting is to be held here, and it is held here on the 
invitation of the President of the United States, extended to the 
congress in 1904 or 1906, I am not certain which. 

At the last session the congress accepted the invitation of 
the President of the United States to hold its next meeting 
here, and this appropriation is intended merely to provide such 
entertainment as has been extended to the congress by other 
nations heretofore. It relates exclusively to patents and copy- 
rights and the protection of commercial names. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman from Minne- 
sota allow me a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does not the gentleman think it 
would be better for Congress to pass an act debarring sll for- 
eigners from taking out patents in this country unless they com- 
ply with the laws, or, in other words, unless we have reci- 
procity between the United States and all those governments? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ' That is one of the matters I am informed by 
the Commissioner of Patents that is to be considered at the 
| next congress. It is an important congress, and some of the 
most important questions in relation to the subject of uniform 
patent laws in the principal nations of the world are to be con- 
sidered at the next meeting to be held in this city in the month 
| of May, 1910. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is not it a fact that foreigners 
distriminate against us in this respect? For instance, they re- 
quire us to operate our patent within one, two, or three years 
or forfeit it, and require us to pay exorbitant fees in foreign 
countries, much larger fees than are required here. I do not 
| believe it is practicable to have universal patent laws in 

various countries, but it is possible for the United States to 

| assert its rights and require foreigners to pay the same amount 
of fees that we are required to pay there on the same article, 
and to have complete reciprocity of that kind. I do not believe 
that this international congress will accomplish anything any 
more than the peace congress accomplished. The more peace 
congresses we have, the greater navies we have to have, and 
the greater navies other countries have. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
| from Connecticut [Mr. HILr]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I may want a little more time. 
I find in the ConeressioNaAL RecorpD, July 31, an amendment, 
page 5, after line 3, to insert authority to take a large sum 
from the fund appropriated for administering the denatured- 
| alcohol law and transfer it to meet the expense of collecting the 
corporation tax. 

I received a letter some time ago from Connecticut stating 
it was evident that another body besides this one had ap- 
parently in the hot weather lost its sense of humor, for they 
| had under consideration a bill the title of which was “to 
encourage home industries,” and then in the same bill they put 
a tax on the corporations which are carrying on these indus- 
tries, and the people of Connecticut did not see the humor of 
the situation. 

This proposition is to take away from the fund that is pro- 
vided for the development of the industrial arts of the United 
States and appropriate it for the purpose of collecting the taxes 
| imposed on the industries of the United States. I wawnt to call 
| the attention of the chairman of the committee to this amend- 
ment and to express the hope that he will stand for retaining 
a reasonable proportion of that money, indeed whatever is 
necessary, to administer the denatured-alcohol law. I call at- 
tention to the very short debate in the Senate in regard to the 
matter. 

Now, a word or. two in regard to it. The increase in the use 
of denatured alcohol during the past fiscal year has been nearly 
50 per cent over that of the year before, increasing from six 
and one-half million proof gallons to over 9,000,000 of proof 
gallons, the actual figures being 4,556,019 wine gallons for the 
fiscal year of 1909 as against 3,321,451 wine gallons for the 
preceding year. 

The reason for not having a greater increase, Mr. Chairman, 
is this: When the law was passed the estimated cost of de- 
| natured alcohol was based on an average cost of corn for the 
preceding ten years of 32 cents a bushel on the farm. When 
I say to you that during the last three years the price of corn 
has risen from 32 cents to 65 cents and even to So cents a 
bushel, it will be seen that it is a good reason why the consump 
tion of denatured alcohol has not been greater. I want to call 
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the attention of the Members of the House to another thing, 
and that is that denatured alcohol is now entering largely 
into the processes of manufacture of nearly a hundred of the 
leading industries in the United States. When the tariff bill 
was being made up last winter the committee asked the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue to telegraph to the various con- 
sumers and ask them what the effect of the denatured-alcohol 
law had been upon their industries, and we got replies from 
all over the country. The Payne bill was framed, so far as 
those 4ndustries were concerned, making full allowance in re- 
duced import duties because of the changes in cost of produc- 
tion which had been brought about because of the enactment 
of the law. For example, chloroform, which cost 60 cents a 
pound the day before the law was enacted, was 15 cents a 
pound the day after it was enacted, and I think you will find 
that the duty on that article in the Payne bill was cut in 
two. The same thing is true in regard to celluloid, although 
I think that was afterwards raised in the Senate. The same, 
also, in respect to spirit varnish. The manufacturers told -us 
that under the benefits of the denatured-alechol law they were 
making varnish at a cost of $1.50 a gallon less than they were 
‘before, and we took the specifie duty of $1.32 right off from 
the import duty on spirit varnish. So we followed the ad- 
vantage of that law straight through in the preparation of 
the Payne bill last winter. This law has thus come to be a 
direct benefit to the consumer in the reduction of the cost of 
the finished product into which denatured alcohol enters. The 
industry is increasing. In the face of panic conditions the 
consumption of denatured alcohol has increased nearly 50 per 
eent over the consumption of the previous year. I doubt 
whether many other industries can make so good a showing 
for the same period. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I suggest to the gentleman also that 
another trouble why we have not succeeded better is that the 
distilleries of this country are in the hands of corporations— 
large combinations of capital—and the smaller moneyed people 
of the country have not yet had an opportunity to go into the 
business of distillers of alcohol. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. HILL. It took two years after the first law was en- 
acted to make it possible for the farm distillery to operate, 
and even now they can not make over 100 gallons a day. 
Ninety per cent of the denatured alcohol made in Germany to- 
day is made on the farm, and the time will come when that 
will be so here. The men who are attempting to discredit this 
law here are living back in the middle ages and are blind 
to the progress of the times. Some day they will wake up and 
find that the world has moved forward. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. Is it not also true that one reason 
the amount consumed has not increased any faster than it has 
is that when we passed the bill there were no alcohol stoves 
then on the market nor alcohol lamps? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And that really they have not had 
time to get them on the market as yet. 

Mr. HILL. They are getting them there now. How much 
effect the law had on increasing the price of corn I do not know. 
Of course it is impossible to determine that. I do know that 
corn has doubled in price for some reason since the first law 
was passed. I know another thing, that waste molasses, which 
was a drug in the market at 2 cents a gallon when that law 
was passed, is to-day worth 11 cents a gallon. So that it has 
had an effect in reducing the manufacturing cost of a great 
many things, and has had a good effect in lifting the price of 
the waste material of molasses and helping to increase the price 
of corn. 

I want the Members of the House to stand by this proeposi- 
tion, and not have all of that money taken away from that fund 
and given for the purpose of imposing what, in my judgment— 
and I do not hesitate to say it—is an unnecessary tax upon 
the people of this country. I am one of those people who be- 
fieve that it is possible for the United States Government to 
pay its running expenses out of customs and internal revenue, 
and if we can not do it we had better cut down our expenses. 
But I do not want to see money appropriated for a legitimate, 
productive industry in this country taken away from that fund 
and used to pay the expense of collecting taxes. I hope that 
the chairman of the Appropriations Committee will be very 
careful in agreeing to this amendment, and see that it is so 
modified as to protect this rapidly developing industry, and not 
allow it to be absolutely controlled by one great combination. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr, Chairman, I am an advocate 
of the constitutional doctrine that taxation should be made uni- 
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form throughout the United States. That clause, section s 
Article I, is as follows: 

Congress shall have power to collect taxes, duties, ete., but all dutics 
etc., shall be uniform throughout the United States. , 

And to be uniform it must apply to both tariff taxation—for no 
well-informed person will now deny that a tariff is a tax—anq 
to property taxation. An income and an inheritance tax is the 
only way that the wealthy members of society can be constitu- 
tionally made to bear their pro-rata part of the burdens of 
government, 

Governments must protect both the life and the property of a] 
of its citizens, because the fifth amendment to the Constitution 
says: 

No person, etc., shall be deprived of life, liberty, or pioginty except 
by due process of law,. nor shall private property be taken for public use. 

Hence property should pay its part of the burden imposed on 
all the people for its protection. Yet the millionaires seek to 
avoid this just tax and declare that it is rank socialism to de- 
mand such a tax. Mr. Post, the proprietor of Postum breakfast 
food, a millionaire, says in the July number of his magazine, 
the Square Deal, on page 11, in speaking of the income tax: 

The pending proposition seems to cater to the error of socialism, 
which proposes to mulet the prosperous and relieve other classes of the 
burdens of government. 

Further on in the same article he says: 


But if the necessity demand, let every man have the 
his share; a tax of one-eighth of 1 per cent on all 
wages, interests, or profits would yield a large sum. 

Every State in this Union exempts from taxation a certain 
amount of property to every family, yet this man Post, whose 
magazine is published for the express purpose of destroying 
labor organizations, urges Congress to make the laborer give up 
part of his small pittance of wages as a tax to the Government, 

Mr. Chairman, the Republican party has been driven by public 
opinion to submit the question of amending the Constitution so 
that an income tax may be levied, and every vote cast against 
the measure in the House of Representatives was cast by Repub- 
licans; every Democrat voted for the resolution. 

I introduced a similar resolution in this House more then 
twelve years ago, and reintroduced it in each Congress since, 
yet it received no consideration whatever from the Judiciary 
Committee, which has always been composed of a majority of 
Republicans, but the proposition was held up until the party 
in power is now forced to put it through as a Republican meas- 
ure, and purely for the purpose of saving their political scalps, 
for they know that an overwhelming majority of the American 
people favor an income tax. 

The Democratie party has in all of its recent platforms de- 
elared in favor of this tax. 

Mr. Chairman, the Republican party has been in power for 
more than forty years, almost continuously, and this is the first 
time it ever in any way made any move to enact an income tax. 
They have never had it in their platform, but, on the other 
hand, they have repeatedly voted down every proposition made 
by the Democrats to tax incomes, on the ground that the Su- 
preme Court in the Pollock case had held such a tax unconsti- 
tutional, and therefore the court’s decision must be: respected, 
and to require them to pass on the question again would be an 
attack en the Supreme Court and lead to anarchy. This saine 
party, however, in its platform of 1860 denounced federal 
courts in severe terms, and one of their great orators on the 
stump that year denounced the Constitution itself as a cove- 
nant with death and a league with hell. 

Mr. Chairman, the federal courts are denounced in the fifth 
resolution of that famous Republican platform of 1860, and, 
strange to say, the next resolution, No. 6, in denouncing tLe 
Democratic party of 1860, so well describes the Republican party 
of 1908 that I can not forego the pleasure of here repeating it 
for the edification of my Republican friends in this House, 
because it now exactly describes the Republican policies and 
laws. It reads as follows, namely: | 

That the ople justly view with alarm the reckless extravagance 
which pervades every department of the Federal Government; that 4 


return to rigid economy and accountability is indispensable to arrest 


the systematic plunder of the Public T vored partisans, 


while the recent startling developments of fraud and corruption at tle 
federal metropolis show that an entire change of administration is 
imperatively demanded. 

The reckless extravagance of the Republican party duris 
its long lease of power has promoted and granted special priv! 
leges to corporations, and the power and opportunity was thus 
given them to form the gigantic trusts that are now, throuz! 
tariff manipulations and unlawful combinations of capital, 
fixing the prices on all the necessities of life, thereby levyins 
a tax upon want, and thus compelling the laboring and wealth- 
producing masses to add to their already enormous overburden 


rivilege of doing 
ncomes, salaries, 
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of wealth. On the other hand, this same Republican party 
has by its reckless extravagance shown plainly that the peo- 
ple, in self-defense, must rise up in their might and power at 
the ballot box and secure an entire change of administration, 
just as their party did the Democrats in 1860, and for the 
same reason as they gave for defeating the Democrats in their 
platform above quoted. Thus history will repeat itself. 

The Democrats came into power in the House of Representa- 
tives in 1876, when the people elected Samuel J. Tilden Presi- 
dent, only to be defrauded out of his office by Rutherford B. 
Hayes, through the 8 to 7 commission. This disgraceful pro- 
ceeding forms the darkest page of our country’s history. A 
Democratic House was also elected at that election. 

The next national Democratic platform, in 1880, in its last 
clause, “ congratulates the country upon the honesty and thrift 
of its Democratic Congress, which has reduced the public ex- 
penditures $40,000,000 a year.” When did the Republican party 
ever so congratulate this country on reducing taxation or ex- 
penditures? They are swift to add taxes and expenditures, 
but never reduce them. 

This discredited party draws its campaign funds largely 
from the protected monopolies, and they have become its 
master. 

The lumber trust has always contributed largely to the Re- 
publican campaign fund, and it held up the Speaker of the 
House a few days ago, and he subserviently violated all pre- 
cedests in appointing the conferees on the tariff bill. He put 
on that conference committee Mr. Forpney, a millionaire lum- 
berman, who was not entitled to the place. 

The Washington Post the next morning, in an editorial, says, 
in speaking of the President’s letter sent to the conference 
committee on yesterday (July 30) : 


That letter was the executive ultimatum. It set forth the Presi- 
dent's final word. Mr. Taft, in polite but direct terms, and by the use 
of words well chosen for the mission the letter was intended to per- 
form, told the conference committee he would agree to not a cent more 
than $1.25 on rough lumber, with the Senate differentials; that the 
Senate schedule on gloves must be agreed to; that the hosiery rates 
must be reduced; and the previous agreement regarding hides and 
leather products carried out in the strict letter. 


WOULD USE INFLUENCE. 


If this were done, the President stated, he would use his influence 
to see that the bill was agreed to in both houses, and he asserted that 
the adoption of any rates other than the ones he designated in these 
pestiontar schedules would compel him to withhold his approval of 
the bill, 

The cold-blooded statement of possible veto appeared nowhere in the 
letter, but those who read it saw the word “veto” spelled out dis- 
tinctly between the lines. 

There was much gnashing of teeth of legislators, but they realized, 
as did the representatives of the lumber interests who have filled the 
corridors of the Senate Office Building for days, that if they did not 
accept what the President asked and the bill failed at this session 
there was great possibility of dollar lumber being thrust upon them at 
a later day, if, indeed, they did not come face to face with free lumber. 

The inevitable followed, even a final visit and appeal from the 
Speaker being fruitless. The agreement was reached in accordance 
with his demands, and the conference report was signed at 4.55 o'clock. 

For the purpose of conciliating the Senators from the Western States, 
where there are lumber and mining interests, so they might vote for 
the bill if it should carry $1.25 lumber, the lead schedule was revised 
at the last moment, and the differential on pig lead and bullion in- 
creased by one-eighth of a cent. 

* . * > * - 7 

At noon Representatives ForpNey and CALDERHEAD went to the 
White House; from there to the office of Speaker CaNNoN, and then 
back to the conference chamber. Later they conferred with a number 
of Northwestern Senators who were interested in the lumber question. 

After their activities without the conference room Speaker CANNON 
was seen hurrying down the main corridor. The door to the confer- 


So room was thrown open, and he was permitted to enter without 
delay, 


This statement of the Post makes it clear what influence 
defeated the Democratic demand for free lumber. 
The Post, in the same article, shows why cotton bagging was 


a put on the free list. It speaks of this minority demand as | 
OHOWS: 


The minority members were in the conference chamber less than an 
hour. At the outset Representative GricGs, speaking for his associ- 
ates, said they were not disposed to delay proceedings. He suggested 
that if the Republicans would consent to put cotton bagging on the 
free list they would show the utmost celerity in bringing the conference 
reper to 3 oo. : 

Many 0 e conferees were disposed to grant this request, but Rep- 
resentative McCaLL, of Massachusetts, protested vigorously, on the 
ground that it would injure. the manufactories in his State which turn 
out cotton bagging. So emphatic were his objections that it was seen 
that agreement would be delayed if such action were attempted. 

CONTINUED IN SESSION. 
; am Republican members continued in session after the Democrats 
e the chamber. There followed one of the busiest scenes witnessed 
S ut the corridors of the Senate Office Building during the three weeks 

e bill has been in conference. Scurrying to and from the chamber 
Were Senators and Members of the House, Mb with representatives 
of special interests to get a “ final word” wit e conferees. 


Thus it appears that the special interest, the cotton-bagging 
trust, had an advocate on the committee, Mr. McCatz, who suc- 


ceeded in defeating the South’s demand for free bagging for 
their cotton; and before this unjust action had been taken 
all the Democrats were excluded from the committee room. 
The New York Sun, speaking editorially, says that there is 
a chance for Democratic success. The editorial is as fol- 
Ows: 


CHANCE FOR DEMOCRATS—PRESENTED BY FATE WITH OPPORTUNITY OF 
GREAT POSSIBILITIES. 
[From the New York Sun.] 

To no political party has fate preserted an opportunity more filled 
with possibilities of success than that which to-day invites the Demo- 
crats of the United States. An issue peculiarly their own commands 
and receives the support of an overwhelming majority of the electorate, 
divides the councils of their opponents, sets the Republican Chief Ex- 
ecutive against the most powerful Republican managers in the Senate, 
disrupts the majority organization in the Senate, and breeds insub- 
ordination in the dominant machine of the House. 

In these circumstances what might not honest and industrious, 
disinterested leadership accomplish? What relief might it not bring to 
the Nation? What rewards of gratitude, respect, and honor might it 
not reasonably expect? What heights of power and preferment might 
it not legitimately win? 


Mr. Chairman, it appears that the woolen schedule is equally 
as oppressive to the people who wear woolen clothing as are 
the schedules I referred to. I only this morning received a 
letter from Mr. Edward Moir, a Republican manufacturer, 
showing this discrimination. His letter is as follows: 

THE CARDED WOOLEN MANUFACTURERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Boston, Mass., July 30, 1909. 


Sir: The tariff bill you are about to vote upon leaves the wool and 
wool-goods tariff practically unchanged. 

That schedule places low duties on the wool used by the worsted 
spinners and prohibitory duties on wool suited for carded woolen goods. 

It imposes prohibitory duties on the by-products of worsted spinning, 
which are raw material for carded woolen mills «nd can not be used 
by worsted spinners. 

It apportions the duty on worsted yarn and cloth to favor the spin- 
ner and discriminates against the weaver, giving the worsted spinner a 
monopoly of the production and sale of both yarn and by-products, and 
placing the carded woolen manufacturer and the worsted weaver at the 
spinner’s mercy. 

It exposes the growers of long, light-shrinking wool to ruinous for- 
eign competition, while by prohibitory duties it gives a monopoly to the 
growers of shorter and heavy-shrinking wools. 

It places the lowest rates on wool suited for high-priced clothing and 
the highest rates on wool used for the low-priced clothing worn by the 
masses. 

It deprives the American people of a sufficient supply of all wool 
clothing, forcing the use of excessively light-woo! cloths or fabrics made 
of cotton and inferior shoddy. 

The tariff bill you are about to vote upon is contrary to the principle 
of tariff revision as stated in the Republican platform of 1908, 

It violates the principles of justice on which our Government was 
founded. 

In its present form it is in almost exact agreement with a compact 
formed by its chief beneficiaries at Chicago on October 15, 1908, three 
weeks before the election at which the present House and President 
were chosen. 

For these reasons we protest against the passage of this bill, and 
call upon you to vote against it and on the President to veto it if it 
should pass both Houses of Congress. 

Respectfully, EDWARD Morr, 
President. 
Hon. J. H. STHPHENS, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. Chairman, this discrimination made in this tariff bill—and 
as shown in this letter—in favor of the woolen manufacturing 
interests of this country is outrageous, but by it, I presume, 
the Republicans are preparing to repay the money given them 
as campaign funds under the agreement of October 15, 1908, 
and referred to in the above letter. We have in Texas many 
farmers who raise both cotton and wheat; the bagging that 
eovers the cotton is highly taxed, the rate being so high that it 
is almost prohibitive, while the wheat raised in the same field 
is bound by free binding twine, yet the material out of which 
the bagging and twine are made is the same. 

What is the reason for this irregularity? It is because wheat 
is produced mainly in the North and cotton only in the southern 
zones of this country. The zones growing these two great 
wealth-producing crops meet in northern Texas. The county 
in which I live—Wilbarger—a few years ago competed in our 
state fair, held annually at Dallas, for the first prize in both 
wheat and cotton, and, strange to say, they won both prizes. 
South of my district cotton is the main crop, but north of it 
wheat is the principal crop. Now, Mr. Speaker, the point I make 
is this: Why is the farmer’s cotton bagging taxed highly in the 
Democratic South and no tax at all put on binding twine in the 
Republican North and West? Mr. Speaker, this discrimination 
is carried further; the woolen schedule in this bill is very 
high, the northern and western Republican States producing 
nearly all the wool; hence the wool growing on the backs of 
sheep is taxed to the prohibitive point, while the hides growing 
on the backs of cattle are not at all protected. The reason, in 
my judgment, is the same as in the cotton and wheat schedules, 
viz, the sheep are raised in the North and cattle raised mainly 
in the Democratic South and West and where the people are 
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largely Democratie; hence they are punished by the Republican 


party for their political sins by these unjust discrimimations. 


The President has long been urging the Democrats of the 


South to vote the Republican ticket, so that they, I presume, 
could become tariff xebbers and share in the spoils of the tariff 
equally with the North; but they have refused and failed to 
do so, and have been discriminated against in this bill by having 
their cotton bagging and ties heavily taxed and at the same 
time the cattle raisers have been punished for not voting the 
Republican ticket by having their hides put on the free list. 

Mr. Chairman, the following schedule will show how the Sen- 
ate and House bills have increased the tariff burden above the 
present law, and the conferees can not, in making up their final 
report, which will become a law, reduce the law below the in- 
crease in the House bill, which is $4,713,026. In any event, the 
tariff will be revised upward and not downward, as promised by 
both Candidate Taft and President Taft, and also by the Re- 
publican party in their platform; and ‘thus again the Republican 
party will have succeeded in fooling the people by adding to 
their great burden of taxation by means of the wariff. Also, 
they will thus further aid the trust magnates im accumulating 
vast fortunes with which to further aid in keeping the Repub- 
lican party in power. 

The schedule I refer to is as follows. This schedule shows 


conclusively how the people have ‘been buncoed and fooled in 
this tariff deal: 


Increases of duties of the House and Senate bills over the Dingley tar, 
calculated on ‘the quantities and values of émports for 1907. 


House. Senate. 


Schedule— 


Decrease. | Increase. | Decrease. 


I i iivstsncend clita | ieediinianitial ~ 
Barthenware, ete 

Metals, ete 

. Wood, ete 

Sugar, etc 

Tobacco, ete 

. Agricultural products 

PO tc eh a ee 

Ootton, ete 


EUR... necdiccudwansad 
. Sundries 


A 
B. 
0. 
D 
E. 
F. 
G 
H 
§ 
J. 
K. 
L. 
M 
N 








* Unchanged. 


Increase of Senate bill over House bill 


$6,591,431 
Increase of House bill over present law 


4,713,026 
Increase of Senate bill over present law 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will ask that the bill be 
now read under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN, The clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page i, line 7, after “namely,” insert: 

“Provided, That the several amounts herein appropriated for salaries 
shall be accepted in full payment by the persons holding such positions.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, unfortunately the bill as it 
passed the Senate with the Senate amendments has not been 
printed, and I therefore have not a print of the bill and I ask 
the clerk when he has finished reading an amendment that he 
indicate it, so that I may make the motion to disagree. I move, 
Mr. Chairman, that the committee recommend a disagreement 
to the Senate amendment just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves 
that the committee disagree to the amendment just read. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand 
H. R. 11570, entitled “In the Senate of the United States,” 
apparently containing a great many Senate amendments. Is 
this the bill which is now being read? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, it is the bill that the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate reported to the Senate. Now, 
this bill, when before the Senate, was considered and amended 
on the floor of the Senate, so that the bill as it passed the 
Senate with the amendments agreed to in the Senate has not been 
printed and did not contain amendments in addition to those 
which the Committee en Appropriations recommended to the 
Senate and which are included in this bill. The Conerressionas 
ReEcorp—— 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The bill which I hold in my hand con- 
tains Senate amendments—— 


Mr. TAWNEY. It contains Senate amendments which the 
Committee on Appropriations agreed to and recommended to 
the Senate, and which were adopted by the Senate, but it does 
not contain the amendments which were offered upon the floor 
of the Senate during the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. My purpose in inguiring—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘The Concressionat Recorp of Saturday con- 
tains the amendments which were agreed to. 

Mr. STAFFORD. But not seriatim. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not seriatim. 

Mr. JAMBHS. Mr. Chairman, that is the question I wanted 
to ask. I understand from the newspapers that the salary of 
the judges of the United States court of customs appeals had 
been reduced by a Senate amendment from $10,000 to $7,500. 
‘This bill here appears to give them a salary of $10,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand that, but the bill which passed 
the Senate is at the Clerk’s desk—— 

Mr. JAMBS. Was the salary fixed at $10,000 or $7,500? 
$ Mr. ‘TAWNDY. In the bill as it passed the Senate it way 

7,000. 

Mr. MACON. Seven thousand dollars. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. Seven thousand dollars, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, after line 13, insert 

es enable the President to secure information and to assist the 
officers of the Government in the administration of the customs laws, 
as provided in section 2 of the tariff bill, relating to the maximum and 


minimum rates, $100,000. Anda detailed statement of all expenditures 
under this pro sion shall be made to Congress at its next regular 


session.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
recommend a disagreement to that Senate amendment. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a few 
remarks right there under the five-minute rule, I believe. I have 
no objection to the motion of the gentleman, but I want to ask 
the chairman of the committee having this bill in charge to 
turn to page 22 of the bill—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. If members of the committee will defer ask- 
ing questions concerning any particular amendments until they 
are reached I think it will facilitate the work of the committee 
in considering these amendments. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, if the gentleman prefers to answer at 
that time—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will answer the gentleman if he has any- 
thing else to do and desires to leave the floor of the House at 
this time. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Inasmuch as we were on the automobile 
question a little while ago—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘That was in general debate. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I understand that perfectly well, but if the 
gentleman prefers that I wait until the item is reached I will 
do so. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I prefer to take them up in their order as 
we consider them. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I understood the situation thoroughly before 
anybody made the suggestion, but if the gentleman desires I 
will wait. 

Mr. JAMES. Well, the time for general debate was not 
used up. 

The Senate amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, after line 13, insert: “Department of State.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move a disagreement to 
that amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
nse fac trade and treaty relations: For defrayin 
c 


penses urred in connection with fore trade relations which come 
within the jurisdiction of the ith sense <o tariff legisia- 


tion and - erwise, and in the negotiation and tion of treaties, 

arrangements, and agreements for the advancement of commercial and 
other interests of the United States, and for the maintenance of a divi- 
sion of far eastern affairs in the Department of State, including the pay- 


ment of necessary aan. at the seat of government or elsewhere, to 
be selected, and their tion of 8 State and 


compensa 

to be nee under his direction, fiscal year 1910, $1 

tailed stat res under _ copuigtiolien ‘shall We 
a Games by the Secretary of Sta 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move the committee recom- 
mend a disagreement to the amendment just read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman does not desire 
now to give us any information as to why this is necessary’? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say, Mr. Chairman, for the informa- 
tion of the committee, that, knowing that this amendment 
would be offered in the Senate, and would therefore have to be 
considered by the House and by the conferees on the part of 
the House on this bill, I obtained from the Secretary of State 


the necessary ex- 
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full and complete information showing the necessity for this 
appropriation. I have in my hand a letter which is very full 
and complete so far as the necessity for the appropriation goes, 
and which I think onght to be published in the Recorp. I will 
not take the time of the committee to read it. This is a letter 
from the Secretary of State which goes over the whole question 
very fully. There are two principal reasons given by the Secre- 
tary for this additional appropriation. One grows out of our 
constantly increasing and expanding commerce in the South 
American countries and in the oriental countries. The other 
is the increased duties that will be imposed upon the State 
Department in its administration of the maximum and mini- 
mum features of the pending tariff bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Right there may I interrupt 
the gentleman to say that there is another amendment on this 
bill which also appropriates, if I understand, $100,000 to en- 
able the President to do something in the way the gentleman 
mentions? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand the amendment which was 
read a moment ago and disagreed to by the committee makes 
an appropriation of $100,000 to be exclusively used by the 
President of the United States in connection with the adminis- 
tration of the maximum and minimum tariff provision. As I 
recall that provision, it places upon the President of the 
United States the duty of obtaining certain information re- 
garding the tariff laws of other countries, as well as their 
customs regulations, for the purpose of ascertaining whether or 
not there is any discrimination by these countries against the 
products of the United States. The President is obliged to act 
upon this matter March 31, 1910. I have ne other information 
in regard to the necessity for this $100,000 appropriation. The 
appropriation is to enable the President to collect information 
to guide him im the action which the law requires him to take 
when the time comes in respect to these foreign tariff conditions. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman can not now 
tell, because the gentleman has no information, nor have I, 
and I apprehend the House has none—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia 
that from my present information—and I will have to be guided 
entirely by that in the absence of other information—lI ques- 
tion seriously the necessity for appropriating $100,000 in addi- 
tion to the $100,000 appropriated for the State Department. 
It does seem to me there will be more or less duplication. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. That is the reason I brought 
the matter to the attention of the gentleman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And I shall have to have more light on the 
subject than I now have as toe the necessity for that $100,000 
before I agree in conference to making the appropriation. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman will put these 
letters that he has in the Recorp? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will insert in the Recorp, 
in this connection, the letter of the Secretary of State giving 
full information regarding the necessity for that $100,000 ap- 
propriation. 

DEPARTMENT OF Strats, 

Washington, July 28, 1909. 
Hon. James A. TAWNEY, 

Chairman Committee on A 


opriations, 
ouse of Representatives. 


Str: Referring to the letter of the 23d imstant from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting to Congress a request for an appropria- 
tion of $100, for this department, I have the honor to submit the 
following statement of some of the reasons for asking for an additional 
appropriation : 

This Government has for years been struggling to keep open the com- 
mercial, financial, and business opportunities in the foreign field and 
to encourage, fester, and guide the efforts of those American interests 
which have hitherto made foreign business a serious aim. It has long 
been recognized that the Department of State, upon which falls this 
heavy aw. has been ———a handicapped by the lack of 
sufficient funds to make possible flexibi nf scientific specialization, and 
Cosrinaeleys and a well-trained, adequate, and well-organized foreign 
service, 

With the results of Intense internal development, all countries are 
now turning their attention more earnestly to foreign trade, and there 
is 2 new era of international commercial expansion. Occupied with 
this, Se diplomacy of to-day has become of the greatest practical busi- 
hess importance. 

_ By a fortunate epincifence, the development of the resources of the 
United States has so synchronized with this world movement that the 
moment when intense competition makes it well-nigh impossible for 
any government to hold open opportunities unless they are availed of is 
also the moment when surplus production and accumulated wealth in 
all parts of the United States place men of business in position ener- 
getically to assail foreign markets and to avail of foreign epportunities. 

China and Latin America are ized by the world as the regions 
of richest potentiality as fields for foreign commerce and investment, 
and it happens that China and the rest of the Far East and Latin 
America are ically, by tradition and by common consent, two 
fields preeminently adapted for American enterprise. 

In both these regions the ratio between present d ment and the 
amazing statistics which by every law future history will record is too 
well recognized to require statement. In both these ficlds individual 
effort must be eee, fostered, and supported thro the instru- 
mentalities of the foreign service in its departmental, diplomatic, and 





consular branches, in order that Americans may compete upon even 
terms with their commercial rivals. What the Government can do in 
this direction is very important, and is for the benefit not of any par- 
ticular section, but of the whole country, and will increase the pros- 
perity alike of the merchant, the manufacturer, the agriculturist, the 

italist, and consequently that of the operative and of labor generally. 

m China, for example, there is the | field for cotton goods, so 


important to the cotton grower of the South, as well as to the manu- 
facturer of every section. There is there also a great market for Amer- 
ican tobacco, for railway materials, and for machinery of every kind— 
indeed, a market the variety and extent of which baffles estimate. If 
the United States is to preserve its share in the far eastern trade, now 
is the time for energetic effort. 

There are corresponding conditions in Latin America, where the rate 
of increase in enterprise, in development, in purchasing power, and in 
demand for foreign goods is increasing with wonderful acceleration. 
The Panama Canal, it is hoped, will be completed in a half dozen 
years, and is expected to usher in a new era in trade among the 
American republies. If the United States is to have any adequate 
return for the enormous outlay in constructing this canal it is now 
time to gain in the commerce of Latin America a strong position. If 
efforts be not now made there is a very real danger that opportunities 
will be preempted and that American commerce will fall so far behind 
as to make it well-nigh impossible for it to overtake its rivals. 

Turning from the general subject of foreign-trade expansion, every- 
one must realize what a difficult and delicate task and what a heavy 
burden will be thrown upen the Department of State by the new tariff 
law. It will become necessary to make an exhaustive expert study of 
tarif conditions in all the countries with which we have relations, to 
measure —— their relative treatment of American commerce, to 
adjust differences by difficult negotiation, and to inform the President 
of conditions which may enable him to determine upon the facts, the 
question of the extension of maximum or minimum treatment, and by 
convention or otherwise to provide therefor. 

This alone necessitates considerable expansion of the work of the 
Department of State, particularly in the Bureau of Trade Relations. 
In connection with the department’s work under the new tariff law 
this bureau will have to include in its force one or more trained sta- 
tisticians and experts upon mutuality in the international adjustment 
of trade relations and the practical and theoretical principles which 
determine the trend of foreign commerce, and men who have expert 
knowledge ef the systems and conditions existing in various foreign 
countries. To serve its full usefulness this bureau should be made 
one broadly embracing material American interests in relation to for- 
eign countries. It should thus specialize in regard to international 
expositions and congresses and the best modes of fostering an eco- 
nomic and effective American participation therein. Its personnel should 
be such, also, as to make possible special study of the foreign field for 
financial investment, including the means by which government en- 
ecouragement of such enterprise may, through resultant trade, help to 
open up the new markets, promote closer business relations, and thus 
redound to the general national benefit. 

As illustrating the importance and extent of American commerce, 
investment and travel in foreign countries, and as throwing some light 
upon the rate of increase and the vast possibilities of the future, some 
of the following statistics may be found suggestive : 

The population of the United States (exclusive of outlying posses- 
sions other than Alaska and Hawaii) has increased from 58,680,000 in 
1887 to 72.947.000 in 1898, and to 87,189,000 in 1908. 

The estimated wealth of the United States increased from $65,000,- 
600,000 in 1890 to more than $100,000,000,000 at the present time. 


GROWTH OF OUR FOREIGN TRAD#®S. 


The value of the total foreign trade of the United States in the fiscal 
years 1887, 1898, and 1908 is shown in the following table: 


Value of merchandise. 











} | 
Fiseal year. Imports. Exports. | Total. 
i 
aa $692 ,319,768 $716, 183,211 $1, 408 , 502,979 
i anicntiteeutatiniinnenmngnentl 616 ,019, 654 
ee ee unt 1,194,341,792 1,860,773,346 8,065,115,138 


1,231,482,330 | 1,847,581, 984 
| 


It will be seen by the foregoing that our total trade in merchandise 
has increased from $1,408,000.000 in the fiscal year 1887 to $1,847,000.- 
000 in 1898, and to the enormous valuation of $3.055,000,060 in 1908. 
This last-mentioned figure represents an increase over that for 1887 of 
117 per cent, and over 1898 of 65.4 per cent. 

It will also be observed that the total exvorts of merchandise have 
increased from $716.000,000 in 1887 to $1.231.000,000 im 1898, and to 
$1,860,000.000 in 1908. ‘This last valuation represents an increase over 
that for 1887 of 160 per cent, and over that fer 1898 of 51 per cent. 

This wonderful growth in our export trade is illustrated by the per 
capita valuation. which has increased from $11.98 in 1887 to $16.59 in 
1898 and to $21.04 in 1908. 

A century ago agricultural products constituted about 80 per cent 
of our total exports to the world. In the last twenty years the share 
of manufactures in this export trade has steadily increased, and now 
amounts to more than 40 per cent. If we exclude partly prepared 
foodstuffs and consider only manufactures ready for consumption and 
manufactures for further use in manufacturing, the value of our ex- 

rts of manufactures to the world, in 1887. was $149.150.529, or 

1.21 r cent of the whole; in 1898 it had increased to $324,527,.921, 
or 26.81 per cent of the whole; and in 1908 to $750,575,841, or 40.91 
per cent of the whole. 


GROWTH OF FORBIGN TRAVEL. 

The following table shows the departures of passengers from the sea- 
rts of the Mnited States for foreign countries in the fiscal years 1887, 
898, and 1908: 





-... 193, 897 

225, 411 

S74, GS6 

It will be seen from the foregoing table that the outward passenger 

movement of the United States for 1908 represents an increase over 
that for 1887 of 351 per cent, and over that for 1898 of 285 per cent. 


AMERICAN INVESTMENTS IN LATIN AMERICA 
There has been a noteworthy increase in the number and importance 
of investments by American capital in Latin America within the last 
few years. A rough estimate by the Bureau of American Repubtics 
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places this amount at about $1,000,000,000. The fact that American 
investment amounts to approximately $700,000,000 in Mexico and 
$155,000,000 in Cuba shows what can be done and how little has yet 
been done in the way of American enterprise south of the Caribbean. 
Lately American capital has begun to take an important share in 
official loans, as well as in industrial enterprises. his movement is 
still in its early stages, and bids fair to become an important factor 
in the development of closer trade relations between the United States 
and the various countries of Latin America. The far-reaching in- 
fluence in this direction of the extensive European investments in 
South America has often been noted by our consular officers in South 
America as one of the most significant reasons why European nations, 
like the British, the Germans, or the French, enjoy in certain of those 
countries a larger share of their import trade than do the Americans. 
In his annual report for last year the director of the International 
Bureau of the American Republics makes the interesting statement 
that travel in the direction of Latin America from the United States 
had increased nearly 50 per cent during the preceding year. 


THE FOREIGN TRADE OF LATIN AMERICA. 


The total foreign commerce, exports and imports, of Latin America 
in the calendar year 1897 was $924,000,000. This had increased in 
1907 to $2,100,000,000, or 127 per cent. Europe had the largest share 
in this trade. 

The share of the United States increased from $261,000,000 in 
1897 to $596,000,000 in 1907, or 128 per cent. 

The exports of the United States to Latin America increased from 
$76,000,000 in 1897 to $256,000,000 in 1907, or an increase of 237 per 
cent. When we differentiate South America from Latin America there 
was, according to the latest available statistics, a total importation 
into South America from the world valued at $525,000,000, of which 
goods to the value of $72,600,000, or 13.8 per cent, came from the 
United States. This small percentage reveals at a glance the im- 
mense possibilities presented to American commerce in South America. 

According to a statement prepared by the Department of Commerce 
and Labor in 1908, the value of merchandise imported into the coun- 
tries lying south of the United States is about $815,000,000, of ‘which 
about $230,000,000 is supplied by the United States, $160,000,000 by 
the United Kingdom, $75,000,000 by Germany, $50,000,000 by France, 
$33,000,000 by Italy, $27,000,000 by Spain, the remainder being largely 
commerce between countries composing the group. The total exports 
from the markets south cf the United States, according to the same 
statement, amounted to $1,130,000,000, of which $355,000,000 went to 
the United States, $210.000,000 to the United Kingdom, $178,000,000 
to Germany, and $108,000,000 to France. 


COMMERCIAL OPPORTUNITIES IN CHINA. 


Imports into China from the United States in 1907 were valued at 
$29,000,909, or only 8.5 per cent of the total importaticns of $339,- 
000,000 ; while Chinese exports to this country were valued at $21,000,000 
of a total exportation of $209,000,000, or 9 per cent. The small 
share enjoyed by the United States in the Chinese import trade re- 
veals clearly the great possibilities when it is remembered that the 
actual total importation is but a fraction of what China will ulti- 
mately import when the consuming ability of that nation of 400,000,000 
people has been developed proportionately with that of other populous 
nations. 

The testimony of those familiar with conditions in China is unanil- 
mous as to the almost boundless commercial possibilities offered in the 
Empire. In respect to railway construction, it has been said by high 
authority that China is now able to support fully 250,000 miles of rail- 
way and that when once railway development in that country is finally 
under way its progress may be comparable to that in America during 
the last twenty-five years. ‘There is no doubt that the construction of 
railways to any considerable extent will be attended by enormous in- 
ternal development, and that the further introduction into the Far 
East of the methods and improvements of western civilization will pre- 
sent countless commercial opportunities to American manufacturers and 
capitalists. 

COMMERCIAL OPPORTUNITIES IN THE NEAR EAST. 


The commercial importance of the near east to the United States has 
heen vastly increased by the proclamation of a constitutional form of 
government ip Turkey on July 24, 1908, and the simultaneous sweeping 
away of the many restrictions to commercial and industrial undertak- 
ings which had formerly existed there. For example, the removal of 
the ban on ppqieusene of electricity has opened up a profitable and 
extensive field for American manufactures in this line. An elaborate 
programme of projects for the development of the resources of the 
Empire has recently been formulated by the Turkish ministry of com- 
merce and public works, particularly for the construction of new rail- 
ways. It is highly important that the manufacturers and capitalists of 
the United States should secure a share in these great undertakings. 

The following figures show the distribution by countries of the im- 
port and export trade of Turkey: 

Imports into Turkey from the United States in 1907 were valued at 
$1.755,311, or only 1.28 per cent of the total importation of $136,750,- 
791, while Turkish exports to this country for the same year were 
valued at $14,672,154, or 12.07 per cent of a total exportation of 

The relatively very small share enjoyed by the United 
States in the Import trade of Turkey indicates clearly the possibilities 
for the sale of American products under favorable conditions. 

The regulation and protection of patents and trade-marks; the safe- 
guarding of the rights of commercial travelers abroad; the insuring of 
proper treatment of Americans in foreign customs-houses; the dealing 
with protests of American exporting interests against burdensome or 
unlawful restrictions upon American trade; the expanding commercial 
interests of the United States, all involve increasingly numerous de- 
mands upon the Government for diplomatic interposition in behalf of 
American exporters who have real or fancied grievances in respect of 
the tariff treatment of their products in foreign countries. The num- 
ber of instances where the diplomatic intervention of the United States 
is invoked has increased at least 50 per cent in the last few years. If 
satisfactory results are to be obtained, all of these subjects must be 
studied in their international aspect as distinguished from the usual 
standpoint of domestic uirements. ‘The legislative and administra- 
tive action of foreign countries must be closely watched, the treaties of 
these countries must be studied, and the most constant attention must 
be paid to commercial and industrial developments abroad. 

It is obvious that to deal efficiently and promptly with all these 
foreign problems and to maintain an entirely consistent and effective 
foreign policy, which shall secure due American participation in the 
commerce of the world, it will be necessary to have an organization 
which will keep the Secretary of State constantly in a position to an- 
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ticipate conditions and to act instantly when favorable foreign con- 
ditions occur and to enable him to be at all times in full knowledge 
of all that is going on or is likely to occur and the measures that 
should be adopted under given conditions. 

At no very distant date there is to be negotiated a new treaty with 
the Empire of Japan, which will involve many matters of -commercia| 
and other importance and will require special and exhaustive study. 

The department is aay, informed that in the near future a strong 
American bank is to be established to undertake banking business wit}; 
Latin America. Next year there will be held the fourth Pan-American 
conference at Buenos Aires, for which preparation is necessary. Amer. 
ican financiers are entering upon a large enterprise for the funding 
of the debt of Honduras. Our commercial and other relations with 
Cuba and Central America are becoming daily closer and more com. 
plex, and their special study becomes increasingly indispensable. [pn 
a word, by natural evolution the United States has come into a _posi- 
eee where the foreign service must be scientific, efficient, aad up 
to date. 

GROWTH OF THE DEPARTMENT. 


In 1887, when the foreign trade of the United States amounted to 
only $1,408,502,979, the foreign travel was only 193,897 persons an 
seal, and the entire correspondence of the department amounted to 
36,925 letters a year; there were 75 officers and clerks. To-day, when 
the foreign trade has increased to more than $3,000,000,000, the 
foreign travel to over 800,000 persons, and the correspondence of the 
department to 161,846 pieces, the entire force of officers and clerks 
numbers only 152. In other words, during the twenty-two years the 
correspondence of the department has increased 340 per cent while 
the number of persons who are responsible for carrying it on has 
increased only 102 per cent. The result is that the higher officers, who 
must be depended upon for the initiative and for the development of 
matters of policy, are so overpowered with routine that efficient work 
of a higher order is almost impossible. As indicated, the increase in 
the working force has in no sense kept pace with the increase in 
duties and responsibilities of the department. The paramount need 
at the present time is a number of officers with a high order of ability, 
who can study the more difficult international questions and formulate 
the action to be taken, thus enabling the Secretary and the assistant 
secretaries to devote a greater share of their attention to matters of 
policy. The efficient discharge of the responsible duties absolutely 
requires this additional assistance now, and considerably larger addi- 
tions to the personnel will become indispensable upon the passage of 
the pending tariff legislation. 

There has, in fact, been no expansion of this branch of the Govern- 
ment at all commensurate with the change from a stay-at-home com- 
mercial policy to one of competitive expansion. In every other country 
in which the foreign field is as important as it is to the United States 
we find in the foreign office and in the foreign services a high degree of 
scientific specialization, an adequate, trained personnel, and therefore a 
consistent policy which overlooks no opportunity. 


INADEQUACY OF SPACE. 


Even in the matter of office room our foreign service is hampered by 
the cram accommodations of the Department of State. 

In 1882, when there were about 75 officers and clerks, the department 
had 68 rooms at its disposal. At present, with a personnel numbering 
152, it has only 49 rooms, the remainder having m taken away by 
act of Congress and assigned to the War and Navy departments. The 
condition now is that the oy ae is so cramped for space that many 
men are forced to work amid the noise of typewriters and the conver 
sation of visitors, making mental concentration almost impossible. In 
an effort to provide the room for quiet study and deliberation and to 
give the men who are doing the intellectual work of the department 
surroundings where such work is possible, it will be necessary to rent 
additional quarters outside the department for the accommodation of 
one or more bureaus or offices. ithort the appropriation now asked 
for this necessity can not be met, nor can provision be made for any 
increase in force. 

MORE LAW OFFICERS NECESSARY. 


The legal force of the department requires enlargement to enable it 
efficiently to deal with the large number of legal questions referred to 
it, and to make available the vast mass of precedents and decisions 
upon which the opinions of the solicitors must in rt be based. The 
legal work growing out of the international relations of the United 
States is increasing with great rapidity both in quopehty and importance 
Not only is the working force inadequate, but the > ment of the 
office is out of date and far short of what it shoul There is, 
among urgent needs, that of one additional law officer of a high grade 
to specialize on the subject of treaties, and several high-grade law offi 
cers or clerks capable of working up cases and especially digesting and 
collecting all decisions of the courts and international tribunals bearing 
upon public and private international law. ‘The importance of this is 
obvious. It would be quite as sensible for a lawyer to attempt to limit 
the preparation of his case to the law of twenty years ago as for tlie 
Government of the United States, in the handling of important cases 
against foreign governments, to fail to avail itself of the latest de 
cisions and opinions upon Questions of international law. 

Other governments are already far better prepared in all these re- 
spects for the work of commercial conquest than is the United States 
Not only have they built up strong foreign offices, but they have added 
to these offices the best talent which could be found in their foreign 
services. Scarcely a question could come up in the relations of (er 
mane, for example, with the rest of the world, which it would not be 

sible to refer immediately to an officer of the foreign office fres! 

rom the foreign field to which it related, and with perhaps even 
a first-hand knowledge of the particular question itself. The disad 
vantage under which the United States labors in the handling of 
diplomatic questions with foreign governments is indicated by the fac! 
that the German foreign office has a working personnel of more than 
340 as against only 152 in our Department of State, and it is to be 
said, moreover, that a large proportion of the higher officers of tlic 
German foreign office are regular members of the diplomatic and con 
sular services of that country. The British foreign office is similarly 
organized, but with even a greater number of specialists and officials 
of a high order of — In addition to 6 secretaries and assistat 
secretaries of foreign affairs, there are 9 officers receiving salaries 
greater than those received by our Assistant Secretaries of State. To 
enable the Department of State to compete successfully with the for 
eign offices of other first-class powers, it is of the utmost importance 
that there should be brought into it at once 4 or 5 men especial!) 
qualified and trained in the foreign service, capable of giving special 
attention to important matters relating to the Far East, the near e:s'. 
and Latin America, the three fields affording the greatest opportunities 
for American commercial development. 
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Take the matter as to the importation of meat and live stock 
in Germany. It takes something more than the representatives 
that we have there now to carefully consider all matters per- 
taining to that subject in order to ascertain the facts upon 
which the President may predicate judgment as to whether the 
regulations are universal in application or come within the 
provisions of this bill and are in effect making a discrimination 
against the United States, as I believe these regulations do. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. As I understand the purpose 
of ministers and consuls, they are appointed to investigate and 
get just such information as this appropriation is to provide for. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. And I see no reason why aby 
appropriation of that kind should be made. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Most of our ministers know nothing 
about the tariff there or here. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. That may be true; but that 
is the purpose of their being there, and I would have them re- 
called and appoint other ministers. 

Mr. MANN. Not at all; the ministers over there know no 
more, probably, than the ambassadors of foreign countries here 
do; and it is safe to say that no minister there or members of 
the legislative body here are informed enough to express an 
opinion upon a subject of this kind without expert investigation. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. And yet we are spending 
thousands and thousands of dollars annually in the publication 
of consular reports for the information of the people. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, they are of great value. I hope the gentle- 
man reads them as I do. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I read them. 

Mr. MANN. I find them of great value. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois, while he is on his feet, if he means to say that 
our consuls, who are stationed at all important points in for- 
eign countries, do not know anything about the tariff rates that 
are being levied against the preducts of the United States and 
of other countries? 

Mr. MANN. The question is a fair one. I do not mean to 
say that. I think we all know something about all of these 
things. Even I know something about them. 

Mr. MACON. Then does not the gentleman think that the 
President of the United States could charge them with the slight 
extra duty of investigating the tariff question a little more spe- 
cifically than they have heretofore done and get such informa- 
tion as would enable him to act intelligently in regard to the 
— and minimum tariff that is provided for in the tariff 

Mr. MANN, Suppose the President of the United States 
should, through the State Department, issue a direction to 
every consul and consular agent and consul-general in Germany 
to forward to the President, through the State Department, his 
opinion about the regulations over in Germany. The gentleman 
knows there would be a mass of information, and possibly some 
misinformation, come in, which would not enable the President 
in the slightest degree to perform the duties required of him by 
this bill, under which, if he performs them all, there would be 
a reduction of 25 per cent in the tariff. 

Mr. MACON. I am sorry that I can not see the matter just 
as the gentleman sees it, because I like to agree with him upon 
all questions. I can not help believing, however, that the con- 
sul, who is upon the ground year in and year out, who is ac- 
quainted with the people with whom he associates, has access 
to more and better information than any stranger sent there 
from the United States to investigate the tariff matter could pos- 
sibly get. I believe that he could investigate the tariff question 
more minutely, more particularly, more intelligently than any 
stranger who might be sent there could do if given double the 
time in which to do it. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman from Arkansas that 
the real question is this: The minimum tariff is in effect until 
the 3ist of March next. If it required a proclamation of the 
President to put the maximum tariff into effect, there might 
be good reason for opposing this appropriation; but it requires 
a proclamation of the President, based upon facts which he 
must find and recite, in order to keep the maximum tariff from 
going into effect on the 3ist day of March, and I think we can 
well afford to give the President the facilities for finding the 
information which will permit him to make a reduction at that 
time of 25 per cent from what would otherwise be the tariff. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman believe 
there will be the remotest possibility of the President of the 
United States removing the maximum tariff from any country 
where the discrimination is so slight that it requires an expert 
to find it? 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman of course may be better 
informed, and very likely is, upon tariff matters than I am, be- 


It will thus be seen that the Guin’ ape tion of $100,000 would 
give to the foreign service a d lity which is obviously 
necessary, because the Department of State deals with varying unfore- 
seen problems, the nature and importance of which fluctuate with 
changing conditions the world over. It would _—_ the proper 
specialization in the study of American interests r complex condi- 
tions in different parts of the world, such as the Far st, Latin 
America, the near east, where the spread of modern ideas is certain 
to open up a commercial field of great im . It would make 
possible the indispensable and jal study of tariffs, commercial 
negotiations, reci ty, ete, and it would enable the department to 
do its work with its own men, whose increased experience and efficiency 
would be kept at the command of the Souumen, and withal the net 
increased cost would be almost ligible when it is considered how 
great are the national interests to subserved. 

The present administration feels it its duty not to disguise the 
fact that our present machinery is ina ate, and that its expansion 
is absolutely neces to the material interests of the whole conntes, 
and that it lies with Congress ¥ 
to put it within the == e 
render to American its 


: Se ee fo rn 
Your obedient servant, P. C. Kwox. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I understand from the gentleman's 
statement that one of the appropriations, amounting to $100,000, 
is a result ofthe quasi tariff commission. Is that correct? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not a tariff commission at all. As I 
recall the language, it authorizes the President of the United 
States to appoint experts for the purpose of obtaining informa- 
tion which he must necessarily have before he can execute the 
maximum and minimum provision of this law—— 

Mr. COX of Indiana. This is to take the place of that? 

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). Within the time the law re- 
quires him to execute it. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I understand that. Will the gentle- 
man yield to another question? I am not clear as to the amend- 
ment just read. What will these men be required to do under 
the State Department? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is what I want to find out, and that is 
why I want to put it in conference. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I ask that the gentleman have five min- 
utes more, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MANN, I will inform the gentieman that under the tariff 
bill, if it becomes law, the maximum tariff goes into effect on 
the 1st of next March, and in order to remove the 25 per cent 
ad valorem the President of the United States must ascertain 
certain facts. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Well, now, will that require him to 
send agents abroad? 

Mr. MANN. It will require him to send agents abroad. It 
will require him to make a most exact study, which I doubt 
very much whether he can make in that length of time or under 
this amount of appropriation. He must ascertain all the tariff 
arrangements that are in use abroad, and he must recite those 
facts before he can reduce the rate to the minimum. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Was an appropriation of this kind, or 
a similar amount, passed by Congress to carry out the provi- 
sions of the Dingley law? 

Mr. MANN. There was no such maximum provision in the 
Dingley law. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Was no such appropriation made? 

Mr. MANN. There could not be, because there was no such 
provision in the Dingley law. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. And the result has brought a burden of 
$100,000 on the American people? 

Mr. MANN, I am not discussing that. The gentleman will 
not seriously discuss that, because the enforcement of any tariff 
Jaw would add some additional burden somewhere at the begin- 
ning. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. And might lessen them, too. 

Mr. MANN. That is a matter that I do not undertake to dis- 
cuss at this time. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact that we have 
representatives in all these countries, and would it not be pos- 
sible to secure all the information we need from those repre- 
sentatives of the Government that are now employed, without 
making an appropriation of $100,000? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly not. It would not be possible, I will 
Say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. We will have to send 
Special agents abroad to make an investigation, and it will have 
to be something more than a simple investigation as to the 
tariff, for it will have to extend to the regulations and restric- 
tions which are imposed upon American products, and whether 
they are receiving equivalent and reciprocal treatment. 
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cause IT am not a tariff sharp or expert, but I think no Presi- 
dent will issue a proclamation reciting facts until he finds out 
from an expert what the facts are, At least I would not. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I understand that there is no 
one here who wants to concur in this amendment or any other 
amendment in the bill, although I may be mistaken about that. 
I understand the gentleman from Minnesota wants to disagree 
to all the Senate amendments to this bill, in order that it may 
go into conference. I think it is a very doubtful proposition 
whether we should now undertake to provide a large sum for 
the purpose of carrying out the maximum and minimum provi- 
sion of the pending tariff bill. I think there is danger that we 
may appropriate for the purpose of getting information through 
the State Department and also authorizing the President to 
expend money, when perhaps neither should have a very large 
sum; but that is a matter to be considered in the light of the 
facts. There should be no duplication of the work of obtaining 
information as to the customs laws of foreign countries. There 
seems to be a good deal of difference of opinion, and has been 
for some time, as to how the maximum rates go into effect. 
Some have the idea that they do not go into effect until certain 
conditions are found to exist in reference to our business mat- 
ters with foreign countries, It is just the reverse under the 
proposed new law. 

The maximum rates are to go into effect after the 3ist day 
of March next without any action by anybody, and will continue 
in force so long as the act exists or until suspended by procla- 
mation of the President, which must be based on conditions ex- 
isting in foreign countries. They stand and continue in force 
as long as the act is in force, unless some conduct on the part 
of a foreign nation may make it possible to remove them. I 
want that distinctly kept in mind. Also, Mr. Chairman, there 
is nothing in the provision that requires the President of the 
United States or anybody to go about investigating any foreign 
nation to find out the conditions of their laws or the mode of 
their administration. Is that disputed? Allow me to read just 
a paragraph. As I have already said, the maximum rates go 
into effect on the 3ist ef March, which add to the rates fixed 
in section 1 of the bill 25 per cent ad valorem on everything, 
except possibly one or two things that are specially excepted. 
The maximum rates as defined in the bill are the combined 
duty rates charged against an article after the 31st of March, 
1910; that is, the rate charged by section 1 superadded by 
the 25 per cent ad valorem rate. Those two amounts together 
are what are called in the tariff bill the “maximum rates.” 
Now, then, that exists until this happens, reading just a little 
from section 2, commencing with the proviso: 


Provided, That whenever after the 3ist day of March, 1910, and so 
long thereafter as the President shall be satisfied, in view of the 
character of the concessions granted by the minimum tariff of the 
United States, that the government of any foreign country imposes no 
terms or restrictions, either in the way of tariff rates or provisions, 
trade or other regulations, charges, exactions, or in any other manner, 
directly or indirectly, upon the importation into or the sale in such 
foreign country of any agricultural, manufactured, or other product of 
the United States, which unduly discriminate against the United States 
or the products thereof, etc. 


I need read no further to make clear my contention. On being 
satisfied that all the favorable conditions exist in some foreign 
country, and as and of the nature and character mentioned in 
the section, the President may issue a proclamation remitting 
the duty, for the time being, on imports from such country to 
the minimum rate provided in section 1 of the tariff bill; that is, 
take off the 25 per cent ad valorem duty. 


The only thing on the subject of the President's duties is in’ 


what I have read, viz: “ and so long thereafter as the President 
shall be satisfied,” and so forth. That is to say, something must 
happen. He is not obliged to scour the earth with his people 
and hunt up things to satisfy or dissatisfy him. It would seem 


that the desired data should be procured through the State De- | 


partment and by its using its foreign representatives, including 
consuls, consular agents, and others regularly in the government 
service. A new and independent corps of foreign representatives 
should not be organized, I think, as at present advised. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. I ask unanimous consent to continue for one 
minute longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. I only wanted to emphasize this so that it may 
be understood. I am not now expressing any decided opinion 
against the proposed amendment, I think it is worthy of our 
consideration to see whether, under this maximum and minimum 
provision of the pending tariff bill, it becomes the duty of the 
United States to require any of the officers of the United States 
to go about over the world hunting up something to be satisfied 
about before taking the duty off. If I were making a tariff 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.. 


AUGUST 2, 


a 


speech, I would be able, I think, to point out that the conditions 
upon which such a proclamation can be issued are such that 
after all of your scouring throughout the earth and foreign na- 
tions you never could find them complied with. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I called the attention of the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] to two amendments, this and the one 
appropriating $100,000 for the President’s use in carrying out 
the provisions of the tariff law. Both do not appear to be nec- 
essary, and they seem to be a mere duplication of work. In the 
first place, in considering the amendments of the Senate, we 
have the amendment just read, making provision for $100,000 
for the Secretary of State in connection with foreign trade relq- 
tions to come within his jurisdiction, under tariff legislation and 
other trade relations, and the negotiation and preparation of 
treaties. Now, Mr, Chairman, it is a matter for serious com- 
ment, to say the least, that immediately upon the passage 
through the House and in the almost certain passage of the 
tariff bill through the Senate, which builds up around the 
United States a wall against foreign trade, and as the result of 
certain of its provisions, we go out upon the highways and into 
the marts of the world with a bludgeon and a club in our 
hands—it is a matter of comment, I say, that before the bill has 
passed the Senate and before it shall receive the approval of 
the President, we immediately go to spending a large sum of 
money in hunting up and seeking trade with foreign nations. 
We occupy the position here by the passage of this bill, which 
in the form of a conference report has already passed the House 
and has been sent to the other end of the Capitol, of not wanting 
foreign trade, of wanting to exclude foreign trade. The people 
I represent, Mr. Chairman, are in favor of a tariff for revenue, 
but if they will give us the open markets of the world, we do 
not want any tariff except for revenue at any time. I do not 
see the necessity for the other amendment giving the President 
$100,000 to do exactly what it is proposed shall be done in the 
amendment which is now under discussion. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I have called this to the attention 
of the House, and also to the attention of the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY], who himself frankly stated that he 
could not understand at present why there was a necessity for 
it. It occurred to me, with the tariff bill creating innumerable 
offices with high salaries, tariff courts, additional attorneys- 
general, and all that, with salaries extraordinarily high, that 
probably there was an intention to provide a political hospital 
for some very sick Republicans who are out now in the cold 
and who need to be taken care of in some way; sick Republi- 
ean Congressmen who went out of office at the beginning of 
this session. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] Therefore 
I have called attention to it, and I trust and I believe that the 
conferees to whom we commit this matter will carefully sce 
that these first items are not mere duplications. We have been 
for six months endeavoring to raise revenue for the purpose 
of carrying on the business of the Government; we are now 
having a large deficit, and facing a larger one; we have been 
laying taxes on everything, devising new schemes of taxation, 
both unequal and unjust in their operation; we have invaded 
the right of States to control and regulate corporations created 
by them; and Congress will not occupy a very favorable atti- 
tude in the eyes of the people when, as we propose in these 
amendments, before the bill with its taxes and burdens on the 
people has obtained the sanction of the President, we provide 
for expending the money of the people in unnecessary and use- 
less offices. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. I was glad to hear the gentleman in charge of the 
bill say that if upon investigation he found that these two 
amendments caused a duplication of this appropriation that he 
would oppose one of them in conference. And inasmuch as it is 
my purpose never to strike below the belt, I want to say here 
and now, so that the gentleman will understand it, that he will 
have to oppose one of them successfully if they do duplicate, or 
he will have to have a full quorum in this House to have his 
conference report adopted. 

Mr. Chairman, I recognize that the majority of the House 
ean do as it pleases; that it has full power to do that, and that 
it is only responsible to the people of the country for what it 
does. But I also recognize that less than a majority has not 
that power and hence can not legislate as a majority can. AS 
a Member of the House, I propose to see to it that extravagant 
appropriations are not made, that the Treasury shall not be 
filched by the hand of graft as long as I constitute a part of it, 
unless the majority of the Congress is behind such proceedings. 

Mr. Chairman, I notice several amendments of the Senate that 
are improperly in this bill. They were stricken out in the 
House, which action ought to have shown to the Senate that it 








1909. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1833 





was not the purpose of the House to make the proposed appro- 
priations that are carried in them. But in the face of that fact 
they have, from some cause, deliberately put them back into the 
pill, thereby saying to us that we must swallow these appro- 
priations, whether we wanted to or not. They can make us 
swallow them when they get a majority of the House present, 
put not before. A majority can do as it pleases, but a minority 
ean not, and hence must take such medicine as is administered 
unto it, no matter whether it is bitter or sweet. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, that it is unpleasant to antagonize 
Members or individuals when appropriations are being sought 
by them; but unless somebody does antagonize them and see 
that they come within the rules of the House, within the law 
of the land, there is no telling to what extreme they will go. 

Mr. Chairman, if there was no law against murder, would any 
of us undertake to speculate upon the number of murders that 
would be committed in the country each year? I think not. 
We all know that crime is held down by the enforcement of law, 
and so our appropriations are held down by the enforcement 
of the law and the rules of the House. If Members are con- 
scientious enough to stand up for the rules of the House and in 
support of the law, they can prevent many extravagant appro- 
priations, just as the enforcement of the law against murder 
will prevent many murders. I stand here as one to see that 
whatever is done by Congress must be done under the rules and 
in conformity with law and not in violation of them, and a 
majority alone can overcome my position. When a majority 
speaks my voice is silent, for I know that I am responsible for 
no part of its action unless I give assent thereto. In conclusion, 
I want to serve notice on the committee that all of the Senate 
amendments that are contrary to the rules of the House, that 
all of the appropriations sought to be made by that body im- 
properly, must have a quorum behind them in order to secure 
their adoption. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
three words for the purpose of making a statement to the com- 
mittee. We are in Committee of the Whole to consider Senate 
amendments to the deficiency appropriation bill. I do not know 
that there is a Member on the floor of the House who is willing 
to agree to any of the Senate amendments, but the discussion 


conferees because the discussion on one side and the other— 
that is, against the amendment or in favor of the amendment— 
gives to the other body information as to what the attitude of 
the House is regarding these amendments. 

Mr. Chairman, it has occurred to me that it would be in the 
interest of better legislation and more orderly procedure to dis- 
agree to all the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

Then when the conferees return to the House with their re- 
port they will be able to give the House full information regard- 
ing all the amendments of the Senate which have been agreed 
to and the reasons for insisting upon their disagreement and 
asking the other body to recede and agree. It seems to me 
that we are occupying time uselessly and to the disadvantage of 
the conferees when we go into a conference on this proposi- 
tion—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, suppose we knock out several 
of these propositions here; where would we be? 

Mr. TAWNEY. You can not knock out anything; that would 
be equivalent to a disagreement, and, of course, the amendment 
would have to go back to the Senate. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not want to make any speech 
about it; I am too hoarse, and I want to be perfectly frank with 
the conferees. If the automobile items are left in here and 
these other extravagant ones, you will never get this bill 
through without a quorum. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I will say to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, I do not know who the conferees are to be—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I do not care who they are. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But if I am a conferee I do not want to go 
into that conference with the declaration upon the floor of the 
House as to what ‘our attitude is going to be one way or the 
other upon these amendments. I wish to go into conference en- 
deavoring to carry out the will of the House and, Mr. Chairman, 
in order to facilitate the work of the committee and get this bill 
into conference where we will consider it and get the informa- 
tion which we must have, and if possible effect an agreement. I 
was about to ask unanimous consent that we disagree to all 
the remaining Senate amendments and that the committee rise 
and report to the House. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman—— 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Alabama. 
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Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I was going to say if that consent was given 
and any questions be asked for information that I can answer 
I will be very glad to do so. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I ask the gentleman from Arkansas to with- 
hold his objection. 

Mr. MACON. I have said that I will withhold. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, in the begin- 
ning, that I think the request made by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota is entirely proper. I think it is one that ought to pre- 
vail, and when we consider this item by item here the most that 
can be done would be to approve some amendments and reject 
others. If any man is opposed to any of these items when he 
gets an entire disagreement, that carries with it disagreement to 
the item to which he objects, because it is axiomatic that the 
whole includes every part, so I think it is an entirely proper 
request which the gentleman prefers, and I hope it will prevail. 
But I desire to say to the gentleman—I assume that this will 
go back to conference either under his request or otherwise, be- 
cause it will go back to conference in one way or the other—I 
want to ask him to be able to explain to the House why, on page 
22 of the bill, this language is used in referring to an appropria- 
tion for the Vice-President : 

For purchase of horses and carriage, or an automobile, including 
driving, maintenance, and care of the same, for use of the Vice-Presi- 
dent, $6,000. 

Now, the language “or an automobile” is used. Then, on 
page 24, top of page, it says, in referring to an appropriation 
for the Speaker: 

For purchase, driving, maintenance, and care of carriage, or other 
vehicle— 

It does not say “a carriage” 

And of horses, for use of the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
$6,000. 

Now, why, in the case of the Vice-President, is the language 
“an automobile” used and in the case of the Speaker “or 
other vehicle?” 

Now, is that “other vehicle” to be an aeroplane, a biplane, a 
monoplane, or is it to be an automobile, or what is it to be? 

Mr. KEIFER. Or a dirigible. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Or a dirigible. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I want to understand what it is and why 
“automobile” is used in one case and not in the other; or are 
we going to compel the Speaker of this House to buy one of 
these little motorcycles that the police ride around town on. 
Now, that is the language, and I want to understand what it 
means. Is the Speaker to become a motorcyclist, or will he 
follow the new fad and become an aviator. [Laughter.] Why 
this invidious distinction between the presiding officer of the 
Senate and the presiding officer of the House? 

And another thing, while I am inquisitorial], I want to know 
what this, which I find on page 22 of the bill, means, It refers to 
certain items appropriated for the use of the Senate as follows: 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $25,000. 

Now, what does that mean? What is embraced in it? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Lemons and apollinaris water. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Alabama must remem- 
ber that he is interrogating me about a provision that was put 
in this bill at the other end of the Capitol. I have had no op- 
portunity to interrogate them as to what is included in these 
miscellaneous items, and when this bill goes into conference | 
will be as insistent on having that information as the gentleman 
is now, who is trying to obtain the information from me. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The “miscellaneous items” may be entirely 
proper, but I want to know what they are. I do not think any 
wise man would “buy a pig in a poke” or vote for what is 
improper. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You are not asked to vote for this, except to 
vote to disagree to it, and then when we get back we will have 
the information. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Suppose the conferees should 
agree on these automobile items—one for the Speaker and one 
for the Vice-President—would the House be given an oppor- 
tunity to vote on those items? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They would be given an opportunity to vote 
on these items in that case, not separately, but in connection 
with the full report. And of course they could vote the report 
down if they wanted to. ; 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. My judgment is that those items 
would be by an overwhelming vote stricken out. . 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
that there is no other way to go into conference except by dis- 
agreeing to them. 
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. Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the gentleman another question? 
My attention has just been called to another curious provision 
in this bill that I want the gentleman to explain when he comes 
back here. If you will turn to page 10 of the bill, where money 
is appropriated for school purposes and schoolhouses in the 
District of Columbia, you will find this language: 

And to provide for the estimated increaséd enrollment that may be 
caused by the operation of the compulsory education law, is hereby 
reappropriated and made available for the purchase, erection, and 
maintenance of portable schoolhouses for temporary use. 

I want to know what that language means, and where these 
schoolhouses are, and how they are made, and what is the use 
of “ portable schoolhouses? ” 

Mr. TAWNEY. I hope I may, if I am one of the conferees 
on this bill 

Mr. CLAYTON, That is a new sort of an institution, and I 
want to know the necessity for it, and what sort of a thing a 
portable schoolhouse is. Is it operated on a biplane or a mono- 
plane, or is it operated on wheels? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Alabama 
that I will endeavor to give him all the information possible 
when the conferees make their report. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I will be obliged to the gentleman. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I might say, in 
answer to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAyTon], that ap- 
propriations have been made for several years last past for 
portable schoolhouses that are used in rapidly developing sec- 
tions of the city where there are not permanent structures, and 
also in some congested portions of the city. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the gentleman whether these 
schoolhouses are on wheels or not? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Part of the time they are on 
wheels. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Are they set upon permanent skids or upon 
pillars, or how? Are they fastened in any way? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. They are transported from one 
location to another as the necessities demand. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Are they taken to pieces for that transpor- 
tation, or kept intact? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That depends upon the distance 
which they are moved. They may be moved as a whole or may 
be taken down and put up again. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Now, let me ask the gentleman this question: 
Where a community is growing so rapidly that you say there 
is a necessity for putting up portable schoolhouses, why not 
put up the permanent schoolhouse there to start with? Why 
not erect such a schoolhouse in the beginning? Why have a 
portable-school system? There are other sections of the coun- 
try and other cities that are growing just as fast as the city 
of Washington grows, and many of them more rapidly, and yet 
I have never heard of any of those cities or communities hay- 
ing this system of portable schoolhouses. Now, I want to know 
if there is any necessity for it other than the reason the gen- 
tleman has assigned. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. One other reason is that the 
portable schoolhouses are used pending the construction of the 
permanent building. Now, it so happens under our methods 
here that it takes two and in some cases even three years to 
put up a permanent structure. During that time a very con- 
siderable number of pupils are without the advantages of 
schoolhouse accommodation unless we have these portable 
buildings. They have served and are serving a good purpose in 
that way. In saying that I do not commit myself to the propo- 
sition in the bill. That is another thing entirely. But I simply 
explain to the gentleman, or try to, the facts relating to these 
portable schoolhouses as they are being used at this time in the 
District. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Then you think we ought to abolish the 
portable-schoolhouse system here? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Just as rapidly as possible. It 
is simply a temporary expediency. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Let us abolish it now. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. But saying that, I am not 
committed to the proposition in the bill; but gentlemen in the 
House are entitled to information in answer to the questions 
asked on the subject. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask how 
much time are we going to have to debate the conference report 
when it comes back? 

Mr. TAWNEY. There will be plenty of time for debate on 
the conference report if it comes back here to-morrow or the 
next day. 

Mr. GARRETT. 
disposed of. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, 


It will not come back until the tariff bill is 
Oh, yes; it could. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. It could be brought into the House, Ag | 
understand the parliamentary situation, we are asking for 9 
conference, and if the conferees should agree to-morrow there 
is nothing to prevent the House from considering the conference 
report. The report will be made to this body first; so that that 
would not depend upon the action of the Senate as to the con- 
ference report on the tariff bill. 

Mr. GARRETT. So many of the items in this bill are made 
necessary by the tariff bill, and this would not pass the Senate 
until the other conference report is out of the way. 

Mr, TAWNEY. ‘The conference report on this bill would not, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, the proper course is to 
disagree to these amendments. That gets it where we can work. 
and where you can get information. I want to suggest to the 
gentleman from Arkansas and others that if the conference 
report does not suit the House, or if it does not please the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas or any other gentleman, the House can 
vote down the conference report, and then instruct the con- 
ferees to keep out or put in any of these propositions that are in 
disagreement; and the sooner you get at it, the sooner you get 
it into conference, the more likely we will be to have time to 
debate the report in the House. We want to get it in confer- 
ence and get it back before the tariff bill is finally acted on. 

Mr. MACON. I would like to say to the gentleman that my 
only reason for objecting to unanimous consent to have the 
bill take that course is that if we consider all of the Senate 
amendments it will give Members an opportunity to express 
themselves upon them, or at least call the attention of the 
country to what is being attempted to be done in this Dill. 
Seven hundred thousand dollars has been extravagantly added 
by the Senate to this appropriation bill, that only carried 
$419,000 when it left the House. We ought to call the at- 
tention of the country to these things directly and specif- 
ically. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is all right enough. But if the 
gentleman will pardon me, you asked a question that neither I 
nor any other man here can answer. You can not get the in- 
formation. We have not it. There is not a member of the 
old Committee on Appropriations that has the information you 
gentlemen want. But I will assure the gentleman, so far as 
this side of the House is concerned, if I am on that committee, 
you will have ample time to debate all the questions involved 
in the conference report. 


Mr. MACON. There are some amendments to the bill that I 
would like to have some information upon. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Well, there is no one here in a position 
to give it now, probably. 

Mr. CLAYTON. You will be able to give him the information 
when you come back? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. MACON. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLaytoNn] 
has had his day in court. He has stated the things he would 
like to have investigated and explained, and I would like to 
call attention to some of the things that I want to know about. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The geu- 
tleman is unnecessarily quick to take offense. 

Mr. MACON. Nobody has said anything about taking offense. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman’s manner indicated it. 

Mr. MACON. I have not heard anything about it. 

Mr, CLAYTON. Then I accept the gentleman’s explanation. 

Mr. MACON. The gentleman has had his day in court. He 
has asked that certain amendments be explained, and I think we 
ought to obtain information about certain other amendments 
that have been added to the bill since it left the House. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have no objection. 

Mr. MACON. Now, I want to ask the gentleman about this 
item for additional wiring and repairs, wiring of electric lamps 
and renewal of lamps, and so forth, for the fiscal year 11, 
$24,000, under the head of “Alaska-Yukon Exposition.” I would 
like to know something about that amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Georgia will permit 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. By way of answering the gentleman from 
Arkansas, I will say it is hardly fair to any Member to ask 
him for information regarding these provisions. These amend: 
ments have not been presented to the House by any comiittec 
of the House nor by any Member of the House. It is for tie 
purpose of getting information which Members are now askils 
for that I ask to disagree to all amendments and go into con- 
ference. I do not know any more than the gentleman from 
Arkansas does, and neither does the gentleman from Geors!* 
[Mr. Livingston], as to the necessity for the appropriation for 
rewiring or lighting the government building in the Alaska- 
Yukon Exposition. Therefore it is hardly fair to be asking 
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questions of that kind, when we are in no way responsible for 
submitting these propositions to the House. 

Mr. MACON. Inasmuch as gentlemen have not had an oppor- 
tunity to obtain the information to enable them to give intelli- 
vent answers to our inquiries, I will not object to allowing them 
to put themselves into a position to obtain and furnish proper 
information to the House, so it can act intelligently upon all of 
the Senate amendments, 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is all we want. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I hope the proposition of the gentleman 
from Minnesota will be accepted. It is the only practical com- 
mon-sense thing that we can do. We can get the information 
and come back here, and the sooner we get it the more time you 
will have to debate the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I have no intention of ob- 
jecting to the request of the gentleman, which I think is very 
proper. I wish to say that there are some items that have been 
put into this bill in another body that are of sufficient interest, 
so that it is believed by some that a quorum of Members ought 
to pass on them. I understand it is very important that this 
bill pass. I have no objection to the request. 

Mr. SISSON. I have no intention of objecting, but I should 
like to have some assurances from that side of the House that 
we will have reasonable time to debate the conference report 
when it comes back, 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Mississippi 
that, so far as it fs within my power, there shall be all the time 
possible for debate on the report when it is returned. 

Mr. SISSON. It is quite possible that the report of the con- 
ferees may be acceptable to the House, but in the event that 
it is not we should like to have opportunity for discussing it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I sincerely hope it will be. I shall endeavor, 
as far as I possibly can, to make it acceptable to the House. 

Mr. SABATH. Will we have a separate vote on the different 
amendments? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Illinois knows what the 
rule is in reference to that. . 

Mr. SISSON. I have some remarks that I hoped to submit 
to the committee, but I have no desire to make remarks when I 
get all that I want in the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Minnesota; but in the event that certain items are retained in 
the bill I should like to have an opportunity to discuss them. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman will get it. 

Mr. SISSON. With the assurance of the chairman that we 
will have reasonable time, I shall not object. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a parlia- 
mentary inquiry? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Is the bill in its present condition now sub- 
ject to amendment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it is not. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wili be a little more specific. On page 25 
of the bill there are certain items put in by the Senate to pay 
certain judgments of the Court of Claims. Now, if I may be 
permitted to do so, I would like to add to this list, in the way 
of making an amendment, one other claim or finding by the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand the gentleman from Missouri 
to mean that of we were considering these amendments se- 
riatim or consecutively, he would move to concur in the Senate 
ee with an amendment. That is the only thing he 
could do, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I suppose there is no objection to these items 
from the Court of Claims, and I simply wanted to know if it 
would be proper for me to offer another item which has been 
passed upon by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not unless it was germane. 

. 7 ee It would not be an amendment to any item 
In the bill. 


ia en I think that could not be done at this stage 
of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Missouri is germane to the Senate amendment, and 
the Senate amendment is a general proposition, then the gentle- 
jan could propose an additional one. 

aa LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I call for the regular 
order, 

The CHAIRMAN. What Senate amendment does the gentle- 
man from Missouri wish to amend? 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is not an amendment to an amendment in 


a bill, but is an additional item to those on page 25 of the 
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Mr. KEIFER. Do I understand that the Chair rules that 
an independent amendment may be offered to a Senate amend- 
ment, an additional item to pay a Court of Claims judgment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair said that if an amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri was germane to the 
Senate amendment, and the Senate amendment was a general 
proposition, then the gentleman’s amendment would be in order. 
The Chair thinks the better way to deal with this would be to 
submit the proposition of the gentleman from Minnesota to dis- 
agree to all the amendments except amendment 58, which is the 
Senate amendment to which the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Missouri applies, and afterwards dispose of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Is there objection to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Minnesota, to disagree to all of the Senate amendments ex- 
cept amendment 58? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk will now report Senate amendment 58. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

For the payment of the judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, 
reported to Congress at its present session in Senate Documents Nos. 
137 and 143, namely: 

For payment of the judgment entered up by the Court of Claims 
June 10, 1909, on mandate of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in cause No. 23689, in favor of J. M. Ceballos & Co., $205,614.37, 
being allowance under contract for transporting prisoners of war from 
the Philippine Islands to Spain under treaty of Paris. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, the gentleman from Missouri moves 
to amend by inserting the amendment which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay the judgment of the Court of Claims in the case of John W. 
Brooks, son and heir of Isaac Brooks, the claimant's decedent, against 
the United States, in the sum of $320. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order that 
that is not in order; it is not germane to any amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say that this is not a judgment of 
the Court of Claims which the gentleman is seeking to have in- 
corporated. It is a finding of the Court of Claims under the 
Tucker Act or the Bowman Act, I do not know which. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Under the Bowman Act. 

Mr. MANN. That is clearly,subject to a point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It would not be in order on any appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. MANN. It is not a judgment of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. KEIFER. If it was it would not be germane in this bill, 
because that would be adding an independent proposition, being 
put on the bill after it has passed the Senate, and we would 
have to send our amendment over there and they might add 
additional ones, and so it could go on forever. An amendment 
to be in order must be something that relates to the Senate 
amendment, either correcting it, enlarging it, cutting it down, or 
in some way modifying it; but this is entirely a new proposition. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I simply wanted to get the ruling of the 
Chair on the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds on an inspection of the 
printed bill in possession of Members that several claims were 
printed together as one proposition; but in the bill as it comes 
back from the Senate each claim is presented as an individual 
amendment, and this proposition presented by the gentleman 
from Missouri would not be an amendment to a series of claims, 
but would be an individual claim offered as an amendment to 
another individual claim and not germane to it. The Chair 
holds, therefore, that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to disagree to this 
Senate amendment 58. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota.to disagree to Senate amendment 
No. 58? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill with Senate amendments to 
the House, with the recommendation that the House disagree 
to all of the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HAwLey, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration Senate amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 11570) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, and 
for other purposes, and had directed him to report the same 
back with the recommendation that the Senate amendments be 
disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the vote will be taken on the disagreement to 
all of the amendments. The question is on disagreeing to all 
of the Senate amendments. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Minnesota desire 
any further action at this time? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I have not asked for a confer- 
ence, and I do not wish to do so at this time. I would state that 
my purpose is this: I have ascertained upon inquiry that if the 
bill goes back to the Senate now they will ask for a conference, 
and we will agree to it. Then the House can dispose of the con- 
ference report prior to action being taken by the Senate on the 
conference report upon the tariff bill, upon the consideration of 
which it is now engaged. Otherwise, no action can be taken un- 
til after the Senate has acted, and the Senate would not act 
until the tariff bill is out of the way. If it goes back to them 
now, and they ask for a conference, and we agree to a confer- 
ence, there will be no question about our right to act upon the 
conference report upon this bill first and dispose of it, notwith- 
standing that it has not been disposed of in the Senate. 

I move to reconsider the vote by which the House has dis- 
agreed to the Senate amendments, and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. Jonnson of South Carolina, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness, 

To Mr. Joyce, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolution of 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 1441. An act to reenact and amend an act, entitled “An act 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River and to establish it as a post-road’’—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 2459. An act to revive and amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the Minnesota, Dakota and Pacific Railway Company 
to build a bridge across the Missouri River ”’—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

§. 2290. An act to authorize the Alabama, Tennessee and 
Northern Railroad Company to construct a bridge across Noxu- 
bee River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

S. 887. An act to authorize the county commissioners of Mal- 
heur County, Oreg., and Canyon County, Idaho, and the cham- 
ber of commerce of the town of Ontario, Oreg., to construct a 
bridge across the Snake River at the town of Ontario, Oreg.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 2433. An act to authorize the Idaho and Washington North- 
ern Railroad to construct a bridge across the Pend D’Oreille 
River, in the State of Washington—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

a 


Senate concurrent resolution 5. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the invitation heretofore extended and presented to the Vice- 
President and Speaker of the House of Representatives and the Con- 
gress of the United States by the Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition, to 
be held at Seattle, Wash., June 1 to October 15, 1909, be, and the same 
is hereby, accepted. 

That the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to 
appoint a committee, to consist of 10 Senators and 15 Representatives 
of the Sixty-first Congress, to attend said exposition and to represent 
the Congress of the United States, and that an appropriation to meet 
the necessary expenses of the Vice-President, the Speaker, and said 
joint committee in attending said exposition is hereby authorized. 


—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 
ADJOURNMENT, 


Then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 2 o’clock and 27 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 12138) to authorize Ashley 
County, Ark., to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12139) to authorize Ashley County to con- 
struct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12140) to authorize Ashley County to con- 
struct a bridge across the Bayou Bartholomew—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R.-12141) to authorize Ashley County, Ark., 
to construct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew, in said 
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county and State—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 12142) to grant half pay to jp. 
jured railway postal clerks, and for other purposes—to the Com. 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Ronds. 

By Mr, AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 121438) to increase the pen- 
sions of certain persons now on the pension roll under the gen. 
eral laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: A bill (H. R, 12144) proyig. 
ing for the purchase of a site for a public building at Mauch 
Chunk, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12145) providing for the purchase of a site 
for a public building at Bethlehem, Pa.—to the Committee oy 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12146) providing for the purchase of a site 
for a public building at South Bethlehem, Pa.—to the Commit. 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 12147) authorizing tho 
county of Taos, Territory of New Mexico, to issue bonds for the 
erection of a court-house—to the Committee on the Territories, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12148) appropriating $20,000 for the con. 
struction of a reservoir at Cerro, Taos County, Territory of New 
Mexico—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 12149) to establish the status 
of officers who voluntarily resign from the army or navy of the 
United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12150) for the relief of volunteer officers 
and soldiers who served during the Spanish-American war and 
beyond the period of their enlistment—to.the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12151) to acquire the Rancho del Encinal, 
known as the Henry Ranch, located in San Luis Obispo County, 
State of California—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12152) to retire onlisted men, either in the 
Army or Marine Corps, after twenty-five years’ service—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12153) to amend section 2746 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, relating to additional compensation to the 
appraisers, deputy collectors, etc., at the port of San Fran- 
cisco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12154) to limit and fix the compensation 
of the appraiser of merchandise at San Francisco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 12155) granting a pension to 
Lewis Adkin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12156) to grant an honorable discharge to 
the members of Capt. William Bingham’s company, National 
Guard of Tennessee, and directing the Secretary of the Interior 
to grant pensions to the members and widows and minor cli! 
dren of the members of said company—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 12157) to award a medal! of 
honor to John C. Whiting—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. CARLIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 12158) author- 
izing and directing the Secretary of War to convey to Lewis EF. 
Smoot all right and title of the United States in square south 
of square 1048 in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Commi 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 12159) granting an increase of 
pension to John A. Berg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 12160) granting a pension 
to William F. Nash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12161) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert L. Bennett-—-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILMORE: A bill (H. R. 12162) for the relief of the 
estate of Jeremiah O’Keefe—to the Committee on War Clails. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 12168) for the relief of Ar 

| thur G. Fisk—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12164) for the relief of the estate of Julius 
Jacobs—to the Committee on Claims. 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12165) for the relief of Piper, Aden, Gooda!! 
Company, of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12166) for the relief of John Rothchild & 
Co., of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12167) for the relief of former occupants 
of the present military reservation at Point San Jose, in the 
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city of San Francisco, and to repeal an act entitled “An act to 
refer the claim of Jessie Benton Frémont to certain lands and 
improvements thereon in San Francisco, Cal, to the Court of 
Claims,” approved February 10, 1893—to the Committee on 
‘laims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 12168) to reimburse the city and county of 
San Francisco, State of California, for moneys paid by said city 
and county to various persons upon judgment claims recovered 
by them against said city and county for damages inflicted to 
their property by soldiers of the United States Army—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 12169) to resubmit claim of James Q. Shir- 
ley and the estate of Francis De Long, deceased, to the Court of 
Claims, with instruction to enter judgment on the findings and 
return same to Congress—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN of California: A bill (H. R. 12170) 
granting an increase of pension to John A. Young—to the Com- | 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12171) granting a pension to James Mc- 
Ginty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12172) granting 
an increase of pension to Charlotte M. Boyd—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 12173) granting a pension 
to Rebecca T. Winter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and | 


papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Lowa State Retail Merchants’ 
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Association, favoring amendment to the internal-revenue laws | 


relative to tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of E. 8. Davidson, of De Kalb, 
Ill, for a duty on thorium—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Emmerson Manufacturing Company, of Rock- 
ford, Ill, relative to the corporation-tax amendment to H. R. 
1438—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Chicago Butter and Egg Board, for reduc- 
tion of duties on butter, cheese, and eggs—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of David Hill, of Dundee, II1., favoring $2 per 
thousand on evergreen seedlings—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. SABATH: Petition of the Chicago Butter and Egg 
Board, favoring reduction of duty on butter, cheese, and eggs— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





SENATE. 
Turspay, August 3, 1909. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
rhe Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and ap- 
proved, . 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


‘The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Spokane, Wash., praying that jute grain bags 
be —— on the free list, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the State of New York, praying that an appropriation 
of >300,000 be made to enable the United States fittingly to par- 
Ucipate in the international exposition to be held at Brussels, 
Belgium, in 1910, which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
Ppropriations. 

Mr, JONES presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Spokane, Wash., praying that jute grain bags be placed on the 
tree list, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

BEET-SUGAR INDUSTRY. 
On motion of Mr. Curtis it was 
Ordered, That 1,000 copies of Senate Document No. 22, Sixty-first 


rer ens, first session, be printed for the use of the Senate document 


COTTON BAGGING. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, the morning papers state 
that there will be presented at an early day a resolution to 
amend the pending tariff measure. Presently I will propose an 


._ to that resolution putting cotton bagging on the free 
St. 
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The Senate several weeks ago, as I think in the utmost good 
faith, placed cotton bagging on the free list, putting it on a 
par with the binding twine used by the western farmers. In 
the conference that amendment of the Senate has been stricken 
out; and if we may judge from the public press, it was done in 
the interest of one of two manufacturing companies in this 
country which hold a monopoly of the manufacture of cotton 
bagging. 

I believe the Senate conferees acted in good faith in endeav- 
oring to put cotton bagging on the free list; and to place it now 
on the dutiable list under the circumstances, in my judgment, 
presents the most striking incident of rank and discriminating 
injustice to a whole people which is contained in the bill. 

I propose this amendment in order that the injustice may be 


| rectified, as I believe the Senate will attempt to do. I ask that 


the amendment be printed and lie on the table. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that order will 


| be made. 


THE TARIFF, 





Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the conference report be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. CLAPP. I desire the attention of the chairman of the 


| Committee on Finance for a moment. 


Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President-—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Minnesota 


| yield to the Senator from Kansas? 


Mr. CLAPP. Certainly. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. CLAPP. No; my question has nothing to do with the 
presence of a quorum. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I think we ought to have a quorum of the 
Senate here to consider the report. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas suggests 


the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. CLAPP. I wish to call the attention of the committee to 
a matter connected with this proposed joint resolution. How- 
ever, I will defer it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich Clay Flint Page 
Bailey Crane Foster Paynter 
Beveridge Crawford Frazier Penrose 
Brandegee Culberson - Frye Perkins 
Bristow Cullom Gallinger Root 
Brown Cummins Gamble Scott 
Bulkeley Curtis Heyburn Smoot 
Burnham Daniel Hughes Stephenson 
surrows Dick Johnson, N. Dak. Stone 
surton Dillingham Jones Sutherland 
Chamberlain Dixon Kean Warren 
Clapp Dolliver McLaurin 


Clark, Wyo. 

Mr. JONES. My colleague [Mr. Pires] is necessarily de- 
tained from the Chamber this morning on departmental busi- 
ness. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. The Senate 
will receive a message from the House of Representatives. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Fletcher Nelson 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 6277) to authorize the building of a dam 
across the Savannah River at or near the mouth of Stevens 
and Columbia, 


Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the 


Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, S. C., 

Ga., in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
SAVANNAH RIVER DAM. 

Mr. BAILEY. 

a moment, I should like to ask unanimous consent for the pres 


ent consideration of the bill which has just come from the 


| other House. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
yield? 


Mr. CLAPP. With pleasure. 


Mr. BAILEY. There is an identical bill reported unani- 
mously from the Committee on Commerce, and I ask unanimous 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays the bill before the 
Senate, and the Senator from Texas asks unanimous consent 


' 

; : ; : iat 

| consent for the present consideration of the House bill. 
| 

| 


for its present consideration. 








Fifty Senators have answered to 


If the Senator from Minnesota will yield for 


Does the Senator from Minnesota 
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The 


“Cross 


bill (H. R. 6277) to authorize the building of a dam 
the Savannah River at or near the mouth of Stevens 
between the counties of Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, 
Ga., was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: 


Re it 


Creek, 


enacted, etc., That J. L. Hankinson, N. B. Dial, and their asso- 
ciates, their successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized 
to coustruct, maintain, and operate a dam across the Savannah River 
at or near the mouth of Stevens Creek, between the counties of Edge- 
field, S. C., and Columbia, Ga., in accordance with the provisions of an 
act entitled “‘An act to regulate the construction of dams across navi- 
gable waters,” approved June 21, 1906. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 2179) 
to authorize and empower J. L. Hankinson, N. B. Dial, and their 
associates, successors, and assigns to construct a dam, being the 
Senate bill on the same subject, which was reported from the 
Committee on Commerce on July 16, be indefinitely postponed, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, it will be 
ordered. 


THE TARIFF, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 1488) to provide revenue, equalize 


duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and | 


for other purposes, 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on 
junior Senator from New York [Mr. Root], to the suggestion 
which I am about to make. In view of what appears in the 
morning press, it is proposed to modify the conference report 
by a joint resolution correcting some mistake, 
something in the report. 

I desire to call attention to the fact that in our relations with 
foreign countries we have a provision in most of our treaties 
which allows from six months to a year’s notice for the abro- 
gation of a commercial treaty. In this bill the conferees, in- 
advertently, I believe, have provided that where there is no 
provision in the agreement there shall be six months’ notice, 
and that that notice shall date from the 30th day of April. 

Over three months of the notice time as declared by the 
statute to be enacted have already elapsed. When we take into 
account some features of the bill with reference to our trade 
relations with France, it does seem to me that this is a dis- 
crimination with reference to that country which I do not 
believe the committee intended to make. 
report is to be modified by a joint resolution, the attention of 
the committee being called to this fact, it may be corrected. 

When the joint resolution comes up I shall have an amend- 
ment in addition to this to offer to the proposed joint resolu- 
tion. I do not propose te offer any amendment as to this com- 
mercial matter, because it is so clearly within the province of 
the Finance Committee that I believe the committee itself, 
seeing the force of the suggestion, will formulate its own 
amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that notice has already been 
given. Notice was given nearly three months ago to France 
and all the other nations with which the United States has 
agreements of this nature of the termination of those agree- 
ments. So the Government of France has already had notice. 

Mr. CLAPP. Then I want to make a suggestion to the chair- 
man. I am speaking now from memory, for it has been some 
days since I read the provisions of the report, but the report 
provides as to those nations with which we have a provision 
terminating the engagement that the notice shall be given with- 
in ten days after the passage of this law and its approval. I 
call the attention of the junior Senator from New York to it 
and ask for his memory as to the correctness of that statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This provision has been carefully gone over 
by the State Department and the parties interested, and the 
form in which it is in the conference report, I think, is satis- 
factory to all. 

Mr. CLAPP. In view of conversations I have had, not with 
members of the committee but Members of the Senate, who 
are in an advisory relationship to the committee, especially upon 
these foreign questions, I am somewhat surprised to know that 
this question was gone over and purposely decided in the man- 
ner in which it appears it has been decided, for, discuss it as 
you may, it imposes less than a three months’ actual notice 
when, by its terms, notwithstanding the notices which have 
been given as to the nations with whom we have the agreement, 
the notice is to be given within ten days after the passage of 
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| Sion. 
| Committee to the injection of partisanship into the commission. 
| In his debate upon that subject he referred to these appointees 
omission, or | 
| made at that time to empowering the President of the United 
| States to secure the information which would be useful to Co: 


I suggest that if the | 


Aveusr 3, 


. 


the law. I have called attention to it, and I do not desire ¢, 
discuss it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Minnesota jx 
aware that there is no notice whatever in the French agro 
ment, 

Mr. CLAPP. The point I am making is that with these ot{)o,; 
nations it is six months or a year, and yet with France we pro. 
pose to give them less than three months. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to {he 
conference report. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I have just come into the 
Chamber, and I do not know what the status of the business js. 
I understood the Chair to be putting the question as to acre 
ing to the conference report. 

Mr. CULLOM. The question is on agreeing to the report. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I wish to make some jy- 
quiry of the chairman of the Finance Committee before tha; 
question is put. ° 

I will state to the chairman that the bill as it passed the 
Senate provided under the maximum and minimum clause ;s 
follows: 


To secure information to assist the President in the discharge of {}y 
duties imposed upon him by this section, and information which wi 
be useful to Congress in tariff legislation and to the officers of the (oy 
ernment in the administration of the customs laws, the President js 
hereby authorized to employ such persons as may be required to mak: 
thorough investigations and examinations into the production, commer 


| and trade of the United States and foreign countries, and all conditions 


affecting the same. 
The Senator will recall that when that provision was before 


| the Senate an amendment was offered to it, first by the Senator 
| from Texas, who proposed that this so-caHed “ commission ” to 
Finance, and also of the | 


be appointed by the President should be a bipartisan comuis 
An objection was made by the chairman of the Finance 


of the President as a “ commission.” No objection whatever was 


gress in tariff legislation and to make thorough investigations 
and examinations into the production, commerce, and trade of 
the United States and foreign countries. The amendment of tli 
Senator from Texas was beaten. 

Later on an amendment was offered by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. Dotiiver] providing for a tariff commission, and provid 


ing in detail for its powers. The objection was then made by 


| members of the Finance Committee, particularly by the Sena- 


tor from North Dakota [Mr. McCumBer], representing that 
committee, that the ground was fully covered by the amend- 
ment offered by the committee regarding the maximum 
minimum clauses, and covered more broadly and comprelen 


and 


| sively than by the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. A 
| yote was taken and that amendment was beaten by only 5 votes. 


I assume that if it had not been for the assurance of tlie 
Finance Committee that this section amply covered all the r 
quirements of a tariff commission, so far as the securing of in- 
formation and the ascertaining of the difference of cost in jro- 
duction was concerned, the Senate would have forced upon the 
bill a provision fcr a tariff commission—not such a commis 
sion, perhaps, as I personally would have wished, a commission 
acting decisively in the reduction of ex¢essive duties under « 
rule fixed by Congress to a standard fixed by such rule, but a 
commission securing information which would aid the [resi 
dent of the United States in his recommendations, and Con 
gress in its deliberations, concerning tariff legislation. 

I wish to ask the Senator from Rhode Island, whose altel 
tion thus far I fear I have not been able to secure, though | 
solicited it when I rose, how comes it that the conference col 
mittee has absolutely emasculated every provision that en:}!es 
the appointees of the President to secure information useful! to 
Congress in tariff legislation; and I ask him how comes it thi! 
the provision is stricken out from the conference report provi 
ing for a thorough investigation and examination into the pro- 
duction, commerce, and trade of the United States and forcign 
countries and all conditions affecting the same? May I ask au 
answer from the Senator from Rhode Island to this question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What was the question? I beg the Senators 
pardon. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The conferees were not able ‘to agree Uj! 
any other language. The House conferees objected to the Se! 
ate provision. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask whether the objection came 
from the House conferees or from the body of the Senate col- 
ferees itself? 


The question which I have asked 
How it happened that the change was male: 
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Mr. ALDRICH. That seems to be an unnecessary question. 
It must have come from the House, of course, from the parlia- 
mentary status of the provision. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. But I asked the question, and I should 
like to have an answer. 


Mr. ALDRICH. It goes without saying, I think, that the 
House conferees must have objected to the provision. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator says, “It oes without say- 
ing, I think.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I will say—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator’s expression indicates a 


doubt. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then, if it will be more satisfactory to the 
Senator from Nevada, I will say that the House conferees 
objected to the provision in toto. They proposed to strike it 
out. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Was that acquiesced in by the conferees 
on the part of the Senate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The inclusion of the words was a compro- 
mise between the two Houses. I will say to the Senator from 
Nevada, of course with due deference to his judgment to the 
contrary, that the provision contained in the bill itself is 
even broader than it was in the Senate, in my judgment. It 
allows the President to employ whoever he pleases without 
limit and to assign such duties to them as he sees fit within the 
limitation of the maximum and minimum provisions and to 
assist the customs officers in the discharge of their duties. Now, 
these two purposes, especially the latter, cover every conceivable 
question that is covered by tariff legislation. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask the Senator whether the pro- 
vision as it comes from the conferees and is contained in the 
conference report will warrant the President in appointing 
men who will inquire into and ascertain the difference in the 
cost of production at home and abroad of the articles covered 
by the tariff? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably it will, for the reason that 
under the law, as it will pass in a few days, I hope, the home 
valuation as well as the foreign valuation of goods is a matter 
which has to be determined by the customs officers, and that in- 
volves, of course, all collateral questions. I have no doubt 
myself that the provision as it now stands is, as I have already 
stated, even broader than the provision which passed the 
Senate. 

I am quite willing to say, however, that so far as I was con- 
cerned, and so far as the Senate conferees were concerned, we 
tried our best to have the language kept in as it passed this 
body. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Nevada permit me 
to ask a question of the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then the Senator from Rhode Island 
differs in his interpretation from the interpretation given by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] the other day when the 
deficiency appropriation bill was being passed. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. That is the question I was about to ask 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not happen to be present when the 
Senator from Maine made a statement on the subject, but I am 
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President under any circumstances to take any action with ref- 
erence to the rates in the bill where that action is based upon 
the difference in the cost of production here and abroad? ‘The 
Senator need not worry himself, because we all know there is 
no such provision in the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then it is not pertinent. 

Mr. CLAPP. Perhaps not. I think I will suggest a little 
pertinency about it. I want to suggest that the power and 
scope of the examination is limited to securing information to 
assist the President in the discharge of the duties imposed upon 
him by this section, and the officers of the Government in the 
administration of the customs laws. 


The President is hereby authorized to employ such persons as may be 
required. 


I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada if he accepts 
under that limitation the answer that it authorizes an inquiry 
into what the Senator from Nevada and every Senator who 
stands upon the platform of a tariff representing the difference 
in the cost of production desires to have covered? That is 
limited to investigation and information relating to the duties 
imposed by this law upon the President and no more, and the 
duty of ascertaining the difference in the cost of production is 
not imposed by this law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator from Minnesota has put to 
me a question, and I will yield to the Senator from Rhode 
Island in a moment. I wish to state that the language of this 
conference report does not, in my judgment, bear the construc- 
tion put upon it by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. CLAPP. Exactly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. But I am glad to know that the Senator 
from Rhode Island, powerful as he is in legislation in this 
body, takes that construction, for I know that when he gives 
an assurance to this body he will act upon it. I know that 
when an appropriation bill comes into this body appropriating 
money for the expenses of such an inquiry the Senator from 
Rhode Island will sustain it; and whilst this provision does 
the Senator from Rhode Island does put this construction upon 
it, and that legislation will follow that will carry out the terms 
not go as far as I would wish, and does not in my judgment 
earry the construction put upon it by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, I am glad to know in the last stages of the bill that 
of the conference report and the construction put upon it by 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Nevada will yield to me 
for a moment, I think he will be convinced himself, upon con- 
sideration, that no other construction than that which I have 
placed upon it can be put upon it. It is to assist the officers of 
the United States in the collections of revenue. That is not 
the exact language used, but that is the purport of it; and it 
means this: The revenue officers of the United States have a 
great variety of duties in connection with the tariff and the 
collection of duties. The most important of those are, first, to 
ascertain foreign values, Involved in that by the plain terms 
of the law is the cost of foreign production of the articles 
named upon which duties are to be assessed. The question of 
the determination of foreign valves and the foreign cost of pro- 
duction are the most important duties, I repeat, that are given 


stating my own views, which are clearly carried out, in my | to customs officers. By this act new duties are assigned to 
| them to find out the value of articles in this country, both of 


judgment, by the language used in the act. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
assurance from the Senator from Rhode Island, and it does 
great credit to his good faith and to his maintenance of his 
obligations to this body. 

{ wish to say that I have been somewhat distrustful about 
this matter because of the action of the Senator from Maine, 
referred to by the Senator from Indiana in the debate upon 
the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La For- 
LETTE |—the tariff commission amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I can say, without betraying the 
confidence of the President, that the views which I entertain 
- a the views entertained by the President of the United 
States, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I am glad to know that. I already knew 
that the President was in favor of ascertaining honestly and 
fairly the difference in the cost of production at home and 
abroad, such ascertainment to be made by competent men, im- 
partial men, who could act judicially upon this important ques- 
tion and not according to the methods now prevailing in Con- 
gress—methods of trade, and bargain, and barter. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon an interruption? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 


Mr. CLAPP. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island if there is any provision in the bill which authorizes the 


I am very much gratified to receive this | 


foreign and domestic production. This involves the whole ques- 
tion which anybody has asked in connection with the persons to 
be employed by the President. 

So I have no question whatever but that every conceivable 
question that could have been covered by the language used in 
the Senate provision is covered equally by the language now 
used, and there is no limitation. The words used by the Senate 
in their provision were words of limitation and not words of 
enlargement. In my judgment, the provision is broader than 
the original provision. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Well, Mr. President I am very glad to 
have the assurance of the Senator from Rhode Island, but I wil 
ask him one further question. His associate upon the Finance 
Committee, the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate], is the chairman 
of the Appropriations Committee. We know how powerful the 
chairman of that committee is in legislation. Does the Senator 
from Rhode Island think, after the expressions of the Senator 
from Maine upon the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin 
{Mr. La Fotxetrre] that he will stand by and favor the appropri- 
ations that will be necessary to enable the President of the 
United States to carry out this important function‘ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not authorized to speak for the Sen- 
ator from Maine upon this subject. The views of the Senator 
from Maine, I realize, are different from my own with regard 
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to this whole subject. But I will say to the Senator from Ne- 
vada that, so far as I am concerned, both in my official capacity 
as chairman of the Finance Committee and as a Member of this 
body, I shall use every effort that is in my power, and I have 
no doubt it will be successful, to have every appropriation made 
which the President requires to carry out this policy in good 
faith. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The assurance of the Senator from Rhode 
Island as to his personal action given upon this floor is, of 
course, sufficient for any of us, but he will pardon us if we can 
not accept his expression of assurance relating to others. 
Whilst his construction may be the correct construction, and 
whilst he individually may adhere to it, the expressions and the 
action of the Senator from Maine indicate that he will not ac- 
cept the Senator’s construction. The action of the House con- 
ferees indicates that they will not accept it, and the action of 
the Senate conferees in yielding to the House conferees would 
indicate that they are not zealous advocates of the policy of 
enabling an ascertainment by scientific methods of the differen- 
tial in the cost of production 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Just at this point I wish the Senator from 
Rhode Island to be a little more definite with respect to the 
policy of which he speaks. What is the policy the Senator from 
Rhode Island believes ought to be carried out and for which he 
will use his influence? I should like during the course of the 
debate to hear from the Senator from Rhode Island upon that 
point. 

As I understand the matter, it was originally proposed that 
this body of men should undertake an examination relating to 
the cost of production of competitive articles at home and 
abroad for the information of Congress, in addition to their 
duties, which were to assist the President in applying the maxi- 
mum and minimum features of the act. The conference com- 
mittee eliminated all that part of the bill which caused that in- 
formation to be furnished to Congress, and completely divorces 
Congress from this body of men. 

I know when the appropriation bill was before the Senate 
the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. Hater], in answer to an 
inquiry by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fotrerre}, 
said: 

I may say that the action was invoked only this morning, because 
there has been nothing known until late about the tariff bill. I con- 
ferred with the President, in order to learn for what purposes this 
sum of $100,000 would be required. It will be required for the very 
important, sometimes critical, negotiations that will have to be entered 
into during the next year touching the maximum and minimum tariff 
provisions. 

He proceeds in the same strain; and that is in entire harmony 
with the language of the bill as it comes from the conference 
committee. 

I understand that it is part of the duty of the customs de- 
partment to ascertain the value of articles abroad in order to 
apply ad valorem duties to invoices; but what I should like to 
know is whether the policy which the Senator from Rhode 
Island suggests is that some body of men shall undertake the 
investigation of the cost of production at home and abroad in 
order that we may change, if change be found necessary, the 
duties that are imposed by this act upon imported products, 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. NEWLANDS., 
Island for an answer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is not a question about what my policy 
will be with reference to this subject. These duties are given 
by the bill to the President of the United States under certain 
conditions. I have no question whatever but what the Presi- 
dent will carry out the provisions of the law in the utmost good 
faith, and whatever the President thinks should be done to 
carry out the provisions of the maximum and minimum clauses 
of the act, or with reference to anything which will aid the 
customs officers in the discharge of their duties, I have no doubt 
the inquiries will be made, and made in good faith. I have no 
question about that whatever. But the question about what I 
would do if I were President is not a supposable case. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I have been answered, I 
think, fairly, because now it appears that the policy which was 
mentioned a few moments ago, and to which the Senator from 
Rhode Island |Mr. Atpricu] commits himself, relates solely 
to the administration of this law. I have no doubt the Presi- 
dent will do the work committed to him wisely, and I am very 
much in favor of the appropriation that has already been 
passed by the Senate, but I thought there might be some confu- 
sion with regard to policy. The policy of administering this 








Senator from Nevada 


I will yield to the Senator from Rhode 
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law is one thing; the policy of changing it is quite another. 
What I want the Senate and the country to understand is, 
whether it is proposed to go on now and make an investigation 
for the purpose of applying the standards of the Republican 
platform to import duties, and if in that investigation it be 
found that these duties, or any of them, are either too high or 
too low, that we shall proceed in due course to change them. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I would ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island, Mr. President, whether, under the bill as it stands, jt 
will be in the power of the President, and within his ability, the 
necessary funds being available, to inquire not only into the 
cost of production abroad of articles covered by the tariff, but 
also the cost of production at home of those articles? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Clearly; I should say yes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator from Rhode Island, then, is 
of the opinion that the President will not only have the power 
to do that, but that the funds necessary to pay the expenses of 
the inquiry will be forthcoming? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not understand how Congress would 
refuse to make appropriations for a purpose for which they had 
authorized the President to expend money. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Well, now, Mr. President, I think that the 
Senator 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada is 
solicitous about investigations to ascertain the difference in the 
cost of production abroad and in this country, and the Senator 
from Rhode Island commits himself to the policy of making 
that investigation and ascertainment. Of course there could 
never be any doubt as to what the Senator from Rhode Island 
would do about a matter of that kind. We have recently had a 
shining example of his anxiety in that behalf that ought to 
inspire us with absolute confidence as to his course in the 
future. About two months ago a resolution was adopted by the 
Senate, calling for the publication of a report made by the 
German Government as to the cost of production in that 
country. That rcport was sent by the German Government to 
the Secretary of State and transmitted here by the President 
at the call of the Senate. It was then referred to the Con- 
mittee on Finance to be published under its supervision. 
Several inquiries have been made of and several promises 
made by the Senator from Rhode Island as to its forthcoming, 
but up to this day the Senate has not been able to get that 
report. So we may see with what swiftness the Senator from 
Rhode Island will run to get the facts the Senator from Nevada 
desires and which it is so important we should have, but which 
we are never able to get. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is that the same report to which the Senator 
from Missouri has referred several times in the Senate? 

Mr. STONE. It is the same report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That report has been sent to the Govern- 
ment Printing Office. I think the Government Printing Office 
is very busy these days, but I have no doubt that we shal! get 
the report in due time. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask when the report was seut to 
the Government Printing Office? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not say. The Senator from Nevada 
ean probably ascertain by asking the Printing Office, or perha))s 
he can by 

Mr. STONE. The Senator from Rhode Island says he will go 
down and get it in good time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. STONE. I suppose after Congress has adjourned. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said the Senate would get it undoubted!) 
in good time. 


Mr. STONDE. 








Oh, well, at Christmas time. 

Mr. KEAN. As a Christmas present. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I shall not endeavor to 
exact from the Senator from Rhode Island any further staic 
ment as to his construction of this provision or as to the power 
and the ability of the President to take steps for the ascertaii 
ment of the difference in the cost of production at home an 
abroad, and to take steps to secure all the information, «1d. 
according to the Senator’s statement, more than all the inform: 
tion, called for by the bill as it passed the Senate. I can only 
say that I fear that the Senator may not be so potential wil!) 
his associates as he will be with himself. 

We already realize that among the Senate conferees themselves 
there was one determined antagonist to the securing of this in 
formation in the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] ; that he doubt 
less opposed the action of the Senate in the conference commit- 
tee itself and aided in the yielding of the Senate conferees to the 
House insistence. We know that he is chairman of the Com 
mittee on Appropriations, that he is chairman of the committee 
on committees of the Republican party in the Senate, that he is 











powerful in legislation, and that he is powerful in party organi- 
vation; and I fear very much that when the time comes for ac- 
tion, to give the President the power that he desires and the 
funds with which to make this inquiry, we shall find the Senator 
from Maine standing like a stone wall against the march of 
progress; that we shall also find the leading man in the House 
of Kepresentatives, the representative of everything that is ultra- 
conservative and reactionary in legislation, standing like a stone 
wall against it; that we shall find them appealing, in justifica- 
tion of their action, to the letter and the words of the statute 
which Congress has passed, and that the Senator from Maine 
will refer to a warning given upon the floor of the Senate as to 
his view of the desirable action regarding this investigation. 
So, if I am satisfied with the construction placed by the Senator 
from Rhode Island upon this provision, I am not satisfied to rely 
upon that construction as indicative that his party and his party 
organization and the men associated with him in power in the 
Republican party will stand by him in that construction and will 
favor action pursuant to it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the Senator from Nevada permit me 
to ask him a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

“ Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I notice that as this bill 
passed the Senate the provision in question in section 2 reads 
as follows: 

To secure information to assist the President in the discharge of the 
duties imposed upon him by this section, and information which will 
be useful to Congress in tariff legislation, and to the officers of the 
Government in the administration of the customs laws, the President 
is hereby authorized to employ such persons as may be required to 
make thorough investigations and examinations into the production, 
commerce, and trade of the United States and foreign countries, and 
all conditions affecting the same. 

This language is found on page 355 of the bill. I find on 
page 430 that after this provision went through the conference 
it came out as follows: 

To secure information to assist the President in the discharge of the 
duties imposed upon him by this section, and the officers of the Gov- 


ernment in the administration of the customs laws, the President is 
hereby authorized to e1uploy such persons as may be required. 


It is very evident to my mind that the people who changed 
the language as it originally passed the Senate into the lan- 
guage as it comes from the conference were not friendly to this 
clause. I am satisfied that the changes were not made to 
strengthen it. I for one believe that it was one of the most 
important provisions in the bill as it passed the Senate; and I 
believe that as it stands now, although the motive was undoubt- 
edly to draw the teeth from it, it can still, if the opportunity is 
furnished by an appropriation to carry it out, be made a very 
no factor for use in the future in, reference to tariff legis- 
ation. 

In that connection I simply wish to make this suggestion to 
the Senator from Nevada: If the appropriation of $100,000 in 
the bill which the Senate has already passed, and which is 
now pending in the other House, shall go through, and the 
funds be placed at the disposal of the President, and if, under 
this provision as it now comes from the conference committee he 
shall employ experts to gather information for the purpose of 
enabling him to execute the maximum and minimum provisions 
of this law, after that information has been secured and is in 
the possession of the executive department, can the President 
not use it at any time in sending a message to the Congress of 
the United States in relation to tariff legislation, so that the 
facts it contains ean be utilized in spite of the hostile effort made 
by that committee to destroy its provisions? If so, should we 
hot support it as it stands here now? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, in reply to the Senator 
from South Dakota, I have to say that if the President of the 
United States, in the exercise of his powers under the maximum 
ind minimum clause, does obtain facts necessary for the in- 
formation of Congress in order to ascertain the difference be- 
tween the cost of production at home and abroad, it is doubt- 
less within his power, under the power of recommendation con- 
tained in the Constitution, to transmit that information to 
Congress and to make his recommendations. What I fear is 
that the funds put at his disposal will not be sufficient to ascer- 
tain the cost of production abroad as well as at home;-that his 
first duty will be to ascertain the cost of production abroad; 
and that that may be regarded as the only duty that devolves 
upon him under the maximum and minimum clause, for it is 
upon the value of the foreign article that the duty is imposed, 
and not upon the value of the domestic article, and that hence 
he tay fail for want of funds to make this inquiry. 

rhe Senator will recall the fact that Congress passed a bill 
for the regulation of the railroads, giving the Interstate Com- 
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merce Commission the power to determine what should be a 
reasonable rate. The Senator will recall that the Supreme 
Court had determined that in ascertaining a reasonable rate it 
was necessary to take into consideration, among other consid- 
erations, the value of the railroads; and the Senator knows 
that thus far Congress has denied the Interstate Commerce 
Commission either the power or the funds with which to make 
this inquiry, and that it has hamstrung the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in the exercise of its functions. That bill 
passed three years ago. The country has been demanding the 
valuation of the railroads. The entire Democratic party, and, 
if it were put to a vote of the Republican party, three-fourths 
of the Republican party would stand for that as a just com- 
pliance with the spirit of the interstate-commerce law, and yet 
it has not been done, and it has not been done simply because 
the reactionaries and ultraconservatives, to whom I have re- 
ferred, who fought the interstate-commerce bill at every stage 
and finally voted for it under the pressure of public opinion, 
have denied to the Interstate Commerce Commission—and have 
been sufficiently powerful here to make that denial effectiye— 
the power even to ascertain an essential factor in rate deter- 
mination. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I feel impelled to inquire of 
the Senator. whether it is his judgment that this $100,000 is*to 
be expended for the purpose of ascertaining the difference be- 
tween the cost of production at home and abroad? I supposed 
that it was to be expended for the purpose of ascertaining condi- 
tions upon which the maximum and minimum rates may be 
applied, and for that purpose only, and I could not conceive 
that the relative cost of production at home and abroad entered 
into that at all. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricn] to the construction put by the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. HreysurNn] upon this provision, en- 
tirely at variance with his own. The Senator from Rhode 
Island seeks to placate the sentiment of the Senate by an in- 
sistence that the powers conferred by this provision as it stands 
are larger than the powers as conferred by the bill when it 
passed the Senate; and the Senator from Idaho arises and 
insists that the powers of the President are restricted entirely 
to the ascertainment of discriminations by foreign countries 
against importations from this country, and that this provision 
does not apply, and could not legally be applied, to the ascertain- 
ment of the difference in the cost of production between this and 
foreign countries. So here we have an illustration of the differ- 
ence in opinion that will arise in the future upon this floor, the 
Senator from Rhode Island taking one position and the Sen- 
ator from Idaho aiding the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALe} in 
taking another. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Nevada hardly 
expects me to be responsible for all the present and prospective 
Members of the Senate or of the House upon this question? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated simply my own views and the plain, 
definite purport of the language used. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not hold the Senator responsible. If 
I held him responsible and felt that he could meet the full 
measure of the responsibility, I should not say another word, 
for I know that when the Senator from Rhode Island gives his 
word upon this floor that that word is good. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I do not desire to interrupt 
the flow of the Senator’s argument, but it seems to me that we 
might reach an understanding, perhaps, by a little interchange 
of question and answer. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. To do what the Senator suggests—that is, 
to ascertain the difference in the cost of production at home 
and abroad, and so forth—simply means the establishment of a 
running census board. It does not mean the performance ol 
any function that can be valuable in executing a law which has 
the ordinary attributes of certainty. That is the reason I was 
impelled to ask the question. It resolves itself down, as I un- 
derstand, to the performance of the act of determination whether 
and where conditions exist that authorize executive order that 
will change schedule rates, and nothing else. Of course that 
will require much money, and it ought to be provided for if we 
establish the maximum and minimum rate. 
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Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, if we could receive an as- 
surance from the dominant party that an ample appropriation 
would be given for the purpose of ascertaining the difference in 
the cost by a capable and impartial tribunal, so far as I am con- 
cerned, my argument would be at an end, although there are 
many features of this bill to which I am opposed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator will permit me right there, 
what is the object, after we pass a bill, in spending time and 
money in determining that fact, except to the extent that a 
census is useful? What other object can there be? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. ‘The purpose is to enable the President, 
acting upon the findings of such a commission, to recommend to 
Congress the reduction of the duties in this bill to the difference 
in the cost of production at home and abroad, and enable him 
and the party which he represents to carry out its solemn pledge 
given to the people of the United States. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, does the Senator mean to in- 
fer that the Senate is to waive its function of legislation and its 
judgment and accept the report of this commission or the recom- 
mendations of the President as a substitute for its own intelli- 
gence and responsibility? That is what it seems to amount to. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senate would waive nothing; Con- 
gress would waive nothing; it could act favorably or unfavor- 
ably, as it chose, wpon the recommendation of the President; it 
could accept or discard the information presented by this tri- 
bunal. But there is a feeling throughout this country, shared 
by members of both parties, the unanimous judgment, almost, 
of the American people, that the methods pursued by Congress in 
ascertaining the facts are faulty and defective. They believe 
that the cost of production here and the cost of production 
abroad and the duty which is to represent the difference between 
them can not. be ascertained by a tribunal, acting as this has 
acted, descending from its dignity as legislators, turning the 
Senate into a market, each Senator behind his stall with his 
goods, his shoes, his woolens, his cottons, insisting upon this 
phase or that phase, this value or that value, and the bargain- 
ing and the trade and the compromise attendant upon this 
method of ascertaining a fact. 

The people are tired of this, and they themselves demand infor- 
mation, and they demand that the President shall have the power 
to obtain information for himself, and they demand that Congress 
shall have the information. This provision in the Senate bill 
was intended to secure that information and represented al- 
most the unanimous judgment of the Senate, for but one voice 
was raised against it, and that was the voice of the Senator 
from Maine; and yet we find that Senator potential with his 
associates on the conference committee representing this body, 
swinging his associates into compliance with the demands of 
the House. We know how the conferees of the House were 
selected, disregarding the usual rule, one of them interested 
largely in one of the most important schedules in the bill, a 
Member who said that it made him sweat blood whenever there 
was any suggestion of a reduction in any degree of any of the 
duties of the tariff. 

I stand simply for the judgment of the Senate; and I Say, 
in view of the fact that the assurance given by the Senator 
from Rhode Island is not accepted by his party associates, is 
rejected by one of his associates here, and in view of the fact 
that the gentlemen from the other House who have been so 
potential in the conference will be opposed to any progressive 
action upon this line, that we should reject this report, insist 
upon the Senate provision as it stood, and center our fight 
upon this provision; for, in my judgment, the whole fight of 
the future will be centered upon this proposition, first ad- 
vanced in the Senate by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Bev- 
ERIDGE]—a movement which has had a constantly increasing 
momentum and a movement which appeals to the reason, to 
the fairness, and to the judgment of men. We should deter- 
mine that some competent tribunal should inquire into these 
questions of fact and give Congress and the President the in- 
formation which they sadly need. 

Now, Mr. President, I shall not weary the Senate with lengthy 
remarks upon this subject. Most of my time has been taken up 
with interruptions, to which I gladly yielded. I wish, however, 
to refer to the debates which have taken place upon this subject 
and to quote them. I shall not read at length the quotations. 
for they would weary the Senate. I shall simply ask permission 
to print them, but I wish, in order to connect them together 
with some logical sequence, to refer to the history of this move- 
ment for a tariff commission. 

Two years ago, if I recall the time aright, or about two years 
ago, the Senator from Indiana made in this body a notable 
speech urging a tariff commission for the ascertainment of facts. 
His speech appealed to me. I spoke immediately following him 
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not only approving all that he had said, but insisting that (op. 
gress should go further; should not only appoint a commission 
for the purpose of securing information, but that it should a)\s, 
give them the power to act under a rule laid down by Congress 
in the reduction of tariff duties which exceeded the standarg 
called for by the dominant party, giving such a commission 
power aualogous to that now enjoyed by the Interstate Com. 
merce Commission regarding railroad rates. 

That commission first had the power practically only of ree 
ommendation, but it has been enlarged by Congress unti! j; 
now has the power to fix a rate according to a rule laid down jy 
Congress. The power to fix interstate rates is just as much y 
legislative function as the power to fix customs duties, Yet (oy 
gress, because of the magnitude of the transactions, because of 
the magnitude of the inquiry, because of the inability of a greg; 
body of this kind to determine matters of fact, not only oy- 
ganized that commission with the power to ascertain the facts, 
but the power to give those facts effect under a rule laid dowy 
by Congress. 

Since this question has been discussed in this body some of 
its Members have accepted this view. I believe in the end it wij! 
be the prevailing view, but I can not hope that that view wij! 
ripen into immediate legislation. But there is one thing upon 
which the mind of the Senate itself is fixed, as expressed in this 
very provision which passed the Senate, and that is that the 
President should have the power to select a tribunal with fy)! 
power to inquire into the facts, so that those facts can be useful 
to Congress in its legislation and useful to the President in his 
power of recommendation. 

Mr. President, in view of that history, I refer to the history 
of this debate regarding the commission question. When the 
minimum and maximum clause, containing this provision, 
framed by the Finance Committee and giving the powers of ex- 
amination, with a view to securing information useful to (Con- 
gress and useful to the President, was up, the Senator from 
Texas moved that the commission be a bipartisan commission, 
that it be composed of seven members, not more than four of 
whom should belong to any one party. That matter was dis 
cussed, and the Senator from Rhode Island argued against it, 
insisting that partisanship should not enter into the question 
at all, that economists only should be called into it, and they 
should not be divided upon party lines, The Senator from 
New York also opposed it on the same grounds. No expres- 
sion was made in that debate against the necessity of securing 
this information and the advisability of securing it, and the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas was beaten upon thie 
argument presented against it, that it presented partisan fea 
tures, that the inquiry ought to be an economic inquiry, in 
which politics should cut no figure. I shall ask to insert i 
the Recorp certain quotations from portions of the debate 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request’? 
The Chair hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

{From the ConGRESSIONAL RecorpD of July 3, 1909.] 


Mr. ALpricH. Mr. President, this is not intended to be a partisan 
or a nonpartisan commission. It is intended to assist the Presid: in 
carrying out the work that is assigned to him by the provisions of [his 
section. It is also intended that they shall examine all questions per 
taining to tariff matters and the products of foreign countries, so ()a 
they may have expert knowledge in regard to discriminations. Tor that 
purpose they will need to be acquainted with industrial conditions i 
this country and in other countries. 

It is not intended that this shall be a partisan or a nonpartisan con 
mission, as I stated before. The President will take the very best meu 
he can get, without reference to where they live or as to what the! 
party associations are. —- 

I think we can safely leave the matter to the President of the United 
States, who has the responsibility upon him of discharging his duty in 
this regard. I believe it is much wiser to do that than it would be te 
undertake to regulate the number of these persons, or their po''t! al 
affiliations, or the salaries that shall be paid them. I think money \ 
be saved to the Government by adopting the course suggested by the 
committee. 

* * « - ~ - * 


Mr. Bacon. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I should like 
to draw his attention to the fact that the amendment propeses ta! 
these appointees—whatever name may be properly given to them 
shall not only gather information for the benefit of the President 
determining what shall be done under the powers given him under Ue 
amendment, but shall gather information which will be usefu! 
Congress in tariff legislation. 

Mr. ALorici. Unquestionably. ; 

Mr. Bacon. That goes very much further, Mr. President, and (ect 
in some manner invade the field of political divisions and_ content! 
For that reason it seems to me the language of the afnendment s! 
be very carefully guarded in this respect. If, as stated by the Sone 
tor, the investigations of these men were to relate solely to mat'«! 
which concern the President, and they were to be his personal repres*! 
tatives, the matter would be very different from what it is under the 
provisions of the amendment. But the amendment goes very 
further than that. 

I do not know that the Senator heard what I said. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 did. ’ a 

Mr. Bacon. I said that if the work of these men related so'’'' 
to the gathering of information in order that the President migh! « 
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termine whether he should impose the maximum or the minimum tariff, 
then they would be his personal representatives. 

\ir. ALpricw. Mr, President, I think the Senator will agree with 
me, even from that standpoint, that this information ought not to be 
ithered by men with a partisan bias. It ought not to be expected 
that Congress would limit this commission to a point where there 
would be certain to be two reports, upon political lines, upon every 
question, I can imagine nothing which would be more detrimental to 


the purpose we have in view than a partisan commission sent out to 
eather information with reference to one political view or one economic 
view or another. I think it would destroy the usefulness and the 
pt nose of this commission, or whatever you please to call it. 
> + is as ¥ > 

Mr. Roor. * * * It appears to me that the force of accumulated 
public opinion, the force of continued action, the general acceptance of 
the principles of nonpartianship as they have already obtained and 


abound and continue in our Government, constitute a so much stronger 
motive toward making a nonpartisanship commission that it would be 
a pity to put in a provision which would compel its being a bipartisan 
commission, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The next debate regarding a tariff com- 
mission took place upon the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. Dotiiver], who presented a lengthy amendment, 
providing for a customs commission, detailing its powers and 
its duties. That amendment was fought by the Finance Com- 
mittee, represented by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
McCumber]. I shall ask to print in my remarks quotations 
from his speech. : 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

{From the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of July 3, 1909.] 

Mr. MeCumBrr. Mr. President, I do not want to vote upon this 
measure until there has been placed upon record the statement that 
the essentials of everything asked for by the amendment of the Senator 
from lowa [Mr, DOLLIver] are fully and cemprehensively covered by 
the broader and more generous terms of the provision that has been 
proposed by the committee. I want to call attention to the wording 
of the last portion of the amendment. It is: 

‘To secure information to assist the President in the discharge of 
the duties imposed upon him by this section, and information which 


will be useful to Congress in tariff legislation and to the officers of the 
Government in the administration of the customs laws, the President is 
hereby authorized to employ such persons as may be required to make 
thorough investigations and examinations into the production, com- 


merce, and trade of the United States and foreign countries, and all 
conditions affecting the same.” 

Within those broad provisions are encompassed every essential fea- 
ture that is asked for in the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, 
except as to the machinery itself, and except possibly as to some of 
the details of publication, 
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Mr. McCumper. Mr. President, I have no doubt the commission 
that will be appointed will measure up to the dignity required by 
the Senator from Iowa. But I want to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor again te these words, which state that the commission shall col- 
lect any and all information “which will be useful to Congress in 
tariff legislation.” The most useful information we can have in tariff 
legislation is as to the facts concerning the cost of production at home 
and abroad, and all other facts concerning the production, commerce, 
and trade of the United States with foreign countries, and all other 
conditions that affect the same. Those things are covered by the pro- 
visions of the amendment of the committee, and they certainly are 
more comprehensive and broader than the amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa, although not carried out in so much detail. 


It was upon this assurance of Mr. McCumper, a member of 
the Finance Committee, that the provision of the Senate amend- 
ment was broader and more comprehensive than the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa that that amendment was defeated, 
and it was defeated in this body by only five votes. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fotterre] offered on 


the Sth day of July an amendment providing in great detail for | 


a tariff commission. This amendment was also opposed by 


members of the committee, and for the first time a discordant | 
note was heard. I have not that debate before me. It is con- | 


tained in the as yet unpublished speech of the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. La Fouterre], and does not appear in the 
Record. But my recollection is that then the Senator from 
Maine indicated his dissent to the interpretation put by his as- 
sociates upon the committee and by the general judgment of the 
Senate as to the amendment prepared by the Senate committee, 
and it is his expression of dissent then that has put me upon 
this inquiry. I shall ask leave to print in my remarks in the 
Recorp, without reading, quotations from that debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request is 
£ranted, 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Mr. ALpricn. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me? 

Mr. La Fotterrr. Certainly. 
' Mr. Atpricw. The duties of the commission, the parties to be named 
'y the President, are defined in the act. They will also be defined by 


the President, and so far as appropriations are concerned, the appro- | 


pr ations will undoubtedly be made. This proposition was put into the 
_ in good faith. It was agreed to by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 

EVERIDGE], who aided in the preperation of it, and it covers all the 
pusgestions and the requirements of the various organizations that have 
kind asking us to provide for the appointment of a commission of this 
Mr. La Fouterre. Now, Mr. President, I was not disposed to extend 
unduly the discussion on this subject. 

Mr. Beveriper. Mr. President 








Mr. LA Foutterts. In a moment I will yield to the Senator from Indi- 
ana with very great pleasure. What this proposed legislation will do 
is to be determined by the language embodied in that provision. No larger 
powers can conferred upon those who are to be appointed under it. 
Those are provided for there, and I am going to take that up in a mo- 
ment. I am going to analyze it. 

Mr. BeveRIDGE. The only reason why I wanted to interrupt the Sena- 
tor in this particular instance was to note the statement of the Senator 
from Rhode Island concerning the certainty of an adequate appropriation, 
which I was delighted to hear made. 

Mr. La Fouwettre. I was very glad to hear that declaration myself 
and proposed to make such further reference to it as would prevent the 
possibility of its being forgotten hereafter. 

= a“ + a * z on 

Mr. Hate. I want to say for myself that I do not understand the pro- 
visions reported by the committee upon this bill in any way constitute 
a tariff commission. In my belief the wit of man can not devise any 
scheme that will keep the country constantly agitated over tariff issues 
that will be so bad and involved in its operation as a tariff commission 
such as the Senator from Wisconsin is earnestly and honestly for. I 
do not believe such a commission would either be valuable in aiding Con- 
gress when the time comes in tariff legiskation, which ought not to be 
often, but at far-separated spaces of time. I do not think such a com- 
mission would ever, in any way, help Congress in working out a proper 
result. If I believed that the provisions of the bill would do anything 
more than allow the President to appoint experts that from time to 
time will report and if necessary be sent to Congress by the President, 
and that it woul be a commission with authority such as the Senator 
wants, I would not vote for the proposition. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I am unable to refer to that portion of 
the Recorp which contains the assurance given by the Senator 
from Rhode Island as to the vote of the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. BrevERIDGE] upon one of these amendments providing for 
a tariff commission. The Senator from Indiana was not pres- 
ent, and he was paired against any amendment for a tariff 
commission, and that vote was questioned by the Senator from 
Wisconsin on the ground that it was well known that the Sena- 
tor from Indiana was a pronounced advocate of a tariff com- 
mission. The Senator from Rhode Island interrupted and de- 
clared that the Senator from Indiana had been consulted re- 
garding the provision of the Senate amendment as proposed by 
the Finance Committee; that he was satisfied with its provi- 
sions; that it gave sufficient power to the President to organize 
a tariff commission; and that he would not favor any amend- 
ment or change in it; and that assurance was accepted by the 
Senate. 

So, throughout, every statement of the Finance Committee led 
the Senate to believe that this provision contained all the powers 
that were necessary and essential to enable the President of the 
United States to secure the information that would aid him in 
his power of recommendation and Congress in its action regard- 
ing tariff legislation. And so these other amendments providing 
in detail for tariff commissions were rejected, the prevailing 
sentiment being that the whole question of the organization of 
this commission, the qualifications of its members, the number of 
its members, the pay of its members should be left to the organ- 
izing hand of the President himself. 

I think the conferees failed in their duty in this matter when 
they failed to take the sense of the Senate again on this proposi- 
tion before yielding to the House conferees. I have not the 
slightest doubt that in the existing judgment of the Senate, had 
| not the assurance been given, a tariff commission, with ample 
powers and with defined duties, would have been created by some 
such amendment as that proposed by the Senator from Iowa or 

the Senator from Wisconsin. 

| There is much complaint of the action of the conferees in 
defeating the will of Congress. I do not believe this bill as 
reported by the Finance Committee represents the judgment 
| either of the Senate or of the House; but I did hope that as the 
result of the final action of the conferees this bill would con- 
|} tain the seed of a commission, to be organized under the wise 
| direction of the President, with that conscientiousness and 
' . . . ‘sf . 
fidelity to duty which he has always manifested, and that it 
would ripen by a process of evolution into a great tribunal, 
not engaged in tariff making—Congress alone can perform that 
duty—but in correcting the excesses of the tariff, under a rule 
laid down by Congress, and that thus we would be relieved of 
this unseemly contention, this bartering, this trading, this com- 
promising, this warfare of section against section, of class 
against class, and that we could then, undisturbed by these con- 
tentions, perform our high functions of legislation with dignity 
and deliberation. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Nevada a question. He says he would give this commission 
power to correct excesses. Do I understand that the Senator 
would have a commission which might during the recess of 
| Congress, for instance, correct an excessive duty? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Individually, it is my view that Congress 
should lay down the rule by which the justice and the fairness 
of a duty should be determined; that that rule should be de- 
clared by the dominant party according to its view of public 
policy. The Republican party, being in power and having de- 
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clared the rule to be that the duties should represent the differ- 
ence between the cost of production at home and abroad with 
a fair profit to the domestic manufacturer added, I would’ ex- 
pect that that party would lay down that rule and authorize 
the commission wherever they found a duty in excess of that 
rule so to declare, and authorize the President, upon his ap- 
proval of the finding, to reduce that duty to the standard fixed 
by Congress, either by a progressive approach running over a 
series of years—five or ten years—or decisively and immediately, 
as Congress in its wisdom should determine. 

The Republican party has announced its own rule, and it 
should not be afraid to have it carried out by a competent 
tribunal, possessing the functions and the dignity of a court 
of justice; and that is a much more effective way to correct 
the excesses of the tariff than by those contentions here in 
which nothing is settled, but in which are involved bargaining 
and trading and compronfising by interested parties, interested 
sections, interested States, men fighting not for the facts, but 
for particular interests in their district or in their State or in 
their section. That would be a. very much better method than 
the method now pursued, and it would be legal and constitu- 
tional. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It occurs to me, Mr. President, that the 
suggestion of the Senator from Nevada amounts to the letting 
out of government by contract to somebody else. 

Mr. NEWLANDS rose. 

Mr. HEYBURN. As I understand his suggestion—and the 
Senator will be patient with me for a moment, I will ‘state it 
as I understand it—he proposes to invest a commission with the 


power in each case to determine the relative cost abroad and at | 


home and fix a duty in that case, 
amounts to. There is not any element of stability or per- 
manence involved at all. It might be that in the case of a 
strike in mills in Germany the cost would be affected neces- 
sarily. This commission would get together and say, The 
rate will be based upon conditions of production abroad, which 
are so and so. The strike is ended, and in thirty days the cost 
of the article abroad changes and the commission meets and 
changes the rate. I think that would hardly appeal to the 
reason or the judgment of any Senator. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I will simply state, in 
reply to the Senator from Idaho, that the discussion which he is 
now opening up is purely academic and I will not follow him in 
it. I will be glad to meet him some time when a discussion of 
that phase of the question becomes pertinent. 

L have expressed briefly my individual views as to the extent 
of the powers which should be given to a tariff or customs or 
foreign commerce commission without argument or amplifica- 
tion. The question now before us is not whether a commission 
shall be given the extended powers which I would give them. 
The question is not as to whether Congress will declare the 
rules by which the commission shall act or by which the Presi- 
dent shall act. The question now before Congress is whether 
we shall authorize the President to secure information useful 
for Congress in tariff legislation and useful to him in his power 
of recommendation. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator will pardon me if I do not 
take up with him the discussion of the other phase of the ques- 
tion. Under present conditions, I think it is purely academic. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I was not expressing particular eagerness 
that the Senator should take up the question. I was from my 
own standpoint, in my own time, making a suggestion that 
might perhaps throw some light upon the academic question that 
the Senator had been discussing. The question of tariff com- 
missions, or boards to fix rates, is not before the Senate, and I 
thought perhaps the best way to call the Senator’s attention to 
that fact was to say something myself along that line. He is 
very quick to criticise the fact that I was discussing a general 
question that was not involved, but he seemed to fail in enlight- 
eument that he had been engaged in it for about an hour. . That 
was my only purpose in rising. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask leave to have printed in 
the Recorp a letter from Mr. Singleton, who is a leading worsted 
manufacturer of my State, replying to the statement of the 
National Clothiers’ Association in regard to the advance in the 
price of worsted goods. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, and 
the letter will be printed in the Rercorp. 

The letter is as follows: 


That is what his suggestion 


SINGLETON WORSTED COMPANY, 
Franklin, Mass., July 30, 1909. 
Hon. H. C. Lopes, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Srmr: On account of the — made b 


Senator La FoLLETre 
on behalf of the National Associat 


on of Clothiers, on Thursday, July 
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8, 1909, and since which date various: ne rs, such as the New 
York World, the Chicago Herald, and’ San Francisco papers, hayine 
copied the report of the Chicago and New York and National Asso, 
ation of Clothiers’ meeting and the report made by Senator La ['o,. 
LETTE, we particularly call your attention to the statement, which wo 
inform you is entirely erroneous, or a mistake made > the association 
in their report to Senator La Fouierrs, and only shows how easily 
the House and Senate can be misled, as well as the public, by so many 
false statements which have been made, and are being made, regard. 
ing the different classifications and costs in the present tariff bill. \ve 
are not afraid of animosity so much as ignorance and false statements. 

The following passage is the one we refer to, which the Nationa| 
Association of Clothiers gave to Senator La FoOuLEertTs for the July x 
1909, speech : ee 

“The advanced prices on worsteds, which have already been ap. 
nounced, following the steady deterioration of fabrics in weight ang 

uality resulting from the operation of the Dingley bill, will add to 
the retail prices approximately $2.50 on a $10 suit of clothes, $3 oy 
a $15 suit, and $5 on a $20 suit, or from 20 per cent to 25 per cent to 
the cost of clothing to the wearer thereof.” 

We herewith inclose samples of merchandise which we make to-day 
and have made these grades in various patterns for the last seventee} 
years, and we give you the prices for 1907, prior to Oetober, when 
panic started. We give you the prices made to the trade for 190s 
as to run a plant full up and avoid loss of money under a panic 
on wool and yarns created by a financial panic which affected the 
world. Wegive you the priees we have sold the merchandise at on styles: 

7751, 12 ounces, 57 inches wide; 8181, 13 ounces, 57 inches wide: 
8198, 18 ounces, 57 inches wide; 7627, 18 ounces, 57 inches wide: 
7781, 11% ounees, 57 inches wide; 3802, 11) ounces, 57 inches wide: 
7921, 13 ounces, 57 inches wide; 7219, 13 ounces, 57 inches wide: 
which are light-weight goods to be worn for the summer of 1910 and which 
merchandise we shall be making in our mill during this fall and winter. 

We also give you prices on styles: 

7939-2, 16 ounces; 7940-2, 16 ounces; 7931-4, 16 ounces; 7934-1, 
16 ounces; 7934-2, 16 ounces; 7935—4, 16 ounces; 7090, 18 ounces, 57 
inches; 7726, 16 ounces, 57 inches; 7684, 17 ounces, 57 inches; 7200 
17 ounces, 57 inches; 6819, 19 ounces, 57 inches. 

We give you the prices clearly marked for the years 1907, prior to 
the panic, on merchandise sold also in 1908 during the panic, and the 
price the merchandise must be sold for 1910 on this day’s market price 
of worsted yarns made on the high-cost wool of this date. You will 
find on each piece tag marked the advance over and above the price ot 
merchandise sold in 1907, prior to the panic, which will give you at a 
glance how much mistaken the Nationa! Association of Clothiers are 
in this statement they present to Mr. La FouLuperrs. 

On style 7627, which we sold in July, and which goods will be wor 
by the consumer in 1910, the whole total cost on 3) yards of cloth t 
the clothier will be 79 cents on a_suit, and on another cloth sold | 
will only be 44 cents on a suit. On the heavy-weight merchandi 
sold for the winter of 1910 on to-day’s basis, the advance on a i 
made from 3} yards of cloth would be from 45 cents per suit on tly 
cloth to 88 cents. Thus the National Association of Clothiers are goin 
to charge an excess cost to the retailer or consumer and have th 
public believe that the manufacturer who runs a mill making cloth is 
the cause of this excessive cost. 

In following the many examinations before the Ways and Means 
Committee, and in reading the many statements made not only in the 
House and Senate, but through the papers of this country, we find 
that the greatest danger existing to-day is the large amount of false 
statements or mistakes made by those who report regarding their 
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| merchandise, their business, and how they will be ruined by any change 
' downward in this tariff. 


We are sorry to trouble you with this siate- 
ment, but we do it so as to correct part of the errors already published, 
if possible. 

We are in favor of free raw materials, which means free woo! as 
well as hides, and a lessened duty on the manufactured articles, 
whether it is worsted goods or woolen spun goods woven into cloth, 
or any other class of merchandise. We are fully convinced to-day that 
those who are talki high protection have forgotten the memorable 
speech, which should printed in gold, that William McKinley made 
the day before he was shot at Buffalo. We think the Republican party 
as well as the Democratic party have greatly neglected that speech 
and the intentions of the honorable gentleman prior to his death in 
making that speech. It is high time to take this tariff bill out of 
politics and out of sectionalism, as we see from all parts of ile 
country, and to create a tariff commission and to revise this measure 
downward more s ily than it has been for the past thirty-seven 
years, thereby giving to the consumer every article that they use at 
lessened cost and also raising for the Government a revenue commen- 
surate with this Government's retrenchment and cutting down of the 
high expenditures which they have dissipated in during the past twelve 
years. If under William McKinley during the Spanish war they could 
raise a good share of revenue by a stamp tax, which is easily col- 
lected and very easily paid, without much feeling of loss to the payer 
or great expense to the Government in collecting, why not resort to the 
stamp tax again and not — so much about a tax on corporations or 
keeping up these high tariffs on wool and other manufactured. articies? 

We trust you will make use of these samples and this informatior in 
correcting the statement made by the National Association of Clothic’s. 
We have gone into these particulars very carefully and can assure yuu 
of the accuracy. 

You will notice the number of ounces per yard these cloths weigh 
and also the width marked opposite each style on this letter. These 
are the popular weights for summer and for winter which the clotiing 
trade have demanded for the past four or five years. When the cloth- 
ing association makes a statement that the manufacturer is skimping 
the weight from 22 ounces:down to 16 ounces for winter weights and 
from 16 ounces down to 12 ounces for. summer weights, they are simp!y 
misleading the public, as well as you gentlemen. The present civiliza- 
tion has demanded 10 to 12 ounce goods of worsted cloth for the heated 
summer months and 2-plece garments, and for winter, on account of 
the excessive manner in which all railroad cars, elevators, and oilice 
buildings are heated by steam, it would be suicidal to use the weizlts 
that our forefathers wore, namely, 22 ounces.per yard. If any clothier 
wants 22 ounces per yard for certain special northern sections of (1's 
United States for colder seasons, the manufacturer of the cloth wi!! be 
only too glad to oblige them; but the clothier, as a rule, asks for the 
weights and has given him what he asks for. 

Apologizing for this lengthy letter, and: with, kindest regards, we ‘°°, 

Yours, very truly, 
SINGLETON. WORSTHED CO., 
Groren F. 8. SINGLETON, 
Treasurcr. 
Samples sent under separate package, 
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Style. Weight. 
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If the clothier uses only 34 yards for a suit pattern, then the cost 
on highest grade would equal on a suit 79 cents. 

Lowest grade would equal on a suit 44 cents. 

This is on ight summer cloth for suitings for 1910 summer. 


Heavy weights, or winter goods. 




















| Difference in price 
Price |Pricesold| Price | Toor ana i900 








1907 908 
Style.  |Weight.| Width. |sold at| at during|sold at and we. 
| in 1907. |panic,1908./ in 1909. ee 
Over 1907.|Over 1908. 
—_— Se SS —— nn eee 
TEE ....-nance- || Ounees.| Inches. 
gama 16 57 | $1.65 $1.60 | $1.75 | $0.10 $0.15 
Th. ~saceatal 
= ! 18 7 1.90 1.75 2.00 10 2 
7300........--- 17 57 | 1.60 1.0 | 1.70 “10 “20 
cis wineesiatiall 17 57 1.50 1.422 1.6 .15 222 
al 17 57 | 1.75 1.65 | 1.90 “15 "25 
7989-2......---. 16 67 | 1.372 1.872 | 1.60 22 "992 
7039-4......-.-. 16 67 | 1.373 1.372 | 1.60 "23 “992 
CD. nates 19 67 | 2.00 1.90 | 2.12? .122 "222 











Price to-day for winter weights, 93 to 13 per cent above the lowest 
panic price of 1908. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, while I realize, of course, that 
the Senate has grown somewhat weary of tariff debate, yet the 
position we are in is a somewhat peculiar one, and, in common 
with others, feeling that I am right in this matter, I propose to 
trespass upon the time of the Senate in stating the reasons I 
have for my position. 

When this bill passed the Senate I voted against it. In my 
humble judgment, while the conferees have grudgingly granted 
some slight coneessions, they have added to the evils of the bill 
to an extent that is so infinitely worse I can not in justice toa 
sense of duty vote for the conference report. 

When the tariff debate began, for a while I supposed that the 
issue involved in this revision was the mere issue of rates as 
related to the question of free trade or protection. But it soon 
became evident that the matter of protection bore no relation 
whatever to this discussion, and it was apparent that free trade 
was no factor in the discussion, because there is no free-trade 
sentiment in this country, in Congress or out of Congress. The 
fact that protection was not a factor in the motives of the forces 
that framed the bill is found in this: That the bill was not 
fairly framed to develop American industries nor extend the 
foreign markets for American products; that the broad principle 
of protection has been thrown to the wind and ruthlessly tram- 
pled under foot whenever it served a particular purpose to do so. 

What, then, was the real issue in this revision, for there must 
have been an issue, or at least the Senators who participated in 
this long struggle must have believed there was an issue? To 
understand what the issue was, what the demand meant, and 
its source, we are brought to examine somewhat the genesis 
of this revision. We find that in 1897 the Dingley law was 
passed—at a time of universal industrial depression—and passed 
to restore industrial activity. It accomplished that purpose, 
or, to avoid any controversy, I may say that coincident with its 
passage and going into ‘operation there came a return of indus- 
trial activity to our country. 

There were men then—such men as Garfield and John Sher- 
man—who saw further than the great majority of people. They 
Saw that in renewed activity there might come a condition 
when the Government should be invoked, not for the purpose 
of protecting American industries from foreign competition, but 
to protect the American market against the elimination of do- 
Inestic competition. 

In a little while that condition began to develop. In a little 
while people began to see a new movement in our midst. They 
Saw prices ascending and they traced the ascension of those 





prices to a condition where combinations on one hand and the 
elimination of competition upon the other began to mark the 
price of products in our market. 

There was a time in the history of this question when as pro- 
tectionists, not only truthfully but logically we could say that 
a protective tariff as distinguished from a revenue tariff was 
not a tax and was not, generally speaking, added to the price of 
the domestic commodity. That was true so long as the tariff 
system protected our home market and competition, stimulated 
by that protection, regulated the price within our own country, 
as I had the honor of pointing out in a previous speech on this 
Same question. 

Now, whence came the demand? The distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] a short time ago made the 
statement, if I recall it correctly, that the consumer is a myth. 
There was a time in the history of the tariff in this country 
when, economically speaking, it could be said that the consumer 
was a myth, because in the wide equation of benefits, in the 
activity which a protective tariff stimulated and brought on, 
and in the sense of those who did not participate in that benefit 
the consumer was a myth. 

But the moment that you eliminate competition, the moment 
you fix price above that reasonable price which is the legiti- 
mate outcome of reasonable protection, measured by fair com- 
petition, then you add a profit to the production in which no 
one participates except these who add and take such added 
profit. 

To illustrate, if a commodity can be put upon the market for 
$1, and that includes a fair return for the investment and for 
the labor, all participating more or less in the benefits of the 
activity involved in its production, it might be said, economically 
speaking, there is no consumer; that is, as distingushed. from 
those who participate in the benefits of such activities. But 
if by some process an additional 50 cents is added to the price 
of that article, 50 cents in which no one participated save 
those who make that additional price, then immediately every- 
ohne who contributes to the additional price does become, eco- 
nomically considered, a consumer. 

In the process by which prices were thus advanced in this 
country there not only came this demand, but it came from 
that great mass of the people who were not participating in the 
added price placed upon commodities by the power of com- 
bination and the elimination of competition. 

This demand was made, and when this debate started we 
heard the words “ downward revision” and “ upward revision.” 
This demand for revision, then, was made because prices had 
in many cases reached an abnormal point through abnormal 
forces, and it came from the consumer, as above described, not 
as a protest against protection, but as a protest against a price 
often maintained by reason of a tariff which in the economics 
of production had outgrown its legitimate purpose of protec- 
tion. Men must ever rally around something as a standard. 
In a few days we began to hear the words “free trade” and 
“protection.” But it often happens that rallying words only 
befog and becloud the situation. Back of these words, which 
seemed at first to mark an issue, but subsequently developed 
as mere rallying standards, there gradually began to develop 
a force never before accentuated in the legislative history 
of this country. As we watched from day to day we saw 
this commodity or that commodity slaughtered at the hands 
of the forces that were driving this bill through the Senate 
whenever it seemed to serve a particular purpose. We began 
to realize that protection had been abandoned, and in its place 
was the purpose to perpetuate, uphold, and intensify profit. 

The issue to-day, therefore, is not between free trade and pro- 
tection, but the question is whether what was once a benign 
factor in American legislation shall now be used for the sole 
purpose of profit. You can trace the growth of that force in 
the genesis of this bill from the very start to the very finish of 
its formation and the process of its enactment. 

I want to call attention to a few of the circumstances that 
demonstrate the correctness of my position upon that question. 
Take the subject of sugar, and I am not going to weary the 
Senate with statistics and figures. There are a few concrete 
facts. The American people do not consume raw sugar; they 
consume refined sugar. Any process which does not reduce the 


price of refined sugar does not benefit the American consumer. 
On the other hand, the sugar refining force of this country, 


being practically the only purchaser of raw sugar, is the only 
beneficiary of the reduction in the tariff on raw sugar, and the 
only one which will suffer at the hands of Congress in raising 
the duty upon raw sugar. 

We reduced the duty on refined sugar 5 cents a hundred, a 
mere bagatelle, and in the face of the overwhelming evidenee 
brought before the Senate, still leaving a protection that, com- 
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paratively speaking, is absolutely prohibitive to the importation 
of refined sugar. 

Then we sought to place a legitimate tax upon raw sugar, but 
were met at every step by the opposition of the force that was 
dominating the situation. What would be the effect of an addi- 
tional tax upon raw sugar? Simply to lessen the power of the 
sugar trust, and at the same time add to the revenues of the 
Government. It would do more than that. In proportion as 
the sugar trust had to pay a higher price for its raw sugar, 
just in that proportion the sugar-cane grower of this country 
would receive the benefit of protection; and if this bill had been 
framed along the line of protection, his rights would have been 
protected in that particular. But no, there must be nothing 
done there. 

Then beside the cane-sugar man stands the beet-sugar pro- 
ducer. His ability to live depends upon the absence of the 
power of the sugar trust to crush him; and every time that we 
add these millions to the already swollen profits of the sugar 
trust we make that trust much more ready and certain to de- 
stroy and overthrow the beet-sugar industry of the country. It 
is a marvel to the beet-sugar industry of this country that it 
has been able to stand the assault of the sugar trust. 

But I fear from the manner in which votes were cast in this 
Chamber that that industry is so completely enveloped in the 
fear of the sugar trust itself that it has not left the independ- 
ence to assert its rights upon this floor. 

Not only refusing to add to the tax upon raw sugar in the 
interest of the southern sugar grower and the western beet-sugar 
men, we have gone a step further and provided for the intro- 
duction to this country from the Philippines of 300,000 tons of 
raw sugar free of duty. It would be interesting to have some 
one point out the element of protection in that proposition. It 
takes out of the revenue; it serves no purpose in reducing the 
cost of sugar to the American consumer, because it must first 
pass through the capacious maw of the sugar trust, and simply 
brings in that amount of raw sugar in competition with our 
own product and adds to the already swollen coffers of the 
sugar trust. I will not waste time to argue that it does not 
benefit the Filipino, for no advocate of free raw material would 
stand on this floor for a moment and insist that he was demand- 
ing free raw material in the interest of the producers of the 
country from which it came. To do so would be a reductio ad 
absurdum., 

Now, we take the question of tobacco. We find here a propo- 
sition to reduce and cheapen the importation of manufactured 
tobacco into this country. We have in this country to-day some 
12,000, I am told, American cigar makers who are traveling the 
streets of our cities, begging for an opportunity to earn a living 
in making cigars. Yet this bill provides that an American 
capitalist can go to the Philippine Islands, and there exploit 
the cheap labor of the Orient, bring the product of that labor 
into our own midst, and dispense it in competition with the 
labor of this country out of employment and seeking work; and 
because we oppose that unrighteous proposition we are char- 
acterized as free traders. I say that when the Senate proposed 
and carried through a proposition to allow American capital to 
thus exploit the cheap labor of the Orient and bring it in here 
against our unemployed labor it was the total abandonment of 
the principle of protection. 

Yet we are told this was in the interest of protection. I 
assert again that protection was thrown to the winds wherever 
it served the purpose of American interests to inordinately add 
to their profits. ' 

Now, we go a step further. In this tobacco controversy we 
find a peculiar condition. We find a giant trust that already 
has absorbed all but about 4 per cent—and I speak by the 
authority of one of the distinguished members of the Finance 
Committee—of the manufacture of tobacco in this country, 
and yet, with ruthless hand and insatiate greed, it reaches out 
to strike down the little independence that is left in the Ameri- 
can market. 

It is a small thing, this coupon proposition. It is a little 
harmless-looking piece of paper. Yet independent tobacco men 
tell me that there is no force so potent in the hands of the trust 
as that coupon. That coupon holds out to the purchaser the 
delusive idea that if he gets enough of them, if he squanders 
enough money for tobacco, he will get back a little return 
in the form of a practically worthless present. 

I say again’ that the tobacco trust by using these little cou- 
pons can draw the trade away from the man who does not use 
them, who can not in his small and limited business afford to 
use them, and for the little time necessary to crush out its com- 
petitor the great trust is able to and does use them. 

The Senate, in its passage of the bill, eliminated that coupon. 
The conference report has brought it back here again. I should 


like to ask what purpose it serves, what American industry js 
protected by that device? None at all. It can only serve the 
same purpose served in letting in free raw sugar and free 
cigars; no benefit to the consumer, but an added profit to tho 
insatiate greed for inordinate profit, a greed to which it seems 
everything must be sacrificed. 

Mr. President, last fall it was my privilege or province, or 
perhaps misfortune, to campaign; and in that campaign I helg 
up to the people of our country the ridiculous, as I character. 
ized it, proposition of Mr. Bryan, that the way to control trusts 
and monopolies was to legalize a certain per cent and penalize 
all above that per cent. I little dreamed then that within q 
few months I would stand here on the floor of the Americay 
Senate and combat that proposition advanced here by the forces 
which dominate this bill. I believed it was ridiculous then. 
I believe it is ridiculous now. Yet, take this sugar proposi- 
tion with the Philippine Islands. We have had brought to our 
attention that those poor Filipinos are down on bended knees 
begging for a gratuity at our hands. With tears in our eyes we 
listen to their prayer until we grant them the privilege of send- 
ing in 300,000 tons of sugar, and then we stop. There we dry 
our eyes. If sympathy for or duty to the Filipinos warrants our 
sacrificing the American cane raisers to the Filipino raw sugar, 
then it warrants us in letting into this country all the raw 
sugar which those distressed people may raise. But there is no 
warrant for it. 

The shifting sands of expediency form an unstable basis for 
legislation, and this 300,000-ton proposition is a compromise. It 
is the limit perhaps which the great sugar-refining interests 
needed to reach a point at which they could then further stifle 
the southern cane grower and further overthrow the western 
beet-sugar raiser. 

Now, we come along and find this same principle creeping out 
in another proposition. When this bill was in the Senate we 
put in it a sort of a vague, shadowy proposition with reference 
to a tariff commission, the most which could then be done. It 
was too weak and too lacking in virility to require any meddling 
with; but what little strength and vigor was left in it was elim- 
inated by the committee in conference. That provision as it 
passed the Senate provided that the men employed by the 
President might get information for the benefit of Congress. 
The conferees have stricken that out. It is a peculiar picture 
that the Senate presents to the American people in deliberately 
striking out of its enactment a provision for bringing informa- 
tion before its body. 

After eliminating that portion of the provision relating to 
getting information for Congress, it is now claimed that the 
President, under the provision as it remains, can get the same 
information, but it will be seen that he is only authorized to 
get information that will enable him to carry out the provisions 
of the bill. The only provision of this character is the maximum 
and minimum provision. The only question involved in that is 
the terms accorded our Government by foreign governments. 
It does not and can not go to the vital question so essentia! to 
settling an American tariff bill, namely, the difference in cost of 
production in this country and abroad. 

Mr. President, I leave that without any further comment, and 
I leave it to be taken care of by the men who performed that 
operation. It could only be for one reason. It is only another 
link in the indisputable evidence found in the bill, from one 
eover to the other, that the purpose of the bill is not protec- 
tion, but profit. If profit is to be the idol before which Congress 
must kneel in the future, then we want no information conceri- 
ing the difference in the cost of production here and abroad. 
All we need to heed is the demand of those who want to domi- 
nate the American market. Think again, if you can, of the 
American Senate deliberately striking down the proposition [0 
bring information to the doors of the Senate for the use of tie 
Senate in framing economic legislation. 

I have never been very much impressed with the idea of an 
advisory commission. The sad experience we had in our Inter- 
oceanic Canal Commission has been a lesson that we ought [to 
remember. I want to say here to-day—it may be years before 
it comes—but some day Congress will meet this tariff problem 
in the same wise manner in which it met the rate problc. 
Instead of having it a part of the “ pork barrel” of legislation, 
it will be relegated to a tribunal having something of tlc 
obligation, something of the duty, and something of the sense 0! 
duty that rests upon a semijudicial tribunal. But the propos! 
tion, simple as it was, had to be stricken out in order to kee! 
information away in the interest, not of protection, but of 
profit. 

I do not like to stand here and make these statements, 01d 
yet I am reconciled to the situation by the fact that if I am 
mistaken it is an error and it will dono harm. If I am correct 
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it should be made. If it is a fact that the time has come when 
Congress proposes deliberately to turn back the hand of the 
clock to where we were seven years ago, the sooner the Ameri- 
ean people understand and realize that fact, the better for all. 

I now come to the most conclusive proof of all that this bill 
is framed not for protection, but for profit. During this dis- 
cussion there came the proposition of an income tax. There 
wes some difference of opinion as to whether the court would 
reverse its decision in the Pollock case and sustain an inccme 
tax. Personally I did not have a moment’s doubt about it. It 
pecame evident that an income tax would pass. Something had 
to be done, and it had to be done promptly. Se we were met 
with the proposition of what is called a “corporation tax.” 

Again I want to remind the Senate that the shifting sands of 
expediency are an unsafe foundation. The proposition, popular 
as it might have seemed, failed at the outset to appeal to the 
public. There are two classes—those who believe in fair play, 
and they could not see the justice of a provision which, if war- 
ranted at all, should be a state tax, which taxed one set of 
individuals without taxing their competitors in the same busi- 
ness, perhaps on the same street; and those in another class, 
who feel that great wealth does not bear its burden of taxation. 
This bill did not appeal to them because it violates a cardinal 
principle of taxation, that taxation, as far as possible, should 
be upon permanent, and not precarious, incomes. This bill ex- 
empts the bondholder, the holder of preferred stock—these se- 
curities usually representing the permanent income—but would 
tax, in the last analysis, the income of a more precarious nature, 
found in the ownership of the stock itself. Between these two 
conditions it is natural it would fail of being popular. 

When the people upon whom this tax rests find out, as they 
have and as they will find out, that, after all, the great, power- 
ful corporations of this country are exempted from the tax, it 
will be even more unpopular than it is to-day. 

It was proclaimed here that we were going to have publicity 
by this measure. Now, what publicity can we get through a 
tax law? As to interstate corporations, we have the authority 
and the power, and my distinguished colleague [Mr. NELson] a 
few years ago had a law passed reaching that subject. If that 
law is not ample, it can easily be remedied. It is a queer idea 
that we should turn to taxation as the means of obtaining pub- 
licity with reference to interstate corporations. 

When it comes to a state corporation, doing business only 
within the State, I undertake to say here, and no lawyer will 
dispute me, that we can obtain no publicity as to those corpora- 
tions save that publicity which alone is necessary and requisite 
to the purpose of taxation, That is not the publicity which we 
desire in this country so much as we desire the light to be 
thrown upon those mystic arrangements, those hidden condi- 
tions, under which the American market is monopolized and 
controlled. 

That fell, of course, of its own weight. Anyone could see 
at a glance that we gain nothing of publicity by this act, such 
publicity as the American public are seeking for and which 
they require in this gigantic struggle with what the Attorney- 
General of this country himself characterized as the “ great 
trusts and monopolies.” 

We come to the question of net income in this law, and we 
find this peculiar feature: It provides that after a corporation 
shall deduct from its gross earnings its expenses, its mainte- 
nance, and actual deterioration and loss, then it may deduct 
the amount of interest actually paid upon an indebtedness 
equal to the stock, and no more. 

Now, if there had been no reference at all to interest, it 
might have been claimed, possibly, that under the expense 
claim you could deduct interest, but when you come to specify 
interest you exclude it from the expense account; you turn 
to the interest clause for your authority, and there it is written 
into the law that no matter what the necessity of that corpora- 
tion, no matter how legitimate its business, no matter how 
legitimate its means, when it comes to the end of the year it 
can only deduct such interest as the interest on an indebted- 
hess equal to its capital. 

It may be said that this was to prevent corporations from 
transferring their ownership from stocks to bonds. I could 
understand that feature of it; but it goes further and places 
this imitation upon all indebtedness of the corporation. It is 
no unusual thing that a business corporation during the course 
of the year would pay interest upon an amount in excess of its 
actual stock. 

You have done this: You have either placed a limitation 
upon legitimate activity or you have threwn into this bill an 
invitation to extend stock beyond any reasonable limit, solely 
for the purpose of adding to the exemption that much more 
interest from the interest account. The framers of the measure 


ean take their choice as to either horn of that dilemma which 
they may prefer to cling to. 

That it is an unfortunate provision, that it is difficult of con- 
struction, will be apparent to any man who will read it. Such 
a condition will always grow out of the effort to try to apply 
a right conclusion to a wrong principle. There never was 
human ingenuity yet that could take a wrong principle and 
work out a right result. They will be confronted with that 
proposition so long as they pursue the investigation and the 
administration of this law. 

But while they have shown a disregard for the rights of the 
small corporation as to deducting its interest, they have been 
very careful to protect the great trust and combination by ex- 
empting it from taxation. This is done by a provision that.a 
corporation may deduct from its gross receipts its revenue de- 
rived from the investment of its capital in the stocks of other 
corporations and to that extent, and where the entire capital is 
so invested to the extent of the entire exemption, the great 
dominating corporations are exempted from this so-called “ cor- 
poration tax.” 

I am one of those men who do not believe that a principle 
ever gained anything as a principle because it had authority 
behind it. The earth had revolved just as certainly during the 
countless centuries when it was believed to be stationary as it 
has since we have come to know it does revolve. 

But there is something in the human mind that naturally 
seizes upon and attaches itself to authority and precedent, to 
the declarations of others, and in obedience to that prompting 
I am going to refer to a speech made by the Attorney-General 
of the United States upon this trust problem a few days ago. 

This is from an interview with Mr. Wickersham at Paducah, 
Ky. I read now from The Independent, a magazine which is 
recognized as being careful and conservative. In speaking of 
these trusts the Attorney-General suggested that the remedy 
was to let each State pass a law prohibiting a company from 
doing business within its borders where more than one-half of 
its stock was held by another company. I do not care to dis- 
euss that as a remedy, but I want to pass on to his discussion 
of the situation. Speaking of these great companies, he says: 


We hope that certain lessons have been taught to the great vested 
interests of the country, but it remains to be seen how thoroughly 
those lessons have been learned. We hope that they have been so well 
learned that to a considerable extent the ax may be laid aside, but we 
have it ready to hand if it be needed. 


In that utterance the Attorney-General voices, I think, the 
general sentiment of this country that, after some seven years 
of somewhat active legislation and administration, a time had 
come when we might perhaps abate some of our activity until 
matters adjusted themselves to the new conditions. That was 
the attitude of the Attorney-General. But while the Attorney- 
General has laid the ax aside, ready to be used when it is 
needed, Congress has done something else. Congress has built 
a splendid canopy over these trusts and combinations to shelter 
them from the storms; it has built a granite wall around them 
to protect them against the taxgatherer; it has taken out the 
watering pot and proceeded to place fresh life and invigoration 
in the roots of the tree itself. 

Now, I read a little further from the Attorney-General’s 
speech. He goes on to say, speaking of these holding companies: 

The device of the holding corporation is the only thing which has 
made possible the rapid growth of the great trusts and monopolies, 
and such a prohibition would go far toward their destruction. 

A prohibition against the holding companies; and yet here the 
mere proposition to tax the holding companies is met by Con- 
gress with a piteous plea that we must not impose doubie taxa- 
tion. It is said that this device, which the Attorney-General 
says is the only means by which trusts and monopolies have 
been built up, must be safeguarded against double taxation. 
We are met with the suggestion that this is double taxation. 
I think I must spend a moment analyzing that proposition. 

We are very apt to confuse the tax with reference to the 
individual and with reference to property. If a man owns 12 
farms and every farm pays its tax, will any man say that the 
owner of those farms is subject to double taxation? If on the 
ist day of January a man has $5,000, if on that day he makes 
his return of personal property, if during the summer he invests 
that money in land, and in October, as is the case in some 
States, the assessment is made upon land, and his land is as- 
sessed, will anyone for a moment say that that man is subjected 
to double taxation? The property is taxed, and it is the prop- 
erty that bears the burden of taxation without reference to the 
owner himself. 

Without caring to quote authorities, yet in response to the 
general demand for authority upon the subject, I want to refer 
to the remarks of the junior Senator from New York 
[Mr. Roor]. I understand he was partly responsible for fram- 
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ing this piece of legislation, and so his authority upon this 
question must be accepted; at least it is entitled to great weight 
and deference. 

As to the tax upon corporations, you may split hairs if you 
will; you may say it is a franchise tax; you may say it is a tax 
upon business or a tax for the privilege of doing business, but 
it can not be stated any more concretely nor any more plainly 
and comprehensively than the junior Senator from New York 
himseif stated it when he said: 


It is not the profits that would be subject to the tax, but the privilege 
or facility of transacting the business through corporate form. 


Taking the farm illustration again, instead of a man owning 
12 farms, we will say if a man owns an interest in 12 distinct 
facilities for doing business, because each of those facilities is 
taxed, will it be said that he is unjustly taxed? Each facility, 
like each farm, must pay its own share of the tax. d 

Now, we go a step farther with the language of the distin- 
guished Senator. He says: 

It matters not from what source may come the income which is 


seized upon by the law as a measure for the value of the facility or 
privilege which is taxed. 


It is the facility which we tax. If the man wants to own and 
is able to own more than one facility, he must, in the last 
analysis, bear the burden of taxation upon every facility, as he 
would upon every farm which he was fortunate enough to own. 
That this is not double taxation in any sense I cite another au- 
thority. 

In the Supreme Court Reports of the United States, volume 
163, will be found the case of The United States v. Burkett. 
This case arose in New York. There was an inheritance tax 
in New York, and the man died and left his estate to the 
United States Government. Two questions were involved. First, 
was the United States a corporation exempted from the law 
as it did exempt certain corporations, especially religious and 
benevolent corporations; and, second, was it a tax against the 
United States? 

The Supreme Court, after analyzing the case, held that the 
United States was not exempted by the terms of the act, but 
it also held that the imposition of a tax upon something before 
some one else got that something was not an imposition upon the 
final beneficiary. 

That case is on all fours with this proposition. Until the hold- 
ing company receives its income it can not be taxed. When that 
income comes to that company, it can not be said to have been 
taxed any more than the legacy was a tax against the United 
States. The income is what is left after that tax has been paid. 

Suppose a man should own $100,000 of stock in a railroad 
company in a State where under the law the railroad company 
pays its tax and then turns over to the stockholder $5,000 as 
dividends earned upon this stock. The Ist day of May comes 
around, when he should make his return of personal property. 
If he should withhold that $5,000 from the return of his per- 
sonal property upon the ground that that $5,000 has been once 
taxed, he would be Jaughed at and prosecuted in addition. No 
sane man for one moment would claim that the money which he 
had received as a dividend from railroad stock, upon which the 
railroad had paid its tax as a railroad company, was exempt 
from further taxation in the hands of the individual simply 
because it had been lessened somewhat by virtue of the fact 
that the railroad company had paid its tax. That is this propo- 
sition resolved into a nutshell. 

Here is the larger company; here is the company which the 
Attorney-General himself has branded as the sole means of 
creating trusts and monopolies. It gets its income from stock 
which it holds in other companies. The other companies are 
taxed for what? For the facility; and this stockholder in the 
dominant company must stand his share, in the last analysis, of 
the tax upon the facility with which he is connected, namely, 
as stockholder in the dominant or holding corporation. I am 
perfectly willing, Mr. President, to submit this question to the 
good sense of the American people. 

Mr. President, it has been said—and I will not speak for 
others—that I am not a Republican because I have had the 
temerity to stand up against a bill which from one cover to 
the other breathes only one purpose—not protection to Ameri- 
can industries, but the absolute slaughter and abandonment of 
protection whenever it serves that insatiate purpose of profit. 
If that is disloyalty to Republicanism, it is not my concept of 
Republicanism. If it is disloyalty to Republicanism to fight 
against a proposition of this kind simply because a majority of 
those who happen to be to-day in this body of my own party 
support it, that is a test which I will not recognize. I do not 
want to enter into partisan debate; but my concept of the 
weakness of Democracy has ever been that from time im- 
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memorial it was a law in the autonomy of Democracy that tho 
leaders should hand down to the masses their doctrine, their 
judgment, their purpose, and their policy. 

As a Republican, it has been my belief that one basic principle 
in the autonomy of Republicanism from the hour of its birt) 
when it left its destinies to that great patron saint of the le. 
publican party, Abraham Lincoln, was that it was a party that 
came together from the people; and that another basic principle 
was that those whose might be in a position to be called “ Je; q- 
ers” should reflect the will of the people, rather than seek to 
dominate them. That, in my judgment, is the reason why the 
Republican party has more often achieved success in solving the 
public questions than the party of my friends across the sisle. 

That is my creed. It is not for any Senator, or for any num- 
ber of Senators, to say what is the doctrine of Republicanism, 
There is but one tribunal before which to try that question, 
so far as I am concerned, and that is the rank and file of my 
party. I submit the question to them confident of a triumphant 
verdict, and absolutely reconciled to a cheerful acquiescence jp 
whatever that verdict may be. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the conference report. 

Mr. BRISTOW obtained the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas took 
the floor, not because he desires at this time to address the 
Senate, but because he desires to delay action until! other 
Senators who desire to speak upon this question can have the 
opportunity to do so. I understand that there has been reached 
substantially, if not exactly, an agreement for a vote on this 
conference report; but there are five or six Senators who desire 
to address the Senate before that vote is taken. In order that 
every Senator may be advised as to when the vote is to be taken, 
I think it might be just as well now, as later, that some agree 
ment should be entered upon the record. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the Senator from Montana rise to inter- 
rogate me? 

Mr. CARTER. I rise to inquire of the Senator from Texas 
as to the time which, in his opinion, it would be agreeable to 
fix for a vote? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I believe that by 2 o'clock on 
the day after to-morrow the Senators who desire to discuss 
the conference report will have said what they deem it neces- 
sary to say, and, in my judgment, the Senate will then be pre- 
pared for the vote. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land [Mr. Atpricu] having entered the Chamber, I will forego 
any further interrogatory of the Senator from Texas at this 
time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent that the vote be 
taken upon the adoption of the conference report on Thursday 
next at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I want it understood that this 
does not include a vote—— 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, will the Senator pardon 
interruption? 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to conclude the sentence, and that is, 
that this agreement or understanding does not involve what is 
understood to be a supplementary preceeding, to correct an 
error, because I am free to say that if we were to atten) 
the correction of all errors it might take almost as much tine 
perhaps as was required to formulate the bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That would come up afterwards, would 
it not? 

Mr. BAILEY. 
ence report. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, will the Senator from Rhode 
Island care to answer the question of whether he intends to 
bring in a resolution as outlined in the press this morning* 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not seen any statement of the press 
at all. There are some manifest errors in the bill that may re- 
quire a concurrent resolution as to enrollment, but my preset 
purpose does not extend beyond that. 

Mr. CLAPP. I did not know. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator if there 
is any precedent for any change in a bill or the terms of a Dil! 
by a concurrent resolution? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would prefer that the Senator should ex- 
cuse me from entering upon that discussion now. 


Kansas 


an 


That must come after the vote on the confer- 
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I think we ought to be upon notice as to what 
extent this matter will be open, because, while there may be 
<ome things in this bill that the Senator from Rhode Island 
would like to change, there are a great many things in it that 
come of the others of us would like to change. Therefore, when 
we are coming to an agreement as to the disposition of this 
matter, it seems to me entirely proper that we should be taken 


Mr. BACON. 





at least into the confidence of the Senator 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should not feel like making a proposition 

Mr. BACON. I think I have the floor, and I have not yielded 
to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Baey] has the floor, and the Chair understood that he yielded 
to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricuj, and the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island in turn had yielded to the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; if the Senator had yielded to me, 
he certainly ought to allow me to complete the sentence. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, I will with- 
draw the request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. President, I renew the request 
that on the day after to-morrow at 2 o’clock the Senate pro- 
ceed to vote on the conference report only, it being under- 
stood that the resolution, which we are advised will be intro- 
duced, is a subsequent matter, to be taken care of in its own 
way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, the senior Senator from Wis- 
cousin [Mr. LA FoLietre] desires to speak on this conference 
report, and I do not know whether that request would be agree- 
able to him, 

Mr. BAILEY. I have been advised that the Senator from 
Wisconsin has expressed his assent to this arrangement. 

Mr. BRISTOW. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. BAILEY. And before I had assented to it, I had inquiry 
made of him. 
me at second hand, but I have no doubt that it is true. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, word was sent directly to 
ne-—-— 

Mr. SMOOT. And also to me—— 

Mr. CUMMINS. That the Senator from Wisconsin is quite 
willing that a time should be fixed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered that the vote 
be taken at 2 o’clock on Thursday next. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I only desire to make a brief 
statement, not a speech. The Democratic members of the 





Is there objection to the request 


Finance Committee have in course of preparation a statement | sidering the value of the goods upon which the duties operate. 


on this bill. They went to work, together with the experts 
employed upon it, immediately upon the bill being placed at 
our disposal in a convenient form. From that hour, as I have 
already stated to the Senate, it had been repeatedly stipulated 
between the Democrats and the Republicans of that committee 
that we should have one day to consider it, and then meet them 
in conference, which would have been the first conference that 
we were permitted to attend, although ordered by the Senate 
io attend. A little child can lead a horse to water. The Senate, 
with its supreme command, led all these horses to water; but 
a sinall syndicate among them took possession of the river 


and would not permit a Democratic horse to drink of the Con- | 


stitution and laws of this country, and compelled him by force 
to disobey the command of the Senate to discharge the duties 
assigned to him. 
_ In one respect—and I speak with the language and with the 
intent of truth and justice—the Republican conferees acted with 
courtesy and also with some consideration ; that is to say, they 
furnished to the Democratic conferees, that they might be able 
to open with some help the side show they were expected to con- 
duct, two expert accountants and clerical help—twe clerks. 
These expert accountants went to work the moment on Thursday 
evening that they received the intelligence that the bill could be 
sed for the purpose of computation. They have been inces- 
“intly at their work, a portion of which, including a majority of 
the schedules, is now in the hands of the Public Printer. The 
residue, it is hoped and believed, will be finished to-night, and 
Without some unexpected trouble we hope to-morrow to lay that 
‘tttement before you, and if there is any mind open to conviction, 
We hope that mind will be affected by it. 

| saw this morning in a newspaper an invented jest. It was 
‘statement of a reporter that the chairman of the Finance Com- 
luittee had said with respect to Mr. DaNrer that he had gone out 
(0 witness the exhibition of the Wright aeroplane. Mr. DANIEL, 
for the first time, did go out to see the aeroplane, and he saw it in 
i subdued condition, in which it could not fly. He had barely got 
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I want to say, however, that this only comes to | 





upon the ground, when the distinguished chairman of the 
Finance Committee came in his much swifter automobile, after, 
as I understand—I can only speak of things that I saw with my 
eyes and heard with my ears—after making all arrangements 
for the report to be immediately sent to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to which it swiftly sped, and the day which had been 
faithfully and honorably pledged by the Republican conferees of 
the Senate commenced at dark, in the nighttime, and ended be- 
fore breakfast, without the notification which it had been stipu- 
lated over and over and over again would be given. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr, President, so little of truth and so 
much of falsehood has gone out to the country concerning the 
rates of duty imposed by this tariff bill that I feel it appropriate 
now, aS we are about to vote upon the adoption of the conference 
report, to present to the public a statement as concise as pos- 
sible showing just what this tariff revision means. 

Everywhere throughout the country we find a general belief 
that the revision of the tariff all along the line has been an 
upward revision. No greater error could have been published. 
There have been very few raises, and those for the most part 
are on articles that are least purchased, articles of luxury. 
There have been very many reductions, and the reductions for 
the most part are on articles that are purchased generally and 
which could in no sense be declared luxuries. 

Those things which the great bulk of the people 

purchase generally are not luxuries. Those 

things which only a small percentage of the 

people can afford to purchase may be called by 

that name. Applying this rule of division to 

reductions and increases, we will find that the 

tariff reductions will apply to goods which we 

ee eens $4, 951, 813, 175 
The duties have been increased on goods which 

we consume of the value of_______________-__ S78, 756, O74 

In other words, the reductions are five and two-thirds times 
greater than the increases on all goods, including luxuries. 

Most of these advances are on imported champagnes and 
other wines and liquors and other articles of luxury to the 
value of $637,903,549. 

Deducting the amount of wines and liquors and other lux- 
uries on which a raise has been had and which are purchased 


| almost exclusively by the wealthy, who are able to pay the 


revenues, we have the following: 


Tariff decreases on goods amounting to__.___________ $4, 951, 813, 175 
Tariff increases on goods (other than liquors and lux- 


ce emihiinenenenemnes 240, 852, 525 


The decrease outside of champagne and other liquors and 
luxuries is twenty-one times greater than the increases, con- 


These figures stand a clear refuiation to the false claim that 
this tariff bill is an increase instead of a reduction of duties 
on the bulk of the articles purchased by the American people. 

I shall not stop to show what is the moving force that is back 
of all of this erroneous literature which seeks to give to the pub- 
lic so much of the false and so little of the truth. We know gener- 
ally that the country press, for the most part, gets its information 
as well as its inspiration from the great city press; that the press 
of the large cities is supported by the heavy advertising of the 
great department stores and importers; that the department 
stores and importers are always on the side of the lowest pos- 
sible duties, and exercise their power and influence for ever- 
greater reductions. Whether the great city press is actuated 
by the desire of those who furnish the advertising upon which 
its financial success depends, or influenced by the growing 
spirit of the day to assault everything rather than to present 
a fair, simple, and plain statement, is immaterial in this case. 
The fact remains that the public have been greatly misin- 
formed as to the effect of this bill in increasing or reducing 
rates of duty. I am not saying that there may not be some 
items of duty which have not been brought down as low as 
possible consistent with proper protection, but on the vast ma- 
jority of things which are purchased by the people, outside of 
the woolen and the cotton schedules, there has been a good, 
substantial reduction, and the cotton and woolen schedules are 
substantially the same as in the old law. 

There has been a general change from ad valorem to specitie 
duties. Most Senators agree that this should be done wherever 
possible. So many frauds are perpetrated under the ad valorem 
system that all countries are changing to the imposition of 
specific duties wherever possible. The weakness of the specific 
duty is that it does not bear equally on every grade of the 
article taxed. In changing from the ad valorem to the specific 
duty. while the average may be the same, it will result in in- 
creasing the duty on one grade and lowering it on another grade 
of the same product. 
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If, for instance, the present duty on cloth ranging in value 
from 10 to 20 cents per yard, is 40 per cent ad valorem, the 
duty then on a yard of cloth worth 10 cents a yard would be 4 
cents. The duty on a yard of cloth worth 20 cents would be § 
cents. But if by this bill we change from an ad valorem to a 
specific duty of 54 cents a yard, irrespective of value, the duty 
on a yard worth 10 cents would be 54 cents, an increase of 14 
cents a yard; and the duty on the grade worth 20 cents a yard 
would be 54 cents also, or a reduction of 24 cents a yard. The 
average on the class of goods imported in the greatest quantity 
might be the same as the 40 per cent ad valorem, or even lower. 

If, therefore, we select just the lowest-valued products all 
through the list, we might be able to show that there has been 
an inerease over the Dingley rates, but if we will take the 
average quality or grade purchased we may find that there has 
been a reduction on one class which will more than offset the 
raise on the other class. When we change from an ad valorem 
to a specific duty, we must deal not in the extremes, but in the 
averages. 

The cotton and woolen schedules show very little change, but 
even in these there has been a reduction on some of the lower- 
priced goods, those which are bought by the people generally. 

Mr. President, every tariff bill is the result of a compromise 
between those who are insistent upon a very high and those 
who are equally persistent in their demands for a low duty. 
If, therefore, a tariff bill has to meet the exact demands of 
every Senator and Representative, no bill could ever be passed. 
During this session I have labored persistently and to the best 
of my ability for free lumber, free coal, free oil, and free iron 
ore, and for a substantial reduction on other articles of con- 
sumption wherever that reduction could be made consistent 
with proper protection. 

I have not been able to secure free coal or free lumber, but I 
feel that my efforts in combination with those of others have 
resulted in securing a very substantial reduction below the old 
Dingley rates on these articles and on the many others in a 
table which I have prepared and will insert without reading. 

Mr. President, I have felt it my duty in my labors for what I 
regarded as party pledges to work with the Committee on 
Finance, of which I am a member. I could hope for little in- 
fluence in my efforts to secure the lowest possible reduction in 
the committee if I had voted against every item that did not 
exactly meet my views. I voted for the bill when it was up for 
final passage in the Senate. I felt that there were some rates 
that were unnecessary, and hoped that the conferees might pos- 
sibly bring out a better result. I have been at all times in 
hearty sympathy with the President and acting and working in 
harmony with him for lower duties upon specific articles such as 
lumber, coal, and so forth. I have not agreed with him upon the 
matter of the reduction of the duties upon hides. I would, how- 
ever, not allow that little difference to place me in opposition 
to the President in his efforts for general reductions. If the 
Northwest and my State suffer by reason of this, I have no 
doubt the President thinks we will gain an equal amount by a 
reduction in the price of boots and shoes and other leather 
articles upon which corresponding reductions have been or 
will be made. I have much doubt of any benefits we will secure 
by any reduction of the duties upon boots or shoes or leather 
goods. I do not think the reductions will make the slightest 
difference in the cost to the consumer, while I do think the 
farmer will lose something in the price of the hides produced by 
him. It may not amount to much in my State. It will amount 
to much more in other of the Western States, 

Now, while each Senator is at liberty to follow his own con- 
viction as to what his duty is with reference to the final pas- 
sage of this bill, my own judgment of my duty is, having se- 
cured a bill which does substantially comply with party policy 
and party pledges for downard revision, to vote for the bill, not- 
withstanding the fact that I would prefer to have the duties 
somewhat lower on some articles and somewhat higher on 
others. I believe, for instance, that we should have main- 
tained a 15 per cent duty on hides. The conferees, under the 
advice of the President, have seen fit to lower that duty, and 
with it they have lowered the duties on goods manufactured 
from those hides. 

We held the higher duties covered by my amendment on bar- 
ley, and I think the conferees should have held the slight raise 
on wheat. While the slight raise of 5 cents per bushel on wheat, 
making 30 cents a bushel, may not be needed just at this time, 
it will be needed as soon as we cease to export wheat, which 
will be in a very few years. 

The conferees removed all duty from hides, and to compen- 
sate reduced the duties on boots and shoes and leather goods; 
but at the present time those latter duties have not been low- 
ered to an extent equal to the lowered duty upon the raw ma- 
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terial. It has, however, been agreed that this shall be done py 
joint resolution. ’ 

I would have preferred the old duty on hides, or eyen , 
higher duty; but the fact that I did not get it will not justify 
me in opposing a measure which has come very close to whit | 
think is right and just, and brings our tariff rate in near g¢. 
cord with the present demand. 

But, Mr. President, as the bill comes from the conferees, 9 
the whole I think it is less favorable to the Northwest, to the 
people whom I represent, than it was when it passed the Senate. 
and I believe that it ought to go back to the conference ¢oy. 
mittee, and that certain errors ought to be corrected; but I am 
not certain that if we should refer it back to the committee 
we would secure any bill during this legislative session. 

I am especially desirous that a tariff bill be passed this ges. 
sion. I know that the President desires that this Congress a 
this session shall pass a tariff bill. The President fears that j; 
this bill is sent back to the committee of conference a further 
conflict between the two houses may ensue, and we shall secure 
no bill whatever at this session. I think his fears are wel) 
founded, and I am governed in voting not to send the bill back 
to conference by the earnest desire of the President to secure 
action at this session. 

I am certain the bill meets the demands of the people far more 
than the present Dingley Act does; that while the cotton and 
woolen schedules have been left substantially the same, or pos- 
sibly with a few raises upon fancy articles, upon all the balance 
of the goods which are purchased generally there has been a 
reasonable reduction, and if I am not able to secure the entire 
loaf, I am willing to take two-thirds of a loaf. 

Most of the arguments made upon this bill on both sides of 
the Chamber have been one-sided arguments. They have been 
arguments which dealt with the extreme cases and not with 
the average cases. I have tried to avoid the extreme of either 
side of this tariff question and to weigh matters from the juidi- 
cial standpoint, rather than from the standpoint of an attorney 
representing either side. While I am not satisfied with the bil! 
because of the injustice in many instances against the agricul- 
turist, I would be very far from the truth and very far from 
performing a just duty which I owe to the public and to my 
State if I did not present the good features of this bill, though 
I may criticise portions. They far outnumber and outweigh 
those features which are less favorable. 

I have prepared a table showing the effect of the tariff on the 
things usually purchased by the people of North Dakota. We 
purchase about as good as are purchased anywhere else in thie 
Union. 

I ask that it may be printed with these remarks, that those 
who wish to know how this bill affects them, and whether or 
not Congress has carried out party pledges, may have the facts 
before them, and may know to just what extent those pledges 
have been carried out. 

From it we will be able to see that on nearly all the things 
we purchase there has been a reduction in the duties levied; 
and in making this statement I always except the schedule of 
wool and cotton goods, in which there have been little changes. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

Reduction on evisting law of articles gencrally purchased. 
pr cent re- 
| ow hn i 
isting tariff 


All other kinds of agricultural implements 
(Administrative features of bill provide for no duty 
from countries not imposing duty on American ma- 
chinery.) 

I I it oestrone tty eit innate aire innmintinin ne 
Oil, petroleum (all duties taken off) 
Linseed oil, all kinds : 
Red lead for paint - 
White lead for paint , 
Varnishes 
I iiss pe tnctenneciipniencinpatitninntigeannicisinpiitinnininatiptn pies tniidiadeare 
Brick, glazed ao i 
Rockingham earthenware and china, the kind in common use__ 25 to 
Window glass, common : 
Bar iron generally used by blacksmiths 
Steel beams and girders for buildings (not assembled) 
Hoop and band 
Railroad rails 
Sheet iron and steel 
Sheet iron or steel, galvanized 
Sheet iron, polished 
Steel wires, various sizes_ 


No change 


Free 


No change 
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Per cent. 
ped wire for fence_....~-~---~.~~~..-....-----.... . 37 
Hammers, sledges, crowbars, ete —_———_—_-___--__-- a of 
sits an nutsS_----~---<-~-~~-~-~~—~-~~~-~---------------.-. 
Boles and forks, table, commoniy used__—--_—----—————— 13 to 26 
Files_--------------------------~--------------------- 5 to 25 
Nails, spikes, ete--------~------------~-~----~---------. 33 
Horse and mule shoes.--------~---~-_-----~---~~.~~~- — 25 
Nails, wire.------------------------------------------. 20 
Tacks, brads, ete------~-------------------------------. 50 
RivetS-----<<< fener enn ern nen een noe eeneeesesowon= ° 37 
Saws, COMMIT eiieanrnasht~ametteretnaeeeeetqeremmnesest 16 
Screws _- = Se ee eee eee eee 16 to 25 
Sewing machines S88 SS ODO OD OOD OOO Oe eee 14 
Typewriters nr rn en nee = 14 
Oilcloths, linoleums, etc., for floors__._.._.....__----..-.. 9 to 38 
Oilcloths for CRUE, COVNENY CUR eee emnennene - 40 
Silks, commonly used ~..-.-.--...._........-.---------.. 10 
Coal, bituminous ~-------------~----------------------- 33 
Print paper——--~---~—————————--_- 37 
Hats, bonnets, ete., commonly used____---.__-_-__.--_---. 20 
Boots and shoes_._--~—-----~-~--~~--~--~~~...-~---~--.. 40 
Leather, sole SE i sitincienscniaiaiibaren-tapesantmeeienitameidempeaaengts 75 
Leather for shoe uppers, ete..........._.._.._._.......------= 25 
Gloves, generally Nd iti ccsenich Gicemniecececen cb ntctoemdianiaienlaastlianad 30 
Harness, 8800108, (linn nemnwnnnnnnecwonw nn nw nnn nne 55 
Cotton threOG <.ncnnshi peewee eco new enn concen e eons 16 to 20 
Cotton clothéng, underwear, etc.........-....._-- No material change 
Woolen clothing and undearwear_..............-_ No material change 
Sugar: 

Philippine ongar SI sieisiribreiomiaaigininneseneren-abiidionan-aginigtimtaiidn 100 
Sugar FOG CUNO. cence enone 20 
Other SER a cctidewcntccnwnwenceduasonna Very slight reductio 

Lumber : 

Tan Oi, «Ate Niiaiinerenesnstetnnptmntemndennbiiiinaemndls 50 

Lumber, whitewood, basswood, ete____.........._--.-- 50 

All other lumber, rough sawed___............-_-._.. 37 
Tn emcuneialndeca 30 
aa cncenesin technic cniniinicetahdinich ditimiaieaaiicn 33 
a ih id elie liccarid nen tacnninceihddineihebenceumnans 30 
Finished 1 side and tongued and grooved_____----_ 33 
Finished 2 sides and tongued and grooved____----~ 33 

Fence Oy arate cicinieinsitiienctmntimnmiial = 

7 ae ee a ee 


Shingles raised from 30 cents to 50 cents per thousand. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance is not here. When he is in the Chamber, I 
desire to take up another feature of this bill. There have been 
changes made by the conferees where there was absolutely 
nothing in conference, and I note generally that wherever there 
has been a surrender for the purpose of arriving at harmony 
between the House and the Senate, the surrender has always 
been of the agricultural interests, and in many cases, and in 
two or three in particular, there has been a surrender of the 
demands of the agricultural interest where there was nothing 
in conference between the two Houses, where both of them had 
absolutely agreed. But I desire to take that up when the chair- 
man of the conference committee is present. 

Mr. President, the table just referred to shows only the items 
which we purchase upon which this Congress has reduced the 
duties. The tariff rates on the things we produce have not 
been changed from the Dingley rates. The House bill reduced 
barley and barley malt below the Dingley rate, but I had both 
restored to the Dingley rates in the Senate. For ready refer- 
ence to those of my own State who may be interested in know- 
ing what the rate of duty is on the things which we produce 
in the State I have prepared another table, which I ask may 
be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JoHnson of North Dakota 
in the chair). If there is no objection, leave will be granted to 
print the table. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Articles and rate of duty. 






CIF cas cexceeen selene a ep chanas 0.15 
screen a ra inaad:, ante 
SEER | FLEE ge Le PST a Te inns 230 
Wee. ienclibnnene IRR a 
OCG ec i eS I do... $0.45 
EE ER ee <2 8 ae Se REY do._.. $0. 40 
Oc ee ae ew 0. 25 
ROCCO curs kt aI iis 0. 25 
Fiaxsi OG seach a Te ee cecil 0. 25 
Batter —...... csshisegdibieiitten MeN NE hbicecsdshensclcAlecansnaaad per pound... $0. 06 
Cheage ..... scam ieee rg, ss 0. 06 
os A Ove et, Gens a ees OD bintinass 0. 03 
Poultry,  eecemannethnattaesl ees 0. 05 
(attic, lems Gs Metndbiimeiuous eke ee per head_. 2. 00 
eCtio, 2 cise do... $3.75 
Cattle valued at more than $14.._..........______ per cent__ 27 
Horses, Siip ere te per head_. $30. 00 
Horses, OVUM GNNGa hited a es per cent__ 25 
Sleepy, Demms SURI T SMI i Nacsa talc per head... $0.75 
Sheep, OU Ti ia tiinivteaiien tice deieeciaioomnasanel ar 
=e ~ = inane ee eee ea Te EL ee per gallon. $0.02 
ne oo an en cn cicanalis ee lab eect ctinanlidyasiisichealcidindwemce sted per dozen__ 0. 05 

AY asics icici end ea Blin nb ictnits i eeniitiiis nlidenenabal per ton... $4.00 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, when the tariff bill was 
being considered by the Senate, my colleague and I voted, in the 
great majority of cases, for the reductions proposed. When the 
Woolen schedule was under consideration, it will perhaps be re- 
membered, we voted to sustain the present rates, and to a cer- 
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tain extent I think my position, as well as that of my colleague, 
was misunderstood. 

In that connection, I wish to present and have read and made 
a part of the record a joint resolution that was passed by the 
legislature of the State of Seuth Dakota, by which I was elected, 
upon the question of the tariff on wool, and a short comment 
upon it which comes from a newspaper in the State that is not 
in sympathy with the resolution, but which does state that the 
resolution is in harmony with the sentiment of the State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
resolution and the newspaper comment will be read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SOUTH DAKOTA AND THE WOOLEN DUTIES. 
{Editorial in Sioux Falls Daily Press, Saturday, July 31, 1909.] 

That Senators Crawrorp and GAMBLE represented the sentiment of 
their constituents in opposing reductions in the duties on wool is indi- 
cated by the fact that the recent South Dakota legislature adopted a 
resolution asking Congress to maintain the Dingley rates on wool. That 
resolution, introduced by Representative Cable, of Lincoln County, and 
known as “ house joint resolution No. 17,” read as follows: 

“ Whereas the foreign competition in the wool market is so strong 
that the price of wool in the United States is frequently redueed below 
the price of production and a great and profitable industry is crippled 
thereby, and whereas it is with proper protection perfectly possible for 
the farmers of the United States to not only supply the entire American 
demand for wool, but to as well produce large quantities for exporta- 
tion: Therefore be it 

“ Resolved, That the legislature of South Dakota hereby petitions the 
Congress of the United States to maintain the tariff upon wool in the 
revision of the tariff schedules now in contemplation.” 

The Press is of the opinion that the farmer could be protected with 
lower duties on the manufactured products of wool. In other words, 
the Press doubts if the man who buys clothing has received considera- 
tion in proper proportion to that given the producer of raw wool. 

However, it must be admitted that in view of this resolution of the 
South Dakota legislature and the sentiment throughout the State for 
which it speaks, Senators Crawrorp and GAMBLE were more nearly in 
accord with the wishes of South Dakota on this subject than are the 
views of the Press. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to ask the Senator 
from South Dakota whether the resolution was adopted unani- 
mously by the legislature of South Dakota? - 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It was passed practically without opposi- 
tion. I have not the actual vote, but it was passed practically 
without opposition. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, I do not recall the vote, but 
my recollection of it is that the resolution was passed practically 
unanimously. A certified copy of the joint resolution was subse- 
quently forwarded here and presented. The legislature adopted 
the joint resolution in February or March. 

CIVIL-SERVICE EMPLOYEES FROM SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I ask unanimous consent that Senate resolu- 
tion No. 71 may be laid before the Senate. It is merely an 
informal matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks that Senate resolution No. 71 be laid before the 
Senate. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. KEAN. What is the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That Senate resolution No. 71 
be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. KEAN. In regard to what? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 71) submitted by 
Mr. GAMBLE July 31, 1909, as follows: 

Senate resolution 71. 

Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to 
communicate to the Senate, at the earliest practicable day, a list of the 
names of those now in the service charged to the State of South Dakota, 
including the city or town and the county which clerk or employee 
claims as his or her residence, and the date of his or her appoin¢ment: 


also a statement as to the aumber to which said State is entitled under 
the provisions of the civil-service law. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. KEAN. I do not think it ought to be considered at the 
present time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President 

Mr. KEAN. I only want to make a brief explanation. 

Mr. GAMBLE. It is merely an informal matter. 

Mr. KEAN. If the Senator from South Dakota has a list of 
those from the State of South Dakota certified here, every other 
Senator would want to have those from his State certified here. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I will say that those from many other States 
have made similar requests, and at this special session. 

Mr. KEAN. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cummins], the 
chairman of the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, 
is very anxious to have reported a resolution providing for an 
investigation of civil-service matters. If he does not object to 
this, I shall not object. 

Mr. GAMBLE. There was nothing else before the Senate, so 
I called up the resolution, 
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Mr. CUMMINS. I should be very glad to have the resolution 
adopted; but if it arrested by the unanimous consent 

Mr. KEAN. Then I willnot object. I withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr, President, I am not going to 
object, but I wish to make plain the embarrassment which the 
adoption of the resolution will cause some Members of the 
Senate, and I want to give the understanding we had in re- 
gard to the business before the Senate at the special session. 
The understanding of the committee on which I had the honor 
to serve was that no business other than the tariff was to be 
transacted. I am not going to object to this resolution, but it 
seems to me that matters of this sort ought to be deferred until 
the regular session in the fall. However, if it is going to make 
any material difference to the Senator from South Dakota, 
the resolution can be considered now, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I desire to suggest to the Senator from 
South Dakota that I do not consider the resolution at all neces- 
sary. A letter directed to the chairman of the Civil Service Com- 
mission will bring the desired result at any time, without any 
resolution here or going through all this red tape. I wrote 
down a short time ago and had no difficulty in getting a response 
just as quickly as the Senator will get it through the medium 
of his resolution. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I have no thought of delaying the Senate 
for a moment. I was simply following the precedents made at 
the present session by many other Senators in making applica- 
tion for similar information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House agrees to 
the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 11570) making appropriations to supply urgent de- 
ficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, and has ap- 
pointed Mr. Tawney, Mr. Smiru of Iowa, and Mr. LivINesTon 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn until 12 
o'clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 7 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
August 4, 1909, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, August 3, 1909. 
The House met at 12 o’elock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments 
to the bill (H. R. 11570) making appropriations to supply 
urgent deficiencies to appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, 
and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, had requested a conference with the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
had appointed Mr. Harr, Mr. GALLINGEr, and Mr. Cray as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 6277. An act to authorize the building of a dam across 
the Savannah River at or near the mouth of Stevens Creek, be- 
tween the counties of Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, Ga. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree to 
the conference asked for by the Senate on the bill H. R. 11570, 
the urgent deficiency appropriation Dill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois to agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the urgent deficiency bill. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The Chair announced the following conferees on the part of the 
House: Mr. Tawney, Mr. Smirn of Iowa, and Mr. Livingston. 
RECESS. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 
take a recess until 3 o'clock. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania what that is for? 
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Mr. DALZELL. We expect to have the report of the confer 
ence committee on the deficiency bill at 3 o’elock. ; 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then we are not going to have 
tariff bill at that time? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not to-day. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What day will we have it? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, I can not tell the gentleman. We are 
waiting on the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentio. 
man from Pennsylvania that the House stand in recess unt) 2 
o’clock p. m. % 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 8 minutes p. m.) the Honse 
stood in recess until 3 o’clock p. m. ' 

AFTER RECESS. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order py 
the Speaker at 3 o’clock p. m. P 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if I may have the indulgence of 
the House for a word. We took a recess until this time in the 
hope that the conference committee on the urgent deficiency pj)! 
would be able to report. I am informed that they will not, ang 
I therefore move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 1 minute p. m.) the House ad 
journed until to-morrow at 12 m. 


the 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary o{ 
the Interior, transmitting a copy of the Journal of the twenty 
fifth legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, was taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on th: 
Territories. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12174) to provid 
for the erection of an army and navy hospital at Marlin, Tex— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12175) in relation to contempts of court— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12176) in relation to restraining orders 
and injunctions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12177) to repeal an act to establish a wi. 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, ap- 
proved July 1, 1898—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12178) to amend the bankruptcy act—tc 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12179) for the erection of a federal build. 
ing for the United States post-office at Belton, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12180) for the erection of a federaj build. 
ing for the post-office at Marlin, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12181) to establish and regulate the maxi- 
mum rate of charges for the transportation of passengers by 
corporations, or companies, or persons operating or controlling 
interstate railroads, in part or in whole, between the respective 
States of the United States, and providing penalties for the vio- 
lation of the provisions thereof, and repealing all Jaws and parts 
of laws in conflict therewith—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12182) to limit the power of circuit and dis- 
trict judges of the United States in issuing injunctions and re 
straining orders against state laws and state officers—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12183) for the erection of a federal build- 
ing for the United States post-office at Belton, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12184) to amend the act approved July 2. 
1890, entitled “An act to protect trade and commerce agains! 
any unlawful restraints and monopolies "—to the Commitice on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12185) for the erection of a federal! build- 
ing for the post-office at Marlin, Tex.—to the Committee 00 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12186) to establish a fish hatchery and fish 
station near Waco, Tex.—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. ‘ 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 12187) relating to lega! holl- 
days in the States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. vs! 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Resolution (H. Res. 105) providing 
for a committee to be termed a Committee on Public Health—to 
the Committee on Rules. 




















PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTTONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows : 

Ry Mr. CAPRON: A bill CH. R. 12188) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert Phetteplace—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

, By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12189) for the relief 
of W. A. White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12190) for the relief of the widow of and 
heirs at law of Monroe Arnold, deceased—to the Committee on 
‘laims. 

; Also, a bill CH. R. 12191) for the relief of Nancy E. Wright, 
heir of Melvil Wilkerson, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12192) for the relief of Nancy Pierson, 
widow, and the heirs of John Hogue Pierson, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12193) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Tandy, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12194) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy 
Senter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 12195) granting a pension to Morinthia 
Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12196) granting a pension to Sophronia 
Beverly—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12197) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter G. Brehm—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12198) granting an increase of pension to 
David P. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 12199) granting an increase of 
pension to Martin Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12200) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances M. Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12201) for the relief of Frank Klein—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12202) for the relief of Helen Wakefield— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 12208) for the relief of the American Bis- 
cuit Company, of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. PICKETT: A bill (H. R. 12204) granting an increase 
of pension to Moses A. Kellum—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 12205) granting a pension to Raymond P. 
Snow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 12206) granting an increase 
of pension to Mathew G. Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 12207) granting 
a pension to James M. Finnell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12208) granting a pension to Archibald 
Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12209) granting an increase of pension to 
David M. Boyles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 12210) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Z. B. Fifield—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 12211) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel L. Wellington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12212) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Aney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12213) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Kilpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12214) granting a pension to Malvina Fox— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12215) granting a pension to Mary Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 12216) granting a pension to Mary L. 
Nadeau—to the Committee on Pensions. 

sy Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12217) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Rauch—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAPRON: Papers in the claim for increase of pension 
of Albert Phetteplace, United States Signal Corps—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STURGISS: Petition of Thomas R. Crittenden and 20 
other citizens of Horton, W. Va., for pensions for military sery- 
ices and for old age—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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SENATE. 
Wepnespay, August 4, 1909. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
THE PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 
Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


9135) to raise revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other 


purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 


follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

ments of the Senate numbered 2, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 
16, 17, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 3: 
37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 
56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, GS, 70, 71, 72, 738, 74, 75, 
76, 77, 78, 79, SO, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 
95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 
110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123. 
124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 
138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 
152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 
166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 
180, 181, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, and 
194; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 9 strike out the word “ therein ” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “in this act;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 13 strike out the words “ of the 
body of the textile;” in line 14, after the word “ part,” insert 
the words “of the body of the textile;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 9 strike out the word “ of,” after 
the word “by,” and insert in lieu thereof the word “or;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 4 strike out the words “The 
same” and insert in lieu thereof the word “Glass,” so as to 
read: “ Glass, of all kinds; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 2, page 31, strike out the comma 
after the word “ plates;” in the same line strike out the word 
“therefor;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 12, after the comma after the 
word “tables,” insert the words “ including balls;” in line 13 
strike out the words “including balis;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 182, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: 

“That all articles, except rice, the growth, product, or manu- 
facture of the United States and its possessions, to which the 
customs tariff in force in the United States is applied and upon 
which no drawback of customs duties has been allowed therein, 
going into the Philippine Islands, shall hereafter be admitted 
therein free of customs duty when the same are shipped directly 
from the country of origin to the country of destination: Pro- 
vided, That direct shipment shall include shipment in bond 
through foreign territory contiguous to the United States. Said 
articies shall be as originally packed without having been 

opened or in any manner changed in condition: Provided, how- 
ever, That if such articles shall become unpacked while en 
route by accident, wreck, or other casualty, or so damaged as 
to necessitate their repacking, the same shall be admitted free 
of duty upon satisfactory proof that the unpacking occurred 
through accident or necessity, and that the merchandise in- 
volved is the identical merchandise originally shipped from the 
United States or its possessions, as hereinbefore provided, and 
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that its condition has not been changed except for such damage 
as may have been sustained.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
W. B. HEYBURN, 
H. C, Lopee, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
E. J. HI11, 
J. C, NEEDHAM, 
EDWARD W. Pov, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report was agreed to. 
LAWS OF ARIZONA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the secretary of the Territory of Arizona, transmit- 
ting a copy of the journals of the twenty-fifth legislative assem- 
bly of the Territory of Arizona, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 6277) to authorize 
the building of a dam across the Savannah River at or near the 
mouth of Stevens Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, 
S. C., and Columbia, Ga., and it was thereupon signed by the 
Vice-President. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the memorial of Henry B. 
Pain, of Santa Fe, N. Mex., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of a certain law by the legislative assembly of that Ter- 
ritory relating to domestic and foreign corporations doing busi- 
ness in that Territory, which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of J. B. Griffith Division, 
No. 533, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of East Buffalo, 
N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called “ boiler inspec- 
tion” and “full crew” bills, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry lace manufacturers 
of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating against the free ad- 
mission of Lever and Gothrough lace machines to January, 
1911, as provided in paragraph 197 of the pending tariff bill, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of the Amalgamated Asso- 
ciation of Iron, Steel and Tin Workers of New Castle, Pa., 
praying that an investigation be made of the industrial condi- 
tions in the steel mills and car shops of western Pennsylvania, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


PRELIMINARY AND SURVEYS. 


Mr. SMOOT. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. J. R. 16) au- 
thorizing the printing of reports upon preliminary examinations 
and surveys, and so forth, to report it favorably without 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let it be read at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It provides that at any time prior to the 
assembling of Congress in December, 1909, all reports of pre- 
liminary examinations and surveys heretofore authorized by 
Congress that may be prepared and ready for printing shall, in 
the discretion of the Secretary of War, be printed by the Pub- 
lic Printer as documents of the Sixty-first Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXAMINATIONS 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

Ry Mr. BEVERIDGE: 

A bill (S. 3095) to create a tariff commission; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: 

A bill (S. 3086) to extend to the port of Thompsons Point, in 
the district of Bridgeton, N. J., the privilege of immediate 
transportation without appraisement of dutiable merchandise; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


Avaust 4. 


By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S. 3097) for the relief of Douglas C. McDougal; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DEPEW: 

A bill (S. 3098) providing for the adjudication of the ¢lyjy) 
of Walston H. Brown, sole surviving partner of the firm of 
Brown, Howard & Co., by the Court of Claims; to the (oy). 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BULKELEY: 

A bill (8. 3099) granting a pension to Mary A. Medley (wii) 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3100) granting an increase of pension to George 
E. Worcester (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee oy 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON: 

A bill (S. 3101) providing for the establishment of a bureay 
of mines in the Department of the Interior; to the Commitiee 
on Mines and Mining. 

A bill (S. 3102) to establish a new judicial district in tho 
State of Montana; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


WAGES IN GERMANY. 


Mr. BRIGGS. I present a letter from William Burgess, of 
Trenton, N. J., vice-president of the United States Potters’ \v. 
sociation, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


THe UNITED STATES POTTERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEF, 
Trenton, N. J., July 8, 1909. 
Hon. Frank O. BriGGs, 
Washington, D. C. 


My Dear SENATOR: Senate Document No. 74, “ Wages paid in Ger 
many,” contains certain references to me, by name, in connection wit); 
the subject of china and pottery wares, contradicting statements and 
figures presented by me to the Committees on Ways and Means and on 
Finance. 

I would not ask your indulgence nor encroach upon your time, |! 
for the fact that the German statement comes clothed with the dignity 
of an official communication from the Imperial Government of ( 
many, and thus officially attacks the veracity of the statements mac: 
by me while standing as the mouthpiece and representative of a great 
American industry before the two cfficial committees of our Government 

I have before me only the brief summary of the ges as printed in 
Document No, 74, but from what is contained therein [ should judge the 
full report to be a statement compiled by the German manufacturers 
who are deeply, interested in continuing the control of the American 
market, to the same extent, at least, as they have controlled it in th 
past. I hesitate to use words to fittingly describe such an audacious 
attempt to mislead and influence the lawmakers of a country other 
than their own. 

They do not confine themselves to giving misleading figures as to tli 
cost of production in their own country, but go out of the way to 
try to show that my English figures are “ faulty "—the English manu 
facturers have never questioned the accuracy of said figures. The 
would lead one to believe that the American potteries were built on 
“free land,” with large cash bonuses, whereas most of ¢he American 

tteries are built on land as valuable as the average of any such 
actories built anywhere in the world. They state that many of the 
factories are run on “natural gas” at 10 cents per 1,000 feet, whereas 
the gas, where used, is metered and costs as much as the finest Pitts 
burg coal. The question is, What has all this to do with the cost o! 
making pottery in Germany? oe 

I will not attempt to point out all the false statements made in this 
report, but will point to a few as illustrative of every one made 

The facts presented by me to the House and Senate committees wer 
secured from personal first-hand information gathered during four s°) 
arate trips of investigation abroad; from men who have been or are a! 
present proprietors or managers of factories in Germany; from German 
official reports and records; from technical and trade papers; from th 
“ English board of trade inquiry into the cost of living and wages 1 
Germany ;” and from the report of Mr. C. M. Pepper, the United States 
special agent of the Department of Commerce and Labor. ; 

As an example, on page 4 the statement is made that ‘in only a few 
parts of the country women and girls are permitted by law to work ®! 
the kilns or at dipping.” Beside my own observation to the contrar) 
Mr. Pepper, in his report of November 24, 1908, states: “ They ‘fe 
males) are also quite generally employed at the ovens or kilns, placing 
the pieces in the saggers. * * * The proportion of females varies 
greatly, according to the nature of the goods manufactured and the |: 
cation of the factory. In some places the proportion is 50 per «ent 
and in others not more than 10 or 15 per cent. In textile districts lv 
pottery factories have few, as they prefer to work in the textiles. 4 

Again, the statement is made that “the data presented by Mr. Bu 
gess relates to conditions in Sonneberg district, which is quite unit- 
portant as far as tableware is concerned.” Our government import 
figures for 1908 show that out of a total import of china and poti”! 
from Germany of $5,287,267, the consular district of Cober-Sonnebers 
reported $2,294,000, not so “ unimportant” as it might seem. My on 
reference to Sonneberg figures was to quote the report of the Sonnebers 
Chamber of Commerce, to show that the figures quoted by me were muct 
higher than the figures of this report. . 

An examination of any of the figures reporting wage earnings \ 
show how the figures of this wage report are inflated. Just a [°W 
examples: 


America 
wage 


\German. Pepper. | Burgess. 


Jigger man 
Kiln men 
BONNE. nincnciiisn tnactocibadancgetted 
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4s to the cost of materials, the figures given are in every case the 
prices of the very highest class materials, including the largest freight 
charges. For example : 

Coal: German report, $6.25. The published prices last autumn were 
from $2.95 to $6.20. My figures were $3.69, being the value of the coal 
on the average in the proportion generally used of each kind. 

Clay: German report, $16.50. The trade quotations of various kinds 
of clay ran from $4.75 to $14.87 per ton, f. o. b. cars. 

Piecework prices: On pages 20 a single example will be enough. 

Cuspidor spittoons: The German figures for forming or making price 

are 76.7 cents per dozen; my figures are 12 cents. Now, the average 
making cost of pottery ware is about one-fifth the total cost. This 
would make the total cost, according to my figures, about 60 cents, and, 
according to the German figures, about $3.83. Now, the proof of the 
cross inaccuracy is the fact that these goods are entered at the port of 
New York, decorated, at less than $1 per dozen. Comment is unneces- 
sary. 
“When the suggestion is made that the American potter is more 
efficient than is the German potter, with his advantages derived from 
the government technical schools and reared under the strict discipline 
proverbial throughout Germany; when the suggestion is made that the 
‘American potter may work longer than his German brother; when the 
claim is made that clerks, bookkeepers, engineers, directors, and so forth, 
are paid as high as, or higher wages than in America, I feel that the 
mere statement displays such gross ignorance in these matters of com- 
mon knowledge as to render the entire report unworthy of considera- 
tion, and reveals the absurdity, as well as the audacity, of the whole 
attempt to “butt in ’” on our tariff making. 

The last statement made in the summary is as follows: “ The selling 
prices of German goods (pottery) are 76.53 per cent of the prices pre- 
vailing in the United States.” This is certainly a most astonishing 
statement, whether taken from a wholesale or retail point of view. It 
means that if certain goods can be purchased in Germany for $76.53, 
the same can be purchased when landed in the United States at $100. 
How is this pessible? If you add to the $76.53 the duty, 60 per cent; 
expenses to land, 10 per cent; and, say, as small a gross profit as 10 
per cent, you find the goods cost in this country $134.75. If, however, 
the goods pay a duty on one-third their value, and an allowance be 
made of 10 per cent for expenses and one-half per cent of profit, the 
result will be as stated, $100. 

I notice that the heading on page 19 of the summary reads, “ Protest 
against the imputation that German importers of pottery are under- 
valuing their goods,” but I see no explanation given for the great 
difference in the German export figures of pottery ware and the United 
States import figures covering the same goods and the same period of 
time : 


German export figures to the United States for 1907____--_ $8, 171, 500 
American import figures from Germany for 1907 5, 585, 580 


The German consul-general at New York explained that this differ- 
ence arose from the German method of arriving at export values. 

The facts are that in arriving at these figures inquiry is made by 
the imperial bureau of statistics into the total value of the pottery 
product as compared with its weight. The year‘s output by weight 
and by value is obtained from manufacturers, merchants, and cham- 
bers of commerce throughout Germany, and the average is figured and 
an average unit of value by weight is established. It is not exact as 
to an individual article, but is very accurate as an average. This 
unit of value was settled for the year 1907 to be 165 marks per 100 
kilos, or 220 pounds. 

Being unable to explain the great difference in the above figures, 
the Imperial Government has found a way out of the difficulty, as 
set forth in the German trade paper, published at Coberg, the Sprech- 
saal, March 18, 1909, as follows: 

“The imperial bureau of statistics has published that the unit of 
class No. 733e (china tableware) is 98 marks per 100 kilos. It is need- 
less to say that this value is correct, as it has been confirmed by the ex- 
perts of the bureau after they found the former figure of 165 marks 
was erroneous. * * * The fact that the imperial bureau of statistics 
publishes a new figure for the unit value just at this time, while tariff 
revision is going on in the United States is significant in so far as it 
shows that the Imperial Government pays a great deal of attention to 
the events in Washington. The German china industry can therefore 
rest assured that their interest is well looked after by the Imperial 
Government and their representatives in Washington. * * *” 

The above method is surely an easy way of “ squaring” their figures 
with ours and of keeping on “ doing business at the old stand.” 

Is it to the interest of the German manufacturer and the German 
chamber of commerce, upon whom the German Government must depend 
for such information, to make statements and to give facts and figures 
upon which they know they will be adversely affected? The following 
qnetation will fully and clearly set forth their attitude toward such 
matters: 

“The definite purpose to evade the payment of duty on the basis pre- 
scribed by our tariff law is clearly indicated by the following quotations 
from an address made at a large commercial gathering in Berlin in 
October, 1905, by the chairman of the meeting, one of the largest and 
most reputable merchants of Germany, the address being made behind 
closed doors, but was afterwards read before all the chambers of com- 
merce of the realm: 


values for the States, and in some cases what would be there termed 
“fraud,” and such are the conditions at the present time. 

““*** Market value,” as defired under American law, is the wholesale 
price at the time of export, ..ud our trouble lies in having two sets of 
prices, one for export and the other for home trade. We have to resort 
to a division of shipments under the so-called “$100 clause” to keep 
our matters secret, save fees, and avoid control on that side. 

“* Declarations in invoices compelling all sorts of statements as to 
how the goods were obtained, whether by purchase or otherwise,values in 
detail, and charges of every character are the crowning point in the 
prying curiosity practiced under the American customs laws. 

“*'These things all lead to abuses, and we are promised that the 
means of gaining information through American consuls and agents 
will be shut off. Our boards of trade are fully awake to the dan ers 
that surround us, and in making every effort to close the doors against 
this abuse they are hoping for the whole support of the Government 

“* Eaperience has taught that the workings of paragraph 8 of the 
Dingley tariff has not fulfilled the purpose for which it was created, 
but, on the contrary, the information gained under this regulation con 
cerning costs of production has been so defective that in many cases 
it has been misleading, because through the prudence of our officials we 
have taken care that investigations of this character shall throw littl 
light upon the actual value of their consignments. 

““*In many cases trouble has been avoided by having invoices con- 
sulated remote from districts in which the goods are manufactured, 
but we must follow up this whole question as to the rights of consular 
and other officers to pry into our business for the sole purpose of keep 
ing out our merchandise, and in this we are assured of the cordial sup 
port of our Government. Such treatment on the part of American 
officials and the cause for it is plain, and now that concessions must be 
made by the American Government, if we stand together firmly as a 
body, aided and supported by our board of trade, we can bring about a 
change that will be of untold benefit to our American export trade.’ 
(See hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means February 23, 
1906, p. 34.) 

“The above quotation indicates the attitude of the German ex 
porters, their consciences being clear of any offense or wrong in thus 
evading our tariff laws. 

* Respectfully, 
“WILLIAM BURGESS, 
“ Vice-President United States Potters’ Association.” 


TARIFFS ON SUGAR. 


Mr. DICK. I present a paper prepared by Truman G. Palmer, 
which deals with the sugar tariffs of the United States from 
1789 to 1909, together with certain data concerning the Dutch 
standard of color. I move that the paper be printed as a docu- 
ment (S. Doc. No. 151). 

The motion was agreed fo. 

JAPANESE SUBSIDIES. 

Mr. FRYE. I present a paper, together with a letter from 
the Commissioner of the Bureau of Navigation, Department of 
Commerce and Labor, relative to the Japanese law of subsidies 
for transoceanic steamship lines, passed April, 1909, and to 
take effect January 1, 1910. I move that the paper be printed 
as a document (S. Doe. No. 152). 

The motion was agreed to. 


CORPORATE SURETYSHIP. 


Mr. JONES. I ask leave to have printed in the Recorp a 
telegram from J. H. Shively, insurance commissioner of the 
State of Washington, relating to corporate suretyship, and also 
a letter from John P. Hartman, a citizen of Seattle, regard- 
ing the same subject. I will state that I have received a great 
many letters of similar import. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request will 
be granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


OLYMPIA, WASH., August 1, 1909. 
Hon. WESLEY JONES, : ‘ 
United States Senate, Washington, D. €.: 


Having jurisdiction over insurance matters in my State, I respect 
fully inform you that at the annual meeting last August the question 
relating to corporate suretyship, mainly those under discussion at Wash- 
ington, were taken up and a committee appointed to bring in report for 
our joint action at Colorado Springs next month. I desire to suggest that 
two or more congressional or departmental representatives be appointed 
to act with our association. The licenses of all surety companies originate 
with us as to state rights. Concurrent action by federal representa 
tives will settle all questions regarding needed state and federal action. 
both as to rates and terms of liability. ‘Therefore request that further 
action be postponed until next session of Congress, in order that joint 


“ADDRESS AT BERLIN CHAMBER OF COMMERCHE. ! 7 
committees may have time to report. 


“*As a fact the United States is not dependent for its existence upon 
the collection of duties, and it can afford to allow the falling off of 
revenues in this direction for what they claim “the general good.” 
From this standpoint it is clear that in the administration of the tariff 
is concealed the power and purpose to make the entry of certain com- 
peting articles as difficult as possible, and to carry this out the United 
States Government agents resort to the meanest and smallest measures. 

The first of these is the certification of the invoices by consular 
officers stationed in various districts of the Empire. Second, the inves- 
tigations by customs officials as to the correctness of statements in the 
invoices, which have not the force or effect of an oath in the German 
Empire. Third, the reexamination in cases where there is reason to 
doubt values by agents of their Treasury Department; and fourth, by 
the high penalties added for undervaluation. Naturally we all admit 
that an actual swindle is incorrect in any business transaction, but 

undervaluation”’ should not be treated as such unless positively 
Proved. However, ro such elasticity is to be found in the minds of 
\merican customs officials, who treat “ undervaluation,” as they call it, 
as fraudulent, and they at once apply the usual penalties. Our goods 
have been exported to England and the United States at lower prices 
than those for the home market, and there have been more or less low 


_ J. H. SHIVELY, 
Commissioner of Insurance. 


SEATTLE, WASH., July 28, 1969 

My Dear SENATOR: I am informed by one of the surety companies 
that a bill is now pending before the Senate providing that the (io. 
ernment itself shall fix the amount of the fee or premium which em 
ployees of the Government shall pay for obtaining bonds for fait 
conduct. I have been asked to express an opinion regarding the merits 
of the bill and otherwise. 

It seems to me that this bill should not pass. The bond rate is e) 
ceedingly low now, and has been made so by competition, and is not 
burdensome to anyone. In fact, it is much lower than anyone else is 
paying. ‘ ft ’ ¥ 

The bonding companies are not public-service corporations. There 
fore it oecurs to me that Congress has ro right to determine the com 
pensation that shall be paid to the corporation for a service to an indi- 
vidual. ‘Therefore, in this respect, the act would seem to me to be 
unconstitutional. If the rate charged by the bonding companies should 
become exorbitant or unconscionable, then we have adequate remedies, 
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because the courts will relieve from an unconscionable contract. This 
condition does not exist, however. 

I am quite clear that after you have studied the matter you will feel 
that the bill ought not to pass. I am not entirely informed, but believe 
it has passed the House. 

Yours, very truly, 

WESLEY L. JONES, 
Washington, D. C. 
BRIDGES OVER NAVIGABLE WATERS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed and 
the Chair lays before the Senate the conference report upon the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on House bill 1438. 

Mr. SIMMONS obtained the floor. 

Mr. FRYE. 
bridge bill with Senate amendments. 
moments. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator yield that I may ask the Senate 
to consider it? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. TI ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11572) to authorize the construction, main- 
tenance, and operation of various bridges across and over cer- 
tain navigable waters, and for other purposes. All the items of 
the bill have been approved by the War Department. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 5, line 9, after the word 
“near,” to strike out the name “ Hundley” and insert “ Red- 
dings Ferry,” so as to make the clause read: 

The county of Bradley, in the State of Arkansas, is hereby author- 
ized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto 
across the Saline River, at a point suitable to the interests of naviga- 
tion, at or near Reddings Ferry, in the State of Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 21, to insert: 

The Minneapolis, St. Paul and Sault Ste. Marie 


JOHN P, HARTMAN. 
Hon. 


It will take but a few 


hereby authorized to build a railway bridgé across the Mississippi River 


of said river, 
section 27, township 49 north, range 25 
State of Minnesota. 


Mr. FRYE. After the word “ River,’ 


all in the northeast quarter of the northeast quarter of 
west, in the county of Aitkin, 


, 


in line 2, I move to 


insert the words “at a point suitable to the interests of navi- | 
| against the method of revision proposed by the Democratic party, 


gation.” 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 6, to insert: 


William G. Tait and his assigns are hereby authorized to construct, | 


maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the 
Okanogan River at Omak, in the State of Washington. 

Mr. FRYE. After the word “River,” in line 9, I move to 
insert “at a point suitable to the interests of navigation.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURTON. Another slight amendment should be made 
in line 9. After the word “at” and before the word “ Omak,” 
the words “or near” should be inserted. 

Mr. FRYE. 
amendment. 

The amendment’ to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I also move the following amendment. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert, after line 10, on 
page 7: 

The Chicago and Western Indiana Railroad Company, a corporation 
organized under the laws of the State of Illinois, its successors and 
assigns, are hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bascule bridge and approaches thereto across and over the Calumet 
River to replace the present bridge of the Chicago and Western Indiana 
Railroad Company, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, in 
the northwest quarter of section 30, in township 37 north, range 15 
east, of the third principal meridian, in the city of Chicago, county of 
Cook, and State of Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


TENNESSEE RIVER LOCK AND DAM, 
BURTON. I ask the Senator from North Carolina to 


” 


Mr. 


yield, that I may call up a bill which will take only a moment. | 


Mr. SIMMONS. Very well. 

Mr. BURTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11579) to amend an act relative to 
the erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Ten- 
nessee liiver, 


I am very anxious to have passed the omnibus 


tailway Company, a | +, a ke . 
railway corporation organized under the laws of the States of Michigan, | These denunciations were not confined to Democrats. 
Wisconsin, Minnesota, and North Dakota, its successors or assigns, are | 
: t | from antiprotectionists. 
from a point on the east bank of said river to a point on the west bank | 





‘There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of t}o 
W hole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, on page 
1, line 6, after the word “ approved,” to strike out “ March” anq 
insert “April,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of Congress entitled “An act to ep- 
able the Secretary of War to permit the erection of a lock and dam in 
aid of navigation in the Tennessee River near atnooen . Tenn., and 
for other purposes,” ageeeres April 26, 1904, and amended by an act 
approved January 7, 1905, be, and the same is hereby, amended as 
follows: Strike out in line 4 of section 2 of the act of April 26, 1904 
after the word “act,” the following words: “And the same shall jh- 
completed within four years from the date of beginning the construc. 
tion’ and insert in place thereof the words: “And the same shall he 
completed within six years from the date of beginning the construction, 
= within such time in excess thereof as the Secretary of War may 
allow.” : 


Mr. BURTON. 
error. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bil! to 


The amendment is merely to correct a cleric] 


| be read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time and passed. 
THE TARIFF, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the twv 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes, 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, before the panic of 1907, 
while the country was on the crest of a wave of unexampled 
prosperity, there began to be heard from one end of the country 
to the other mutterings against the Dingley tariff. It was de 
nounced because of its inequalities and injustice. It was stig- 
matized as oppressing the many in the interest of the few. 
They 
came from Republicans as well—from protectionists as well as 
The public clamor against this Repub- 
lican enactment was so insistent, so aggressive, so general and 
widespread, that it could not be ignored. In response to it, in 


| the summer of 1908, both political parties in their national con- 


ventions promised to amend and revise that law so as to meet 
these complaints of the people. The verdict of the election was 


and we need not consider that plan in determining the question 


| whether this bill is such a revision as the people have a right to 


expect. A majority of the people voted in favor of a revision by 
the Republican party, and the question is, Does this bill comply 
with the pledge for revision upon which that party was elected? 

Up to the time of the Chicago convention in 1908 there had 
been no official and authoritative definition by the Republican 
party of its doctrine of protection. At one time that doctrine 
was given one construction and at another time a slightly dif- 
ferent construction. One element of that party construed it to 


| mean one thing and another element construed it to mean a dif- 
| ferent thing. In practice it had frequently been applied so as 
I have no objection to that amendment to the | 


to foster and promote the interests of the few at the expense of 
the many. To meet the complaints and remedy the abuses which 
had grown out of this loose construction, the Chicago convention 
in 1908, in response to the demand of the Republican voters of 
the country, defined with reasonable precision what protection 
meant, or, to speak more accurately, declared what measure of 
protection the Republican party was willing to accord to the 
industries of the country. That platform declared protection 
to mean the difference between the cost of production here aud 
abroad plus a reasonable profit to the domestic producer. That 
definition is as much a part of the Republican tariff pledge »! 
1908 as the promise of revision itself. Whether the Republican 
promise of revision was a promise to revise downward or t)- 
ward depends upon whether the Dingley rates conform to that 
definition or not. If the Dingley rates exceed the rates pre- 
scribed in that definition, the platform pledge was for a down- 
ward revision, and if the rates fixed in this bill exceed the 
measure prescribed by this definition, it is not the revision the 
people voted for and directed their Representatives in Congress 
to make. The pledge for revision is positive and unequivocal. 
The rule which is to control in making this revision is specific— 
almost exact. If there is any uncertainty, it is contained in the 
terms “ reasonable profits,” and that is a legal phrase which is 
fairly well understood. It bas often been used in our statutes 


| both state and national—and it has frequently received judicia! 


interpretation. So that it may be said in fair intendment there 
is no doubt or uncertainty as to the degree of protection whic) 
the majority in Congress are authorized to vote to the produc- 
tive industries of the country. 















1909. 


If this definition, which is an essential part of the pledge, is 
binding, then there was nothing for the majority to do except 
to find the facts with respect to cost of production of the items 
in the act of 1897, which are the subject of revision, and apply 
them. When the people devolved upon the Congress the duty 
of finding and applying these facts, they imposed upon it the 
duty of instituting an impartial and thorough inquiry as to 
those facts by methods calculated to elicit the truth to such 
a degree of certainty that would justify a man of ordinary 
prudence in acting upon in a matter involving his own per- 
sonal affairs. If it should be conceded that the majority 
have made honest effort to apply the rule prescribed in their 
platform, it is ebvious to every thoughtful man .that the 
methods employed for ascertaining the facts with respect to 
the cost of production of the articles involved in this revision 
have not been of such a character as to inspire the confidence 
of the people in the correctness of their conclusions. As to the 
cost of production abroad there has been no _ investigation 
worthy of the name. The same is true to a less extent perhaps 
as to the investigations respecting the cost of production in this 
country. It is a matter of common knowledge here and in the 
country that the committees of both Houses have gotten the 
facts upon which they have acted almost entirely from the 
manufacturers or producers of the articles revised. A large 
part of this testimony coming from these interested witnesses 
was not delivered under the sanction of an oath. It came in 
the form of letters, briefs, and unverified statements. Some 
of it has been hearsay and much of it mere cenjecture. Nearly 
all of it relating to the cost of production abroad has been what 
the law books and writers call “hearsay.” Scarcely any of it 
would be competent in an ordinary court of justice. The con- 
sumer at whose demand and in whose interest this revision was 
ordered can not be said to have been heard at all. The utter 
unreliability of the evidence upon which the committees have 
acted in these great matters affecting vital interests of 
80,000,000 of people has been made a matter of jest, not only 
in the press of the country but among the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. We have had many illustrations of the 
utter unreliability of this testimony during the progress of this 
bill through the Senate. I have in mind now one of those 
instances. When the committee had acted in fixing the duty 
on razors upon certain signed statements of the manufacturers 
of razors as to the cost of their manufacture here and abroad, 
it developed in the course of the discussion upon this floor that 
the scale of wages which was furnished the committee in a 
signed statement of these manufacturers was about 100 per 
cent too high on the one hand and about 100 per cent too low 
on the other hand. Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
may be satisfied with this sort of investigation and testimony, 
but I make bold to say’ the people are not and will not be 
satisfied with it. There is not a Senator here who does not know 
that the so-called “hearings” have been nothing more than 
representations of interested manufacturers, and there are few 
of them, if any, who do not believe that so far as eliciting the 
— is concerned they have been a farce—a miserable, wretched 
arce. 

Mr. President, formerly I had not regarded with much favor 
the establishment of any tariff commission, but without finally 
committing myself I wish to say in this connection that the de- 
velopments during the discussion of the last two months have 
led me to look with greater favor upon the proposition for a 
commission or board to ascertain the facts on which the sched- 
ules of the tariff should be framed. Whether the tariff is to be 
framed on the principle of a tariff for revenue or for protection 
it is equally necessary that the representatives of the people 
should have definite and reliable information, and I am led to 
believe that such reliable information can be best obtained by a 
body of carefully selected men specially commissioned to in- 
vestigate and find tentatively at least the basis for adjustment 
of tariff duties. Without abrogating any of his responsibility, 
or abandoning any of his privileges, or shirking any of his du- 
ties or functions, every Senator and every Representative in 
dealing with the tariff measure, it would seem, should welcome 
correct and reliable information obtained by men specially se- 
lected for that purpose. 

Again, Mr. President, I assert when the people commanded 
the majority in this body to revise the tariff and prescribed the 
rule by which they were to be governed in making that revision, 
it was a command to revise according to that rule; not a few 
Scattered and haphazardly selected items, but every item in the 
Dinugley law which is carried forward and retained in this bill. 
W hen the people declared that our present tariff laws should be 
revised so as to limit the protection accorded our industries to 
the difference in the cost of production, they did not refer to a 
few select articles or items of the old law, but to all of the 
dutiable items in that law, and by every reasonable intendment 
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it is an instruction to apply that rve not to the products of 
one industry in the country, but to the products of all of the 
protected industries. 

There are something like 4,000 items in the Dingley bill. 
Bight hundred and forty-seven of them have been changed—re- 


vised, if you please. I do not admit,that these 847 items have 
been revised according to the rule prescribed in the platform. 
On the contrary, I assert they have not been so revised. But. 
for the sake of argument, admit that they have, and still there 
are left 3,000 or more items that have not been touched. 
Among them are hundreds upon hundreds of vital import to the 
people notoriously top-heavy with overprotection. Strikingly 
conspicuous among them may be mentioned the items in the 
wool, glass, and metal schedules. It is idle to say that hun- 
dreds of these untouched duties do not exceed the difference in 
the cost of production here and elsewhere. What right had the 
Finance Committee, what right had the majority in this Senate, 
to say, and act upon that conclusion, that the Republican plat- 
form pledge was not binding as to these 3,000 unrevised items 
as well as to these 847 revised items, and that the demand of 
the people does not apply to them? But that is what they have 
done. In the partial revision of the Dingley bill, covered by 
847 amendments made by the Senate and House, the pretense 
of revision of the tariff has been little, if any, better than a 
farce, except as to certain raw materials reduced or placed upon 
the free list for the benefit of protected manufacturers and 
trusts. 

I may be wrong, but my own notion of the duty of revision, 
in the cenditions under which we are acting, in view of the 
complaints of the people, embracing nearly every schedule in 
the bill against excessive protection, especially those carrying 
high duties upon the necessaries of life, required the committee 
to take the act of 1897 and select the articles upon which the 
rates seemed to be higher than is justified under the rule under 
which it was acting and to institute a proper inquiry into the 
facts. Instead of that it proceeded in a haphazard sort of 
way, taking up an item here and there, some of them inconse- 
quential, while refusing even to consider items of the greatest 
importance affecting the whole people, many of which furnished 
in part the basis of the widespread complaint which led to the 
promise of revision by this special session of Congress. But let 
that pass. Conceding for the sake of the argument that the 
committee was right in picking out an item here and there and 
increasing or reducing the duty as in their judgment they 
thought proper, I think there is nobody in this body who be- 
lieves, and I doubt whether there are many people in the coun- 
try who believe, that in making this partial revision there has 
been any serious attempt either on the part of the committee 


| or the Congress to ascertain the facts with reference to the dif- 


ference in the cost of production and to regulate the duties 
fixed upon these articles by that standard. In some instances 
the duties, already below the standard prescribed, have been 
reduced still lower. In other instances duties already above 
the standard have been raised still higher. In other cases 
duties above the standard have been reduced without bringing 
them down to the level it prescribed; while others, already 
practically prohibitive, have been made more prohibitive, if not 
absolutely so. Still other prohibitive duties have been reduced 
without going below the point of practical prohibition, with the 
result that the bill as now presented to the Senate carries some 
duties below either the protective or revenue basis, while hun- 
dreds of them enormously exceed the difference in the cost of 
production here and abroad, and are greater than the total 
value of the foreign article laid down in our own ports. 

Some of the reductions of the bill are where the duties are 
below the average, and where the duties are excessive and pro- 
hibitory the reductions have been so slight as not to interfere 
with monopoly and extortion, either by reducing the profits of 
the manufacturer or by cheapening the price to the consumer. 
In effect, these reductions are a mere knocking off a part of the 
surplus of protection, leaving all that is useful to the producer. 
A majority of the people may be in faver of the protection de- 
scribed in the Republican platform, but I deny that a majority, 
or any considerable percentage, even of the Republican party, 

avor the kind of protection provided for in this bill. As an 
illustration of excessive duties, take the item on wool valued at 
not more than 40 cents a pound. Of that commodity, in 1907, 3 
pounds were imported of the value of 33 cents per pound. The 
tariff duty is 33 cents—being the actual value of the article 
and then 50 per cent in addition. The specific duty equals the 
total value of the article laid down in New York, and then the 
committee adds to that 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Take the item of yarn made of wool valued at not more than 
30 cents per pound; of that 81 pounds, of the value of 26 cents 
per pound, were imported, showing that the duty is absolutely 
prohibitive; and the duty is 27} cents per pound—being 14 
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cents more than the full value of the article—and 40 per cent Woolen blankets over 3 yards in length, valued at not over 
-ad valorem in addition. 40 cents per pound, pay the same duty under the present |jyw 

Wearing apparel, in the woolen schedule, bears an average duty | and in this bill—165.42 per cent. These are the blankets used 
of about 80 per cent. In this country we make $355,000,000 | by the poorer people. Blankets used by the better to 
worth of this wearing apparel, while there is imported only | valued at more than 70 cents per pound, carry a duty under 
$141,000 worth of it, showing that this duty is practically pro- | the present law of 104.55 per cent and in this bill of 104.55 
hibitive; and yet, Mr. President, with the declaration of the | per cent. The amount of importations show that the duties 
Republican platform ringing in their ears, the Finance Com- | on both grades are prohibitive, but the tax on cheap blankets 
mittee refused even so much as to consider the question of | is about 61 per cent higher than on costlier blankets. 
reducing a single item in that schedule. Wool flannels for underwear, valued at not more than 40 cents 

On woolen cloths the duty on the finer varieties is 71 per | per pound, are taxed under the present law 143.67 per cent 
cent, and on the cheaper qualities 107 per cent. The duty on | and in this bill 143.67 per cent, the importations being $24 and 
cheap woolen cloth is 50 per cent higher than on the finer | the tax $34.48. Finer flannels for underwear, valued at above 
qualities. There is an obvious discrimination against the plain | 70 cents per pound, are taxed under the present law 86.37 jer 
people of the country, against the people at whose demand this | cent and under this bill the same, the duty on the cheajer 
revision is being made and in whose interest it was supposed to | grades being 57 per cent higher than on the higher grades. 
be. Why should these cloths pay a duty of more than the en- Paragraph 376. Wool dress goods for women and children, 
tire cost abroad? Under the duty of 107 per cent the cost in | cotton warp and wool, not above 70 cents per pound, pay 115.53 
our market is more than twice the cost in the foreign markets, | per cent under the present law and the same in this bill. These 
where similar goods are purchased. If the effect of the pro- | goods, valued at above 70 cents per pound, pay a duty under 
tective tariff were, as its advocates contend that it should be, | the present law and in this bill of 92.61 per cent. Both duties 
to reduce, through domestic competition, the prices of pro-| are practically prohibitory, but the tax is 22 per cent higher 
tected products, there would be no occasion for such a high duty, | on the coarser than on the finer grades. 
which allows the manufacturers to put the price up much On wool waste, etc., thé present ad valorem equivalent duty 
higher than the difference in cost of production ; indeed, allow- | is 118.32 per cent, which remains the same in this bill, the duty 
ing the manufacturer to charge double the cost of the material | being practically prohibitive, as is shown by importations of 
and also double the cost of the labor. only $19, upon which a tax of $22.50 is paid. 

On fine flannels the tariff is 86 per cent, while on cheap flan- The same thing is true in regard to woolen hair. On woolen 
nels it is 165 per cent. If a piece of this flannel costs abroad | hair advanced by process of manufacture, valued at not more 
$5, there would be a duty on it of $8.30, making its cost here | than 40 cents per pound, the present ad valorem equivalent 
$13.30, in addition to the transportation charges. Why should | duty is 149 per cent, and the present bill makes no change, 
our plain people who use these low-grade flannels have to pay | although it is prohibitory, importations amounting to only. $1, 
twice their value—and if the manufacturers do not charge twice | and the tax to $1.49. 
their value, what is the reason for keeping these high duties Mats, rugs, etc., for floors, are dutiable under the present 
on the foreign article? law at 114.66 per cent, and under this bill at 114.66 per ceut. 

Of cloths of wool of the value of from 40 cents to 70 cents | The duty as shown by importations amounted to only $3, and, 
per pound we imported 295,766 pounds. The value abroad was | of course, is prohibitive. 
$188,917. The duty, the cash paid to the United States Treasury Carpets. There are 11 grades of carpets enumerated in this 
on the importations, was $224,597. The cash paid to the foreign | paragraph. The lowest equivalent ad valorem duty is 50 per 
manufacturer being $188,917, the importer paid in cash $413,514, | cent and the highest is 114.66 per cent. The present bill makes 
in addition to the cost of transportation. These goods cost | no reduction in any of these duties, 
abroad 514 cents per pound, and here they cost $1.38. All of these enumerated woolens, which constitute the cloth- 

In the woolen schedule there are 29 articles the duty on which | ing of the people, are taxed at an ad valorem equivalent of 
runs over 100 per cent. over 100 per cent, and the tax is not reduced in this bill. 

Now, to go a little more into detail, wool knit fabrics (not | There may be a difference in the cost of producing woolens 
wearing apparel)—I am reading now, Mr. President, from the | in this country and abroad, but it is idle to contend that this 
paragraphs of this bill brought forward from the Dingley law, | difference exceeds the total market value of the foreign product 
not one of which has been changed—wool knit fabrics (not | laid down in the ports of this country. 
wearing apparel) valued at not more than 40 cents per pound There are many similar duties exceeding the value of the 
are taxed under the present law at 141 per cent, and under | article, and largely exceeding the measure of protection men- 
this bill at 141 per cent; importations amounting to only $1 and | tioned in the Republican platform. Concede that the Repub- 
the tax to $1.41. On these fabrics, valued at above 70 cents | licanm masses are in favor of protecting the woolgrowers and 
per pound—that is, on the finer quality—the duty under the | the woolen manufacturers, and that their platform was a com- 
present law is 95.67 per cent; under this bill the same—95.67 | mand to Congress to protect them to the extent the platform 
per cent. The duty upon the finer grades of this fabric is more | prescribed; it was equally a command, in the interest of the con- 
than 45 per cent lower than upon the cheaper grades. sumer, not to protect beyond that measure of protection. 

Plushes, valued at not over 40 cents per pound, are taxed In the cotton schedule, in. which are embraced* articles that 
under the present law 141.78 per cent; under this bill the same, |;we ourselves manufacture to the aggregate of more ilan 
141.78 per cent. The duty is prohibitory, importations amount- | $1,000,000,000, and of which the importations are $31,000,000, 
ing to only $32 and the tax to $45.37. The duty on plushes/| the House bill did not lower any duty except on a few numbers 
valued over 70 cents a pound is 95.33 per cent in the present | of coarse yarn. The'Senate Finance Committee raised the rates 
law and is the same in this bill. on some yarns, slightly lowering the rates on others, making 

So, Mr. President, we have here again, with reference to | the duties on yarns more than in the Dingley law. In nearly 
plushes, the same discrimination against the poorer classes of | every case where there were importations of cotton cloth the 
people, the duty on the lower grades of plushes being about 40 | duties are increased in this bill. 
per cent higher than on the finer grades of plushes. There is one item of heavy cotton goods, of the value of 31 

Wool, hair of goat, alpaca, and so forth, and other manufac- | cents a square yard, of which only 16 yards were importec in 
tures, valued at not more than 40 cents a pound, upon which the | 1907, yielding a revenue of 57 cents, the duty being 11 cents. 
present and the proposed duty-is the same—140.55 per ceent—im- | As there were no importations, that duty would seem to be 
portations being, in round numbers, $11,000 and the tax $15,000. | sufficient for protective purposes; but the duty by this bill has 
Valued at above 70 cents per pound, the duty is 79.44 per cent | been increased to 32 per cent. On certain other cotton cloths, 
under the present law and in this bill. The importations show | of the value of 18 cents a square yard, the duty has been it- 
that the duties on both grades are practically prohibitive, but | creased 30 per cent. 
constituting and emphasizing a discrimination against the Of manufactures of. metals we make $3,130,000,000 worth. 
poorer classes of people. The duty is 60 per cent higher on the | We import about $68,000,000 worth, including iron ores, refuse, 
lower than on the higher grades. and scrap iron. Some of the greatest of our ironmongers st:\° 

Cloths, woolen and worsted, valued at not more than 40 cents | that we make iron and steel cheaper than any other nation, : nd 
per pound, being the cloths worn by the poorer people, are taxed | that there is no need for any protective duties on the articles 
under the present law 140.55 per cent and the same under this| of that schedule. Some of these unnecessary duties were 
bill. This duty is practically prohibitive, importations amount- | lowered, but more of them were increased. As a result of tle 
ing, in round numbers, to only $27,000 and the tax to $37,000, | reductions and increases in this schedule, without going into de 
These same cloths, valued at above 70 cents per pound, are duti- | tails, the railroads will get cheaper rails, the iron manufacturers 
able under the present law and in this bill at only 94.32 per | will get cheaper iron ore, and the people will get dearer struc 
cent, the duty on these cloths used by the better-to-do people | tural materials, cutlery, and tools. 
being about 40 per cent lower than on those used by the poorer The amendment of this schedule, it is said, is very satisfac 
classes. tory to the steel trust. I have no doubt it is. It is not sill> 
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factory and will not be satisfactory to the people when they | the clerk behind the desk and the counter, and his employer. 


come to understand it, because, while the bill reduces the un- | 
necessarily high duty on rails, it does not reduce it below the 

point of prohibitive and excessive protection, and they have 

made that reduction the excuse for increasing the duties on 

nearly all the articles of steel and iron that the people buy and 

-onsume, 

, On pen and pocket knives and cutlery, valued at over 50 

cents and not exceeding $1.25 a dozen, the duty in the present 

law and in this bill is the same—93.23 per cent. 

Paragraph 158. Knife handles of deer horn, being the cheaper 
handles, pay a duty of 93.55 per cent under the present law 
and of 80.45 per cent in this bill, both rates being practically 
prohibitory, as is shown by importations of only $11. But, 
Mr. President, while the duty on knives with cheap handles is 
fixed at 80.45 per cent, on knives with handles of mother-of-pearl, 
silver, ivory, and so forth, being the finer grades of handles, the 
duty imposed under the conference bill is only 47.46 per cent, 
being 33 per cent less than the duty on cheap handles used by 
the poorer people. 

Razors valued at less than $1.50 a dozen are taxed under the 
present law 56.48 per cent, and in this bill 94.72 per cent, an 
increase of 67.85 per cent. 

Common window glass, not over 16 by 24 inches, the glass 
used by poorer people, is dutiable under the present law at 71.59 
per cent. The present bill makes no reduction. Importations 
in 1907 were, in round numbers, only $254,000, and the tax 
$182,000, both duties being practically prohibitory. 

Window glass, exceedivg 24 by 36 inches and not over 30 by 
40, used by the better to do, is taxed under the present law an 
ad valorem equivalent of 87.39 per cent, which is reduced in this 
bill to 74.48 per cent. The imports, in round numbers, amount 
to only $26,000 and the tax to $19,000. 

Plate glass, plain, is reduced under this bill from 155.62 per 
cent to 100.04 per cent, the importations being $40,600 and the 
tax $40,700. Plate glass, silvered or frosted, above 24 by 60 
inches, is reduced from 584.3 per cent to 382.22 per cent. Impor- 
tations amount to only $45, and the tax under this bill will be 
$172, or about four times the value of the article imported. The 
bill makes no reduction on the glass used by the poorer people. 
It reduces the duty on the glass used by the better to do class 
3.71 per cent, and on plate glass 31 per cent, leaving the duty on 
all practically prohibitory, ranging from 71.59 per cent to 382.22 
per cent, 

Upon minor articles there are numerous duties far in excess of 
100 per cent ad valorem. For instance, the duty fixed in this 
bill upon saccharine is 216.71 per cent; on mineral waters, which 
require no labor, which gush out of the ground, one of God’s 
greatest bounties to man, used by the sick, the duty is 123.57 
per cent; and on buttons for trousers, made of steel, 126.88 per 
cent. 

Linoleum and all other fabrics or coverings for floors made in 
part of oil or any similar product is dutiable at 20 cents per 
square yard and 20 per cent. 

I hold in my hand a piece of linoleum valued at 17 cents per 
square yard, upon which the duty is 20 cents per square yard— 
» cents more than its entire value—and 20 per cent ad valorem 
in addition. The total ad valorem equivalent duty imposed is 
equal to 185 per cent, which is levied in the interest of seven 
producers in the United States, located in Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, and New York. 

In this same schedule, to wit, Schedule J, relating to flax, 
hemp, and jute, and their manufactures, there are 170 reductions 
which affect imports valued at only $600,000, while there is a 
10 per cent advance in the duty of one item affecting imports of 
59,000,000. The 170 reductions amount to nothing. The one 
advance increases the cost to consumers of linen more than half 
a million dollars. 

REVISION IN THE INTEREST OF THE HIGHLY PROTECTED MANUFACTURERS 
AND TRUSTS AND AGAINST THE CONSUMER. 

Mr. President, the bill which we are about to pass is not a 
bill in the interests of those in response to whose demand re- 
vision was promised by both political parties. At whose de- 
mand, I ask, was this promise made? At the demand of the 
protected manufacturer? No. At the demand of the trusts? 
No. They were both satisfied with the Dingley rates. Under 
those rates they had made great fortunes and_ established 
monopolies which enabled them to fix prices. They wanted no 
change. These opponents of revision constituted the backbone 
of that “stand-pat” element of the Republican party which 
fought the demand for revision to the last ditch. The promise 
of revision was put in both platforms over their protest. From 
whom, then, did the demand proceed? I answer, from the 
steat consuming masses of the country—from the laborer and 
the farmer, the doctor, the lawyer, the professional man, and 





It did not come from the thriftless. It came from the well-to-do 
who, though they were making good money, wages, and salaries, 
found themselves, on account of the high cost of living, barely 
able, while seemingly prosperous, to make both ends meet. 
What was the nature of their complaint and against whom and 
what was it leveled? Again I answer, it was against the high 
prices of protection and protection bred and fostered monopoly ; 
against extortion due to overprotection and resultant monopoly. 

The work of revision is about finished. All that remains is 
to call the roll on this conference report. The necessary yotes 
have been secured by hook or crook. And what will be the 
result? A revision—if this travesty can be called a revision— 
dictated by and in the interests not of the consumer, not of those 
who asked for it, but of the manufacturer and trust who op- 
posed and fought it; not of those who complained of high prices, 
but of those who are responsible for the high prices; not of the 
complainants, but, if I may so speak, of the defendants in this 
complaint of the people against the interests. 

There are something like 4,000 items in the dutiable list of 
the Dingley bill. You have changed 837 of these items—revised 
them. You revised about half of them downward and about 
half of them upward. The result of your revision has been to 
slightly increase, rather than decrease, the duties on these 837 
items. The other 3,000 and more items you have left untouched. 
The items which you have revised are comparatively unimpor- 
tant, with the exception of some “ eleventh-hour” reductions of 
raw materials, made to hoodwink and deceive the people. I 
know, and you know, Mr. President, and what is more important, 
the people of this country know, that the reductions you have 
made offer no substantial relief to those who have asked relief 
and to whom relief was solemnly pledged, and upon the good 
faith of which pledge they cast their votes in the last presi- 
dential and congressional election. 

The few duties you have reduced are not, except in rare in- 
stances, the duties of which the people complain. They are not, 
in the main, upon the things the poor buy. They have little 
effect upon the cost of living. Most of the duties of which they 
complained and under which they groaned are on the 3,000 
articles which you have not reduced, or upon which your reduc- 
tions are inconsequential and ineffectual in affording relief. 
What have you done to relieve the people against the uncon- 
scionable duties on woolens, the most indefensible schedule in 
the Dingley bill, a schedule that has and is robbing the people 
of millions, to the enrichment of the woolen trust? 

There is more tax in woolen goods under the Dingley law and 
under your bill than there is value in the finished product. No 
man, woman, or child will get their winter clothes for one penny 
less by reason of your so-called “revision of the woolen 
schedule.” 

You have changed cotton goods slightly, but your changes 
have rather increased than reduced the cotton fabrics. The 
people demanded cheaper clothes. They will get dearer clothes. 
You have made some changes in the glass schedule, but they 
are slight, and in most instances are as prohibitory as before. 
You have reduced the duty upon iron ore. The people do not 
buy iron ore. The manufacturers of steel and iron, headed by 
the giant trust of the world, buy iron ore. They will get some 
benefit from this reduction, but not one penny or mill of that 
reduction will reach the consumer of metallic materials, You 
have reduced the duty on steel rails. That may help the rail- 
roads, who, together with the trust, are special political wards 
of the Republican party, but it will afford no relief to the 
people. You have taken the duty off of hides, but you did it not 
at the instance of the people, but upon the importunities and to 
help the manufacturers of leather and shoes. Not one penny of 
this reduction will ever reach the consumer of leather or the 
wearer of shoes. You claim that you have reduced the duty on 
shoes. If that reduction applied to the duty on all shoes made 
of leather it might in the years to come, when Europe learns to 
make shoes as cheaply as we make them, help the wearer of 
shoes a few pennies; but it turned out that your reduction is 
only on shoes made of hides that are not used in making shoes, 
and if it is not a fraud it isa farce. You have had to promise 
to correct this error, or whatever you call it, to save your Dill. 
Whatever concessions you have made to the consumers of 
leather and shoes you have made not for their sake, but in order 
to secure enough votes to get free hides for the manufacturers. 
The Senate took the duty off of cotton bagging. That would 
have been some help to millions of farmers who raise the most 
important product of the country, the product which gives us our 
balance of trade, a product which enjoys no protection, but 
meets all comers in the world’s markets; but the conferees have 
restored the duty on this article and trampled under foot the 
interests of millions of southern farmers and laborers in order 
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that the illegal profits and exactions of the jate-bagging trust 
might be maintaimed, in order that the im‘amous conspiracy 
against the laws of the country may continue to draw its illegal 
profits from the toiling masses of the South. 

You put a tax of 2 cents on dividends of corporations, and 
when they complained you took off 1 cent of that tax, and to 
make up the loss in revenue to the Government you put a tax 
of $9,000,000 upon the great tobacco industry of the country, the 
chief burden of which will have to be borne by the tobacco 
growers of the South. The demand of the people was, and is, 
for a reduction of high, excessive, extortionate, prohibitive, and 
monopolistic rates. You have answered that demand by leav- 
ing these rates, as a rule, untouched, or but slightly reduced, if 
at all. If you have touched them at all it has been in most 
instances only to lop off a little surplus protection, leaving the 
duties still excessive or prohibitory. You have turned a deaf 
ear to the demand of the people, but you have dealt generously 
with the highly protected manufacturers and trusts. You have 
not only maintained or advanced their protection, but in many 
instances you have, for their benefit or in their interest, either 
reduced the duty on their raw materials or put them upon the 
free list. The trust evil more than anything else created the 
widespread sentiment in favor of tariff revision, which forced 
the Republican party reluctantly to promise that boon, which the 
Republican majority here has turned into “dead sea” ashes. 


The people believed, and believed rightly, that these unlawful | 


combinations were largely the product of excessive tariff rates, 
that they were fostered and sheltered by the gratuities and boun- 
ties of that system, and if rates were reduced to the standard 
prescribed by the Republican platform these monopolies could 
not exist, or, if so, they could not exact from the consumer a 
price much in excess of a reasonable profit without opening the 
door to foreign competition. 

The promised revision will in a few short hours be com- 
pleted, and I charge that not a single reduction has been made 
which will cripple or destroy any trust or withdraw from it the 
protection needed to sustain and maintain its monopoly. 


curtain was rung down upon this farce the better. 


Mr. President, in my votes upon this bill and im my attitude | ished product, that would furnish some reason for the discrim- 


toward it I have been governed by certain definite views upon 
the subject of tariff taxation. I believe the fundamental prin- 
ciple of taxation, whether direct or indirect, is equality. Eqaal- 
ity can not be attained where some things are taxed and 
some left untaxed. When a given amount is to be raised by 
taxation, one subject of taxation can not be exempted without 
increasing correspondingly the levies against some or all of the 
remaining subjects to the extent of the remitted tax. 

If one-half of our imports were admitted free of duty the 
tariff duty on the remaining half would have to be doubled. 


State were exempt frem taxation. For that reason the rule in 
the State where the tax is direct is that all property shall be 
placed upon the tax list and taxed alike. Nothing is exempted 
except for imperative reasons of public policy. 


and a benefit. It invelves a burden on the consumer and a 
benefit on the domestic producer in the form of protection to the 
extent of the tax against foreign competition. This is equally 
true whether the tax is levied primarily for revenue or for 
protection. In these conditions, in the interest not only of 
equality of burdens, but of equality of benefits in levying tariff 
taxes to supply the Government with needed revenue, justice 
requires that the dutiable list should be the rule and the free 
list the exception, and that the free list should be limited to 
those articles which for reasons of high and wise policy affect- 
ing the public welfare should not be taxed. The bill which 
we are now considering, as well as the present law, has a free 
list, so to speak, at both ends. 


that is, a tax so high as to excinde foreign importations—is 
the same in effect as placing the article affected on the free list; 
it yields no revenue to the Government, and the revenue which 
the Government leses by this exclusion, as weuld be the case 
were it placed on the free list, must be raised by increasing the 
tax on some or all other subjects of taxation. Such a tax is 
indefensible not only on the ground that it is necessarily a high 
tax levied by the Government solely for the benefit of the 
domestic producer from which no revenue is received, but wpon 
the ground that while the consumer pays this high tax to the 
producer of the domestic article he also has to pay a higher 
tax to the Government upon the remaining subjects of taxation 
as a result of this exclusion. 


Last year we imported merchandise to the value of $1,400,000,- 


000. From these imports we had to collect about $300,000000 | 
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: 7 . | material out of which it is made? 
Mr. President, I have for some time felt that the quicker the 





So far as its effect upon the | tariff, is correct. 
revenues of the Government is concerned, a prohibitive tax— | and it undoubtedly is, the sacrifice upon the altar of free tra:le 


| of the farmers’ and landowners’ raw material will not 
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to pay the necessary expenses of the Government. We had io 
collect that amount of money from customs taxes upon this 
$1,400,000,000 of imports. An arithmetical calculation will show 
that if we had levied a uniform ad valorem tax on this whole 
amount a tax of 22 per cent would have been needed to raise 
the needed revenue. But under the present law, which is snp. 
stantially the law we are about to pass, of this $1,400,000.009 
of imports $690,000,000, or practically one-half, came in free of 
duty, and to obtain the amount of revenue needed an averace 
duty of 44 per cent was necessary. The fact that the consum- 
ing public got one-half of these articles free did not relieve they) 
of the tax; it simply transferred it to the remaining articles. 
When we consider the effect of this enormous free and prohibi. 
tive list we can not fail to see the part they play in concentrat- 
ing the benefits of protection in the hands of the few. 

Under Mr. Clay’s so-called “American system” (of which the 
Republican protective system is but an evolution), devised to 
promote our manufacturing interests in the early days of our 
freedom, when we were struggling for commercial independence. 
under his Whig tariff in 1840-41, 49 per cent—practically one- 
half—of our imports were on the free list. That was a hichly ° 
protective measure. It was framed largely upon the lines of our 
present tariff law, and, like it, carried an enormous free list. 


| In striking contrast the Walker tariff, framed upon Democratic 


lines, carried a small free list. The free list ef that great Demo- 
eratic measure hardly covered one-half a page. After eight 
years of Democratic administration under this bill in 1854 only 
about 9 per cent of importations came in under a free list, and 
the average duty on the other 91 per cent of importations ranged 
around 20 per cent. In the interest of equality in burdens and 
incident benefits, this rate was distributed over all the subjects 
of taxation with approximate uniformity. 

Again, Mr. President, I do not believe there is any place in the 
Democratic theory of a tariff for revenne for the doctrine of 
free raw materials. If the object of a tariff is to raise revejue. 
why levy that tariff on the finished product and not on the raw 
One would not raise more 
revenue than the other. If the object were to protect labor. or 
a certain kind of labor, such as is employed in making the fin- 


ination on the theory that a larger per cent of the finished prod- 
uct is labor, or that a different class of labor is required in pro- 
ducing the raw material than that required in producing the 
finished product. 

But the Democratic party repudiates the suggestion that its 
primary purpose in levying taxes is to protect anybody or any- 


| thing, or that it discriminates in its tariff legislation between tie 


labor employed in the field, in the mine, and in the logging camp, 
and that employed in the factory. It repudiates the idea thut 


, | it discriminates between the dollar invested in agriculture, in 
The same would be true if half of the taxable property of any | 


mining, in lumbering, and the dollar invested in manufacturing 
industries. If the Democratic party wanted to help the over- 


| protected manufacturer and trusts in their scheme of selling 
| their goods cheaper to the foreigner than to the home consumer, 


c ‘ ‘ i | it might aid them in that selfish scheme by putting the farmer 
But a tariff tax, unlike a direct tax, involves both a burden | 


and the landowner’s raw material on the free list, but the Demo 
cratic party does not confess to a desire to promote such an 
patriotic discrimination. The consumer is indeed entitled to 
lower prices than he now pays for the finished products he buys, 
but if this must be accomplished through the tariff there is no 
reason why the man who has the raw material should bear | 
burden of the whole reduction or a disproportionate part of it. 
If cheaper raw materials meant cheaper manufactures, the con 
sumer might be benefited by putting raw material on the free 
list, though the producer of those materials would thereby sufler 
But that result would not follow if the contention of the Demo- 
cratic party, that the price of highly protected manufactures is 
regulated, not by the cost of production but by the amount «1 
If our position upon this question is seund, 


inure 
to the benefit of the consumer, but will only increase the manu- 
facturers’ profit by reducing his cost of production, while !'s 
selling price, arbitrarily fixed, remains unchanged. 

If all the raw materials—iron, coal, hides, and so on—over 


| which the conferees have been haggling for over two weeks, 10¢ 


which, we are told, the President demanded, should go on | 
free list, should be placed on that list and admitted free, the 
Government would lose about $30,000,000 in revenues, which the 
people would have to “make good” by higher duties on other 
articles, such as clothes, food, and so forth. The manufacturer's 
and trusts who use these raw materials would reap the 'benefi!~ (0 
cheaper cost of production, while the protection accorded them 
will enable them to maintain unimpaired the price of the finished 
product. 
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Mr. President, the Democratic party is not in favor of ex- 


posing the American producer, whether farmer, manufacturer, 
or laborer, to unrestricted foreign competition. Nor will the 
application of its doctrine of tariff for revenue, given its cor- 
rect and traditional interpretation, lead to any such result or 
deny the home producer an equal chance in our markets 
with his foreign competitor. Besides what we now raise by 
internal-revenue taxes we have to raise an additional $300,- 
000,000 or more to pay our bills and keep the Government going. 
This could be raised in several ways: First, by direct taxes 
levied against the States and apportioned according to popula- 
tion. Under this method the State of North Carolina, which I 
have the honor in part to represent on this floor, would have 
to levy, collect, and pay into the Federal Treasury somewhere 
around $7,000,000 annually. This would treble our present rate 
of state taxation. Secondly, we could raise it by increasing 
internal-revenue taxes and enlarging the subjects of that taxa- 
tion. That would lead to inquisitions and vexations and would 
fill the land with revenue officers. Third, we could raise it 
by taxing articles not raised or produced in this country, such 
as tea and coffee, and so forth. That would be the English 
free-trade system. Lastly, we can raise it by our present 
method of import taxes levied as well on articles produced as 
not produced in this country. This is the method we have em- 
ployed in raising revenue to support the Government through- 
out all our history. To raise this additional revenue by this 
method, if there were no free list at all, upon the basis of last 
year’s importations of $1,400,000,000, an ad valorem rate of 22 
per cent would be required. Necessarily these duties, although 
imposed for revenue only, would incidentally protect against 
foreign competition all domestic articles embraced in the sched- 
ules. 

While the Democratic party is in favor of a tariff for rev- 
enue, it has never, in doctrine or in practice, shut its eyes to 
the differences in economic and industrial conditions of labor 
and production here and abroad. It has never shut its eyes 
to the fact that there are many things which can be made, 
raised, or produced for a less cost somewhere else than here, 
and it has never framed and passed a tariff bill yet, and never 
will, in my judgment, which altogether loses sight of these 
differences. 

Incidental protection is inherent in the tariff system, and 
if we raise our revenue in this way we can not avoid this 
result except by confining our tariff levies to things not pro- 
duced in this country. That would, of course, be free trade in 
its most objectionable form, and would expose the products and 
industries of this country to unrestricted foreign competition, 
Asiatic as well as European. 

The state papers and writings of Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, 
Jackson, and Polk all agree with the suggestion that these un- 
equal economic and industrial conditions should be taken into 
consideration in adjusting our tariff duties. If in the past it 
was wise and expedient to consider these differences, it is 
surely no less so now, when the struggle for international trade 
between the industrial nations of the world is fiercer than ever 
before, when each is seeking to invade the markets of the other, 
and when each is striving to reduce the cost of production to 
the minimum in order to get advantage in this great interna- 
tional contest for trade. Duties should be levied for revenue, 
but they should be adjusted so as to give the greatest incidental 
protection where it is most needed to equalize mnequal condi- 
tions in production here and elsewhere, and to give to our do- 
mestic producers at least an equal chance in our own markets 
with their foreign competitors. The principle upon which du- 
ties are levied should be applied impartially to all industries in 
all parts of the country. It is abhorrent to my common sense, 
as a practical man, that a law which is to be applied to all the 
people and to every part of the country should be framed on 
different and maybe opposite principles. I can see nothing but 
injustice and wrong in a tariff measure which applies free 
trade to one line of our industries, or the industries of one 
section of the country, and the principle of protection to an- 
other line of our industries, or the industries of another section 
of the country. Such a measure would work a double injus- 
tice in its application to the different sections of our great and 
widely extended and diversified country. It might, and in 
many respects would, not only deny to the less-favored section 
the benefit of the natural advantages possessed by it, but it 
would in the end inevitably reduce the section discriminated 
against to a state of commercial subjection to the section in 
whese favor the discrimination is made by confiscating its nat- 
ural advantages and reducing it to a position of commercial 
feudalism. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, whatever anyone may think 
about the provisions of this bill, one thing is certain, and that is 
that this is the last tariff legislation that ever will be passed by 





present methods, or rather lack of methods. I have thought all 
the time that this was true, but that thought became a certainty 
when on yesterday I was reassured by the statement of the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH]} as to his interpreta- 
tion of that provision of the maximum and minimum clause 
which authorizes the President to employ experts to aid him 
and the officers of the Government in the administration of the 
law. That statement was frank and reassuring, and to the ex- 
tent to which it went, of course, was very highly pleasing to me. 

About one year and eight months ago I introduced in this 
body a bill for a tariff commission, which I have reintroduced 
this morning, and I wish to take a few moments’ time to say 
why I have reintroduced it. I think, in view of the statement 
of the Senator from Rhode Island on yesterday, and to his 
references heretofore to myself as having participated in the 
drafting of the original provision in this bill which authorized 
the President to employ experts, I should make a brief state- 
ment of the history of that provision. 

When the bill was introduced a year and eight months ago, 
it is common knowledge that it had few, if any, supporters in 
the Senate and the House, although it was more largely sup- 
ported by the business men of this country, by manufacturers, 
by farmers, by stock raisers, and by other producers than per- 
haps any other fiscal measure ever presented in Congress. 
But the mere merits of the measure were such that the move- 
ment grew, and converts to the idea were added here in Con- 
gress with great rapidity. The occurrences of this session have 
of themselves furnished an unanswerable argument why such 
a body of men should be provided for to assist Congress in such 
work as has claimed our attention for the past few months. 
At the beginning of the session it did not appear to me that we 
would have sufficient strength to pass the original bill which I 
presented a year and eight months ago; and so the Senator 
from Rhode Island, who agreed that some such provision should 
go in the bill, prepared a draft and submitted it to me. It was 
not as broad as I thought it should be, and at his suggestion I 
took it and prepared another draft, which was broader than he 
thought it should be. So this process of drafting and counter- 
drafting lasted for about two weeks, and finally the draft was 
prepared as it passed the Senate, with the exception of one 
sentence. That one sentence was: 

And such persons shall have power to examine witnesses under oath, 
and to compel the production of books and papers. 

To that one sentence the Senator from Rhode Island would 
not assent, nor would I agree without it, until after confer- 
ences with the President as to his construction of this language, 
and his opinion of the power which it gave him, I finally did 
agree to it. 

So it was that if I had been present when the amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLtiver] was presented for a 
tariff commission, I should have asked him not to have pre- 
sented it, because, in my view, the language that passed the 
Senate, if it had this additional sentence, giving the power to 
examine witnesses under oath and compel the production of 
books and papers, would have enabled the President, if so dis- 
posed, to create a commission or board of experts more power- 
ful, more ample, for this great and necessary work than that 
even provided for in my bill. 

That is the history of it down to the time it passed the 
Senate. In view of the fact that the Senator from Rhode Island 
yesterday stated what his construction is of the power of the 
Presideat under the language as it now stands in the confer- 
ence report, perhaps it is wise at this juncture to read just what 
the conferees took out. The language of the provision as it 
finally passed the Senate and went into conference is as 
follows: 

To secure information to assist the President in the discharge of 
the duties imposed upon him by this section and information which will 
be useful to Congress in tariff legislation and to the officers of the Gov 
ernment in the administration of the customs laws, the President is 
hereby authorized to employ such persons as may be required to make 
thorough investigations and examinations into the production, com- 
merce, and trade of the United States and foreign countries, and all con- 
ditions affecting the same. 

It will be seen that this language was as inclusive as any 
possible bill that detailed and specified their duties could be. 

3ut the first thing, according to the public press, the conference 
committee did was to take out this language: “ and information, 
which will be useful to Congress in tariff legislation.” How it 
could be that any Senator or Representative could object to 
having useful information furnished him was beyond me then; 
it is beyond me now. 

But later, not satisfied with that, the duties, the powers of 
these men, were stricken out; in other words, the following Ian- 
guage was eliminated: 


To make thorough investigations and examinations into the produc- 
tion, commerce, and trade of the United States and foreign countries, 
and all conditions affecting the same. 
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So that finally, as it appears in the report, all there is of this 
provision is “to secure information to assist the President in 
the discharge of the duties imposed upon him by this section ”— 
that is, the maximum and minimum—“ and the officers of the 
Government in the administration of the customs laws, the 
President is hereby authorized to employ such persons as may 
be required.” 

When I saw that, it appeared to me that it limited the power 
of the President to make this provision useful in merely the 
ascertainment as to whether foreign countries were discriminat- 
ing against us or not. That it was so intended appeared by 
the statement of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] the other 
day. But on yesterday morning the Senator from Rhode Island 
{Mr. AtpricH] made the following statement: 

The inclusion of the words was a compromise between the two Houses. 
I will say to the Senator from Nevada, of course with due deference to 
his judgment to the contrary, that the provision contained in the bill 
itself is even broader than it was in the Renate, in my judgment. 

That is, according to this interpretation, which the Senator 
from Rhode Island says has the sanction of the President of 
the United States and his interpretation, that these few words 
are broader than if they had included the words “ and informa- 
tion which will be useful to Congress in tariff legislation,” and 
the other important words stricken out. 

The Senator from Rhode Island continues: 

It allows the President to employ whoever he pleases without limit 
and to assign such duties to them as he sees fit within the limitation 
of the maximum and minimum provisions and to assist the customs 
officers in the discharge of their duties. Now, these two purposes, 
especially the latter, cover every conceivable question that is covered 
by iy | legislation. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask the Senator whether the provision as jt 
comes from the conferees and is contained in the conference report 
will warrant the President in appointing men who will inquire into 
and ascertain the difference in the cost of production at home and 
abroad of the articles covered by the tariff? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably it will, for the reason that under the 
law, as it will pass in a few days, I hope, the home valuation as well 
as the foreign vaiuation of goods is a matter which has to be deter- 
mined by the customs officers, and that involves, of course, all collat- 
eral questions. I have no doubt myself that the provision as it now 
stands is, as I have already stated, even broader than the provision 
which passed the Senate. 

Later on the Senator from Rhode Island said that he violated 
no confidence whatever in saying that this also was the view 
of the President of the United States. 

So, Mr. President, it appears that if this view be correct, if 
this interpretation as given by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
and perhaps more broadly held by the President of the United 
States, should be justified by the law and fulfilled by events, 
and if Congress should see fit to give to the President to carry 
out his provisions any appropriation for which he may ask, all 
that might have been done under a tariff-commission bill can 
and will be done under this provision. 

So, Mr. President, in introducing the bill this morning for a 
tariff commission, or, rather, in reintroducing it, it is not for 
the purpose of pressing it unless it develops that in the prac- 
tical working of this brief provision of the present bill it is 
found that the President can not do what it is now believed he 
can, or unless Congress should fail for any reason in giving 
him the appropriation necessary to carry out his interpretation 
of it as given by the Senator from Rhode Island. If for these 
or any other reasons that provision is not executed according to 
what we understand is the correct interpretation of it, then the 
bill for a tariff commission. would necessarily have to be 
pressed, and I give notice now that it will be pressed. 

Because, Mr. President, as I said a moment ago, this is the 
last tariff legislation, and it is historic in this, that ever will be 
passed in this country without the aid of information carefully 
and accurately gathered by men competent to perform that par- 
ticular service—information digested, sifted, tested, and ar- 
ranged, and laid before Congress for its use. There never will 
be, and there never can be, further tariff legislation by present 
methods. There never will be, and there never can be, more 
legislation of this important kind, affecting not only all the 
business of the country, but the livelihood of every man, woman, 
and child in the Nation, under such circumstances as all of us 
have passed through. 

So whether it be under this provision or whether it be under a 
provision which circumstances of the future may compel, one 
thing is now determined, and that is that a tariff commission, 
or a board of experts—it is immaterial what you call it, I am 
concerned only in the results—will and must be established, and 
future fiscal legislation of this character will be predicated upon 
the scientific, accurate, and businesslike work of that body of 
men appointed for that purpose. 

Mr. President, there is another reason, a reason that the man- 
ufacturers and business men of this country, as well as the stock 
raisers, farmers, and other producers of the Nation have more 
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in mind than we seem to think here, and that is the absolute 
necessity of enlarging our foreign trade. It is a singular cir. 
cumstance, and one that is more or less appalling, that while 
Germany has a niggardly soil, not much larger than Texas 
with only a window on the North Sea, and with fewer than 
half of our population, whereas we have 7,000 miles of coast 
line, with magnificent harbors, commanding two oceans, unri- 
valed resources, and a vast and growing population, and a people 
whose energy and resourcefulness are not equaled in the world, 
yet Germany is selling abroad to-day ten finished manufactured 
articles where we are selling one. 

I do not want to go in detail into that comparison or the rea- 
sons for it, but one reason for it is the perfection of Germany's 
tariff. Germany, prior to Bismarck, inclined to a tariff for 
revenue only. Then Bismarck induced them to take up the 
American protective tariff, and it did there the same work it 
has done here. It developed their resources; it built their 
mills; it employed their people; it diversified their industries, 
But when all that had been accomplished and they needed foreign 
trade, the German, with his studious mind, improved upon what 
we had done. 

They made the first maximum and minimum tariff, which 
with them is the conventional and autonomous tariff, and they 
prepared their tariff law itself by the same methods by which 
great German business houses are able to so accurately do their 
business. Connected with the great German factories there is 
a sort of little institution where experts—it is almost a 
school—are constantly employed. So every phase of that busi- 
ness receives the most careful and minute attention. So Ger- 
many appointed her great tariff commission. I suppose every- 
body is familiar with the work of that commission and how 
it is that the German tariff law is made. I do not want to take 
up the time, but perhaps in three or four sentences I can make 
a résumé of it. 

The present German tariff was built upon the work done by 
the German tariff commission of 82 men. Those 32 men were 
the best men that were to be found in the Empire for that 
work. They were appointed utterly and absolutely regardless 
of any political consideration. Those men in the course of the 
investigation consulted more than 2,000 technical trade experts. 

When they got through with that work they knew all that 
those 2,000 technical experts themselves knew. ‘They investi- 
gated every industry in the Empire. Then, Mr. President, they 
formulated the bill. The bill was then sent to the Govern- 
ment. The Government first submitted it to the department 
which is similar to our Department of Commerce and Labor, 
so that it might be examined from that point of view; then to 
its foreign department, so that it might be examined from that 
point of view; then to its treasury department, which repre- 
sented, of course, the collection of revenue, so that it might be 
examined from that point of view. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will yield in just a second. Then, Mr. 
President, after that it was sent by the Government to every 
State of the German Empire, who took about a year to exam- 
ine it and return it to the Central Government with their sug- 
gestions. Then it was submitted to the Reichstag, where it 
underwent more careful examination than either our commit- 
tee of the Senate or House that handles our bills have given 
this one. Then it was reported back to the Reichstag, debated 
fully, and passed. 

Of course nobody is contending, because it is not a practical 
thing, that a commission or a board of experts here should do 
so perfect a work as that, so accurate, so scientific. It will 
probably take us twenty-five years before we can catch up to 
that point of development. It is a very curious thing, .one of 
the most curious circumstances, I suppose, in all our develo)- 
ment, that, whereas we have improvements in machinery, 
whereas we are the most progressive nation of the world in 
invention in every line, we are slow to improve our methods of 
government. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to interrupt the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. I am beginning to come around to the Sena- 
tor’s tariff-commission notion, as far as we will be permitted 
to do it. But I do not want Congress to abdicate our function 
entirely. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I never proposed that. I never proposed 
that Congress should abdicate any function whatever. Tha! 
statement is one of those familiar catch words with which men 
attempt to defeat a measure without examining into it. My 
original tariff-commission bill, I will say to the Senator, if he 








; 
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has not read it, does not provide, as I stated in my speech, which 
I think the Senator honored me by hearing, about a year and 
eight months ago, that the commission shall frame a bill, but 
that it shall act for Congress exactly as the Senator’s secretary 
acts for him, that it shall be our assistant, that it shall pre- 


pare information, and lay it before us for our consideration. 

Mr. ELKINS. I think while that has some advantages, it 
would permit discriminations against localities and certain 
classes of industries that we can not escape when we are mak- 
ing a tariff in Congress. It seems impossible to frame a tariff 
pill without perpetrating injustices and discriminations against 
certain sections, interests, and industries. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No one denies that that is true under 
present methods. 

Mr. ELKINS. If a tariff commission would cure those things, 
I should heartily favor it. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana observed a 
while ago that Germany was making rapid strides toward ex- 
tending her trade and commerce all over the world—that is 
true—and that with but a very small coast line, and we are 
not increasing ours as rapidly as we should. I believe that is 
the, case; but Germany is the most highly protected country in 
the workd. It is claimed by many that we want raw materials 
free and our products cheaper, so that we may extend our com- 
merce. Is that the way to extend trade and commerce, by mak- 
ing goods cheaper, because Germany goes ahead, though she 
is so highly protected that we can not with many things invade 
her market at all? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The first answer to the Senator’s question 
is—— 
Mr. ELKINS. On agricultural products—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will give the Senator some informa- 
tion. The first answer to the Senator is that the way to make 
a protective tariff is to make it absolutely just and to make it 
perfectly intelligible. The second answer is that the Senator 
is completely mistaken when he says that Germany, which is 
the most intelligent protective tariff country in the world, is 
the most highly protective tariff country in the world. That 
is not the case; it does not happen to be the fact. Her general 
tariff is very much below ours. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia is misinformed. That is very much, I will say to the | 
Senator—and then I want to get through—— 

Mr. ELKINS. What is the average of the German tariff? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I can not state offhand what the average 
is; but that brings to my mind another thing. 

Mr. ELKINS. On certain articles Germany is more highly 
protected than we are, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I doubt that; but speaking of the system 
of Germany compared with ours as a whole, it is tremendously 
below ours. That is a matter of fact. 

That brings me to another point. I do not want to have a 
debate, because I am making a little statement here, and I want 
to get through. The point is this: The Senator asked me—I 
have given some little study to this—what the percentage was. 
I could not answer at the moment, but the German tariff com- 
mission can answer offhand what any of their rates are, and 
answer offhand what any of our rates are, or the rates of any 
other country with which she deals. That is not true as to a 
single member of either committee of either House of Congress 
that deals with this question, There is no criticism of them 
because they could not do it—I will show that in a moment— 
but it merely demonstrates how archaic, how curiously behind 
the times our methods have become. It is one of the strangest 
things in the world that whereas we make progress in every- 
thing else as to the necessities or the interests of life, yet the 
inertia of the human mind resists the simplest and most neces- 
Sary improvements in government which are demanded by the 
changing conditions and relations of the world. 

a Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator allow just one further ques- 
ion? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly; I want to be courteous, but I | 
did not expect to speak this long. 








Mr. ELKINS. The German tariff in the aggregate is perhaps 


a little lower than ours, but Germany admits all agricultural 
products free, because she must have them. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is not the case at all. Pardon me. 
I do not want to get into a debate, but I must stop the Senator 
right there because he has made a most extraordinary mistake 
in that statement. The one defect, perhaps, in the German 
tariff is due to this—I see the Senator is not familiar with the 
fiscal situation in Germany—— 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator from Indiana never lets me finish 
anything I want to ask him. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Because you get wrong. What the Sen- 
ator stated is not the case. The agrarian party in Germany 





has grown so strong, and is to-day so strong, that they were 
dominantly influential in having protective duties put upon their 
agricultural products, and that is the only defect 

Mr. ELKINS rose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator 
through. I want to conclude. 

Mr. ELKINS. If you take the things Germany does not pre- 
duce, such as agricultural products, meat, wheat, corn, and so 
forth, when she puts them at the lowest rates or puts them on 
the free list that reduces the average. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But she does not——- 

Mr. ELKINS. But, outside of those things, Germany is the 
highest protected country in the world. I have no objection 
to that, but I want to know how the Senator from Indiana can 
reconcile the increase in her commerce when she is the most 
highly protected on things she sells abroad when they come 
into Germany, and how can we extend our trade by making 
things cheaper here if Germany extends her trade by making 
them higher? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from West Virginia has 
asked that question three or four times. The answer to it is, 
first, that his premises are utterly incorrect. The Senator is 
misinformed. Germany's tariff is not nearly so high as ours. 
There is not a statement he has made concerning the German 
tariff that is accurate. I do not blame the Senator for that. 
It is just exactly such lamentable misinformation concerning the 
tariff situations of the world, as well as our own, that I want 
to correct. That is one of the things that is changing this 
whole method. 

The Senator is incorrect about it. There are four things 
which, more than anything else, contribute to German indus- 
trial progress. The first is a tariff. That is the most important 
in any country’s trade. The second is her banking system; 
the third is her technical schools; the fourth is her methods of 
manufacture and of doing business, which she applies, as we do 
not, to her governmental functions. 

That is such a large subject that we might take three or four 
days of debate on Germany alone. I want to get on, but here 
is Japan. Japan has a tariff commission, and she has been 
bounding in her domestic trade and foreign trade perhaps 
faster than any other country but Germany. 

I have given Germany’s method of making her tariff. 





will let me get 


A few 


| years ago, as everybody knows, the great movement in England 


began for the abandonment of what Balfour, in a wonderful 
series of stump speeches—the best I ever read on fiscal re- 
form—described as “the moth-eaten and out-worn system of 
tariff for revenue only.” That system has been abandoned by 
every nation in this world, excepting only England, Turkey, 
Persia, China, Abyssinia, and some other countries like the 
latter. 

Balfour and Chamberlain are leading that movement. They 
gave exhaustively and learnedly the reasons for it. Balfour 
and Chamberlain proposed that Great Britain should have a 
modern protective system, including the maximum and minimum 
system. I would say to the Senator from West Virginia, what 
I have said several times during this debate, that protection 
ought to be intelligent protection and just protection. The 
Senator seems to think when we have a rate 200 per cent too 
high, if some person wants to reduce it to within 50 per cent of 
what is right, that he is not a protectionist. 

Mr. President, that great movement in England is rapidly 
speeding toward a victorious conclusion. Indeed, that move- 
ment has made more rapid progress than any similar movye- 
ment in any modern country, much more rapid than the corn- 
law movement, which established what Balfour and Chamber- 
lain and other first of British intellects now declare to be 
“the moth-eaten and out-worn system of tariff for revenue 
only.” It is probable that within the next two or three elec- 
tions they will succeed. The business interests of Great Britain 
are overwhelmingly behind it. 

They foresaw that if they were to win Parliament and should 
want to enact such a law they would be absolutely unable to 
do so without having all the facts prepared in advance. They 
thought that it would be impossible to enact an intelligent 
tariff law under our system of not having any information at 
all, except such as is hastily gathered. So the business men 
of Great Britain, out of their own pockets, are paying for one 
of the ablest and most carefully selected tariff commissions on 
earth. That commission has been at work for about three 
years. It is headed by one of the greatest economists of the 
English-speaking world. It has a corps of experts, and their 
work is being done thoroughly, so that when the party is 
victorious they will have a bill based on the facts. 

Mr. President, what are our methods? Our methods, whether 
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we enact a tariff for revenue only or a protective tariff, are 
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equally lamentable for the same reason. A board of experts 
is just as necessary for the enactment of an intelligent tariff 
for revenue only as it is for the enactment of a protective tariff. 
The reasons will occur to any persons who are familiar with 
what a purely revenue-tariff rate should be. 

How do we frame our tariffs? We have no tariff revision 
here, Mr. President, until the demands of the people. become so 
great that the people force a revision at an election. Aftér that 
has been determined upon, the thing is sped forward with all 
possible haste. The word is “hurry, hurry, hurry;” the word 
is “business waits;” the word is “let us get through;” and 
so our committees of Congress meet, and they have what are 
called “ hearings.” At these so-called “hearings” representa- 
tives of interests who want protection or who want reduction of 
duties appear, quite properly, and give testimony. Necessarily 
every one of those representatives is better informed than any 
member of the committee who is working upon this subject only 
once in ten years. So there is a mass of information and a mass 
of misinformation. In the present case more has been collected 
than ever before in our history; and yet all of us have had 
experience with those red volumes under our desks, and it is 
impossible to tell sometimes whether a statement is true or 
whether it is not. It is almost impossible to find out where the 
information is. In no case is it complete. 

So that this general, undigested, vague, uncertain mass of 
information is hurriedly and loosely gathered by these commit- 
tees. They can not do the work; they have not time to do the 
work; they are not especially equipped to do the work. I shall 
ask the privilege of inserting in my remarks the names of the 
members of the Finance Committee of the Senate and a list of 
the other committees of which they are members. 

In framing a tariff bill we are supposed to take into consider- 
ation every item in the tariff bill and every industry in this 
country in relation with every other industry in this country 
and in relation with the foreign trade of the world, the tariffs 
of other nations, and many other elements that I will not take 
the time to name. That is the theory; that is what those com- 
mittees are supposed to do; and yet, if they did this work and 
devoted themselves exclusively to this work, they could not do 
the work that they are doing on the other committees of this 
body and of the other House. 

When I insert in my remarks, and the Senate comes to read, 
the important committees on which the members of the Finance 
Committee—all of them able men—are serving, and when we 
reflect that every one of them is a very industrious man, we will 
see that it would be a physical impossibility and a mental ab- 
surdity to suppose that they could do this work, even if they 
spent all their time at it. So we must have a commission, 
merely because necessity has driven us to it. I ask permission 
to insert in the Recorp the list to which I have referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jounson of North Dakota 
in the chair). In the absence of objection, permission is 
granted. 

COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS OF FINANCE COMMITTEB. 

ALprIcH: Finance (chairman), Interstate Commerce, Rules. 

Burrows: Privileges and Elections (chairman), Expenditures in the 
Interior Department, Finance, Naval Affairs, Philippines, Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

PENROSE: Post-Offices and Post-Roads (chairman), Commerce, Edu- 
cation and Labor, Finance, Immigration, Naval Affairs. 

HaLe: Appropriations (chairman), Naval Affairs, Census. 

CULLOM: Focsien Relations (chairman), Additional Accommodations 
for the Library of Congress, Finance, Coast and Insular Survey, Ex- 
penditures in the War Department, Interstate Commerce. 

Lopce: Philippines (chairman), Civil Service and Retrenchment, Fi- 
nance, Engrossed Bills. 

McCuMBer: Pensions (chairman), Census, Expenditures in the Inte- 
rior Department, Indian Affairs, Finance, Interoceanic Canals. 

Smoot: Printing (chairman), Claims, Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game, Finance, Pensions, Public Health and National 
Quarantine, Public Lands. 

Furnt: Interoceanic Canals (chairman), Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, Education and Labor, Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands, Finance, Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, 
Public Lands. 

DANIEL: Private Land Claims (chairman), Appropriations, Finance, 
Education and Labor, Industrial Expositions, Library, Transportation 
Routes to the Seaboard. 

Money: Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress 
(chairman), Finance, Agriculture and Forestry, Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, Expenditures in the War Depart- 
ment, Foreign Relations. 

TALIAFERRO: Corporations Organized in the District of Columbia 
(chairman), Census, Coast Defenses, Finance, Cuban Relations, Inter- 
oceanic Canals, Military Affairs, Pacific Railroads, Pensions, Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

SimMoNS: Coast Defenses, Commerce, Cuban Relations, Examine 
the Several Branches of the Civil Service, Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, Finance, Interoceanic Canals. 

BatLEY: Revolutionary Claims (chairman), Census, Expenditures in 
ihe Department of Justice, Finance, Fisheries, Irrigation and Recla- 
mation of Arid Lands, Privileges and Blections, Rules. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, Mr. President, another curious 
thing. We have seen, driven to it by necessity, that we could not 
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get along without commissions in other things. A little afte; 
I had introduced the tariff commission bill, I arose and aske| 
the Senator from Rhode Island, as chairman of the Fina). 
Committee, whether he would consent to the appointment of , 
monetary commission. He immediately answered that he wou). 
and expected that to be done. That was not resisted by any. 
body on the floor, even with a single word, excepting the learn 
and venerable Senator from Colorado, Mr. Teller, who said jo 
was rather opposed to commissions of any kind. Yet that }j\| 
passed and a comprehensive monetary commission has bee) 
established. The whole business world and all the people v- 
claimed it with applause. They saw that it was the sensil)}o 
thing to do. We have a chaos of financial laws, a series of 
absurd compromises. The truth is that we are without a finay- 
cial system—a modern scientific system. So the Americ: 
people, upon the grave and important subject of their money, 
saw, if we are to become modern, if our financial system is {. 
be adequate to our needs, that it must be carefully studied by 
commission of men especially qualified and appointed for that 
purpose. 

Yet, Mr. President, the tariff, because of its infinite details. 
is not only more intricate, but almost as important as our finan- 
cial affairs. If, then, it is necessary to have a monetary com- 
mission, how much more—I will make my statement moderate 
and say how equally—necessary is it that we shall have a tariff 
commission. 

Some few years ago the gravity of the question of immigra< 
tion and its quality became very great. It presented not only 
such an industrial, but such a sociological, problem that Con 
gress found it absolutely necessary, and the people demanded, 
that accurate information should be gathered upon which our 
immigration laws could be based. That perhaps in its humani- 
tarian aspect and in the future of our Nation is more important 
than either of these other questions, because that deals with our 
blood and our future men and women, and this deals only with 
our business and with our money. So, in answer to that de- 
mand, Congress established, without a dissenting voice, the 
Immigration Commission, 

I know a little bit about its work, but not much. We all 
know the head of that commission, the distinguished and be- 
loved senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. DimirncHam]. We 
listened at the last session to his admirable presentation of the 
report of that commission. Its work is excellent, as I am sure 
the work of the Monetary Commission is going to be. Nobody 
objected to that, even in Congress; and yet when a tariff com- 
mission to handle a more difficult problem than immigration, a 
tariff commission to handle equally as difficult problems as our 
fiscal system and much more intricate, was proposed—and pro- 
posed because it was demanded by the business world of this 
Republic, by more producing interests in formal resolutions 
than ever backed any law—we, curiously enough, had op) si- 
tion. But the happenings of this session and the earnest (e- 
sire of every Senator to get the facts, the difficulty of doing so. 
and the confusion of even the most studious, have proven that it 
is now, as we knew it was before, but were not willing to ad 
mit, absolutely a necessity. It is for this reason, Mr. [’resi- 
dent, that the assurances of the Senator from Rhode Island 
yesterday as to what could be done under this provision «ud 
what the President intended to do, which could even be more 
broadly confirmed if necessary, were so pleasing to myself «1d, 
I think, to every friend of a tariff commission here. 

Let me give still another illustration. I was in the Senate 
when the Department of Commerce and Labor was proposed. 
I very well remember that one of the ablest men in this Sen- 
ate, one of the most venerable and one of the most respecte, 
said in conversation that such a new department of the G»\- 
ernment as that was nothing short of revolution, Yet the oc 
mands of the people and the necessities of the business of tle 
country compelled us to create it; and nobody regrets it now. 
It is an indispensable arm of our Government. 

In that department there is a Bureau of Corporations. I «1 
aware that many people, who have reason to be, are irritated 
at its work. It has made the most searching investigatio's. 
Senators will recall the revelations that it afforded to tle 
Nation concerning some unbelievable misdeeds of great busi- 
ness enterprises, which we had formerly supposed were |! 
model corporations of the world. There is no necessity for 1) 
pointing them out; I do not want to take the time to do tht. 
Does anybody suppose that the American people would ever 
consent now to the abolition of the Bureau of Corporations |) 
the Department of Commerce and Labor? And yet what it i's 
to study is simple compared with the study of the tariff qu:> 
tion. The same is true of the Bureau of Labor. 

Again, Mr. President, there is the Interstate Commerce (:!! 
mission. I remember reading when I was a younger map thin 
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the debates, so far as I could get them, germans 
went through about the same process of development and it 
has about the same history in its inception that the proposition 


‘ now 
The establishment of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 


for a tariff commission has had. The Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. Cuttom] was the father of that great measure. That 
one act, which perhaps is one of the five most important statutes 
passed by the American Congress, is enough to distinguish his 
name in the annals of our lawgivers forever. I at that time 
lived in the State of Illinois and was very proud of him—my 
pride in him then equaled my affection for him now. 

By various decisions of the courts its powers were limited. 
But finally, by additional legislation, it has now grown to be 
the great and increasingly useful body that it is. I should 
like to see any man, I should like to see any party propose the 
abolition of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and yet it 
started out chiefly asa bureau for the gathering of facts; or, 
at least after, I believe, the first decision, that was about all it 
amounted to down to recent days. 

My recollection, which is not precise nor definite, is that by 
reason of certain decisions it ceased to be useful, as it is now 
useful by reason of additional legislation, and its function was 
confined to gathering information. Yet to this day one of its 
most useful functions is to collect information and lay that in- 
formation before Congress in its report. Mr. President, if that 
was necessary, I make again the same analogy, How much more 
necessary is a tariff commission? 

It has been said, Mr. President, that one of the objections to 
this would be that it would disturb business. The answer to 
thut is that the world has had experience in that. German 
business is more intricate than our own, because the nation is 
more condensed and there are many elements that enter into 
business there that make it much more complicated and diffi- 
cult; and yet the work of the German commission, extending 
over six years and with its conclusions published, not only did 
not disturb German business, but German business thrived as 
never before. 

German business was reassured because it knew that the 
German tariff would be founded on facts, not representations. 
The same work now being done in England is not disturbing 
English business in the least. The progress of Great Britain 
toward a protective system, her abandonment of tariff for reve- 
nue only, her preparation for the coming of a protective tariff, 
and all the work of the commission, of which I have spoken, is 
not only not disturbing British business, but it is steadying it. 

Again, in Japan a tariff commission has now been at work for 
five years. It is scheduled to make its report and the Diet is 
scheduled to enact a new Japanese tariff in 1911. There is not 
a ripple on the surface of business. I could go on with several 
other countries, but there are three—one a Teutonic people, one 
an Anglo-Saxon and mixed people, and another an Asiatic peo- 
ple. If I took up for illustration France, I should add a Latin 
people; and if I took up Italy, another Latin people. You can 
not get a broader group of people than that, and yet among 
none of them has an intelligent proposition for tariff legislation 
disturbed business in the least. It is one.of the apprehensions 
that, I have no doubt, honestly exist in the minds of some men, 
but at the same time it is purposely used by other interested 
parties to scare away any reform that ever is proposed in the 
methods of business. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator a question, with his permission. 

Mr. BEVERIDGDB. Very well. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator has referred to a number of 

countries where they have tariff commissions, but those tariff 
commissions fix the tariff. Would the Senator look forward 
a day when a tariff commission in this country might fix 
‘ates? 
Mr. BEVERIDGR. No; it has not been proposed even. That 
is one of the most curious things in this debate. A year and 
eight months ago I introduced the bill providing for a tariff 
commission. The first thing I said was that it was not pro- 
posed by the bill to do one thing that Congress ought to do. 
There the bill was. It provided merely for a commission to 
collect information and report it. The commission was to be 
i sort of secretary to Congress; it was to do the work for us 
that we ourselves can not do and do not have time to do; and 
yet the first objection that I heard was that I was actually 
trying to take away from Congress the power of fixing rates. 
That is perfectly absurd, because it is false, and, with the bill 
itself before us, it had no excuse. So it not only was false, 
but ridiculous. Yet it was repeated time and again by those 
We have been taught to believe without question. 

I cited the formation of the commission of 1882, and I was 
met with the statement that it was perfectly useless; that its 
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work was thrown into the wastebasket. I thought that was 
so remarkable that I looked up the work of that commission. 
That commission did suggest rates to Congress, which is what 
I do not propose at all in the bill I have introduced 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me; and I will satisfy the Sena- 
tor, I think. It also proposed a reclassification, and it also 
proposed new tariff machinery. I was curious to ascertain if 
the work of that commission—and its work was done in a very 
limited time—had been entirely futile, as we were told that it 
was. It did not have much opportunity, but it did a great deal 
of work; it traveled a great deal, and took very much valuable 
testimony. I find, upon comparing the law that we passed in 
1883 with the rates as suggested by the commission—and I 
have laid them before Congress, and they are in the Recorp of 
last year—that Congress actually adopted about 90 per cent of 
their rates unchanged; it adopted their classifications practi- 
cally without an alteration; and, what is more, it adopted their 
administrative machinery. 

That classification, with immaterial changes from time to 
time, has remained to this day. That is the only scientific 
classification that we have ever had. If the Senator will look 
over our tariffs since the civil war down to that tariff, he will 
find that, as a matter of fact, we did not have any classification 
until 1882; it was a jumble, and it could not well otherwise be. 
That classification of 1882 was a pretty good thing at that 
time. 

Nearly a generation has passed since then, and, of course, the 
hurry—the necessary hurry, perhaps—of tariff legislation, the 
alterations in the classification are mighty few, and not made 
with reference to any general scientific arrangement. That was 
the result of a commission in that instance; and if the Senator 
has never studied the German tariff, I would advise him, just 
as one of the most charming pastimes he could have, to get a 
copy of the German tariff and look at its classification—simple, 
plain. There is no human being who deals with Germany who 
is in any doubt at all about what he may do under their 
tariff. Germany wants trade; she is not trying to keep out 
trade; she wants foreign commerce. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator permit me to make a sug- 
gestion, or to ask him a question? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is not true that a single one of those 
commissions fixes rates. I formerly went into that at length. 
But I want to take my seat; I do not want to weary the Senate, 
and I did not expect to speak this long by any manner of 
means. I only expected to make this statement concerning the 
statement of the Senator from Rhode Island on yesterday. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Just one question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator has asked me the question, 
“ Did they not all fix rates?” No; it is not so. The Reichstag 
of Germany fixes the rates. The legislative bodies of every 
country fix the rates. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But they are authorized to recommend, 
and their recommendation is adopted. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; they are authorized to recommend; 
but their recommendation is or is not adopted, as the legislature 
decides. But my bill does not propose to permit the commis- 
sion even to recommend rates. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to ask a question, but I do 
not wish to bother the Senator. Does the Senator contemplate 
that, like the Interstate Commerce Commission, this commission 
would develop into a court with final jurisdiction? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no, Mr. President; I am not going to 
indulge in dreams or other forecasts. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Just a moment, and I will yield to the 
Senator. It is not that at all. According to my notion, I 
should doubt whether that, perhaps, could be done under our 
Constitution. There has got to be one thing done, though, and 
that is, we have got to find out the facts concerning every article 
upon which we make rates; for we make rates, not for a particu- 
lar business only, but we make the rates for the 90,000,000 of 
people who use it. Can the Senator conceive why anybody 
should object to having the most ample facts found out and re- 
ported to Congress? Is the Senator opposed to knowing the 
facts? The Senator from West Virginia |Mr. Exxrins] asked 
me if it was not true that there have been sections of the coun- 
try discriminated against in this bill. I said that probably is 
true, and it would be true of any bill that was made under these 
methods of tariff legislation; but if the facts were gathered, 
that could not be unless we wanted to do a deliberate injustice, 
and no Senator, of course, would think of doing that. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
allow me to ask the Senator from Idaho a question? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 








Indiana 
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Mr. HALE. When the Senator from Idaho referred to what 
this commission should do, to what body did he refer as a 
commission? Does the Senator believe that any commission 
is provided for in the tariff act? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I hope not. 

Mr. HALE. Did the Senator refer to any body or to any 
organization or to any commission as though it had been 
created by the tariff act? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I did not, but I was referring to the com- 
mission proposed, as I understand it, by the measure presented 
by the Senator from Indiana 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Upon which we have not acted. 

Mr. HALE. And only to that. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I so understood it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am delighted that the Senator from 
Maine sees what the Senator from Idaho does refer to. 

Mr. HALE. When the Senator shall have concluded, I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate to the legislation which is 
provided in the tariff bill, and which in terms as clearly and 
distinctly as language can be framed excludes the idea not only 
of any tariff commission, but of any authority on the part of 
any officer of the Government to deal with the subject of a 
tariff commission, or with the questions which might properly 
come under a tariff commission, with rates of labor abroad, and 
all other subjects-matter which might be comprehended by the 
measure proposed by the Senator from Indiana, but which are 
in terms absolutely excluded by the tariff legislation. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That was my fear—that that was the 
truth. But the Senator from Maine evidently was not here yes- 
terday when the Senator from Rhode Island, the chairman of 
the Finance Committee, in explaining what some thought was 
the emasculation of the provision, but what he thought was not, 
stated what powers he believed remained under a true inter- 
pretation of the language. Ardent advocate as I am of a tariff 
commission, I would not, independently of that and of the opin- 
ions of men whose opinions I respect much more highly than I 
do my own, have gone into the interpretation thus far. It dif- 
fers with that of the Senator from Maine. I remembered the 
statement of the Senator from Maine the other day, and I ealled 
the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to it at the time. 
He said that the Senator from Maine was not correct in his 
opinion. 

I simply introduced the bill, I will say to the Senator from 
Maine, as I said when I had the honor to begin my remarks, 
in the hope that the opinion of the Senator from Rhode Island 
is correct, that these experts would be appeinted and that 
this work would be done, and that the appropriations would be 
forthcoming. If so, the bill which I reintroduced, which was 
rather the modest bill of a year and eight months ago, will not 
be pressed; but if it turns out for any reason this was not the 
correct view of it, then the bill will be pressed, and with that 
notice I was about to take my seat when I was engaged in con- 
troversy. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will pardon anything in the world from 
the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. CLAPP. Does the Senator think the statement of the 
Senator from Maine is any clearer than the language of the bill 
itself? I was glad to hear the Senator make the statement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You mean the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. CLAPP. The Senator from Maine. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh! 

Mr. CLAPP. Although it can not add to the clear and posi- 
tive exclusion from this bill of the subject discussed and con- 
sidered as a part of a tariff commission investigation. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Whatever I may think of the many ex- 
cellent qualities of the language of the Senator from Maine, it 
always has the supreme excellence that it is clear. 

I know that a great majority of the Senate to-day is for a 
tariff commission. I know that a majority of the House are. 
I know there are Senators here who will not agree with me 
about that, but it is true. I further know it is meeting the 
unanimous, persistent, organized demands of the great busi- 
ness bodies of this country. They have taken action upon it. 
They have put themselves upon record. What is more, it is 
the determined will of the American people. 

I wish to say further to the Senator from Maine, for his in- 
formation, that when I introduced this measure a year and 
eight months ago, I was aware it did not have many friends, 
possibly two or three in this body and fewer in the House. At 
the beginning of the session that was the case, and that was the 


reason Why I finally consented, having been honored b 
consulted in the preparation of the provision in the bill, to 80 
limited a thing as that, although, after reviewing its powers 
before these words were taken out, I think it gave the Presi. 
dent broader powers than the bill itself. But the events of 
this session, the difficulty of Senators earnestly searching for 
the truth in finding the sources of it, the almost impossihjp 
labors to be performed to make any sort of a balance as tp 
what was right and what was wrong, have converted Sop. 
ators on this floor. 

I have one with my vision who at the beginning of this soc. 
sion met me in a friendly way and reproved me very severely 
indeed for entertaining what all the business men of this coy). 
try, the great majority of them, considered a necessity. ‘That 
Senator thought that the commission idea was preposteroys. 
He thinks differently now—he now is as earnestly for it as | 
am. I remember his language, which was somewhat pictur. 
esque as well as rather warm, although in a friendly way 
which I appreciated, and yet that very man—and I have severg| 
others whom I see around me—became convinced by the exivey- 
cies of this session that a tariff commission is absolutely 
essential. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. CUMMINS addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ip- 
diana yield, and to whom? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In a moment. It was absolutely essep- 
tial for the doing of our work. There is a member of the 
Senator’s own committee, the Committee on Finance, that 


y being 


very able, that very industrious man, the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. McCumBer], who in his remarkable speech upon 
the lumber schedule stated that we would hereafter have to 
That came from the Senator’s own com- 


have a commission. 
mittee. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield, and to whom? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course I yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To whom? 

Mr. HALE. It is almost impossible—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Inidi- 
ana yield to the Senator from Maine or to the Senator from 
Iowa? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield to the Senator from Maine and 
then to the Senator from Iowa. They have been upon their 
feet. I have been rather discourteous in keeping them up. 

Mr. HALE. I know the Senator did not want to be dis 
courteous. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. 

Mr. HALE. But it is impossible to stay the torrent of tle 
Senator’s eloquence to interject a question, which is rather the 
habit and practice of senatorial debate. 

What I wanted, at the time when the Senator was declaring 
the conversion of the Senate to the idea of a tariff commission 
and alleging the steady march made in the House in that direc- 
tion, was to say to him that in conference, wherein the House 
was represented by old and distinguished Members of that body, 
the conferees on the part of the Senate met most deliberate and 
obdurate objection to any form of a tariff commission or ‘1 re- 
vival of the subject in any form or in any way that would tend 
to keep the matter open. The attitude of the House and the 


| attitude adopted by the conference, which is embodied in tie 


provisions of the bill, absolutely exclude not only the idea of a 
tariff commission, but of any authority to be given to the Ir si- 
dent in any way to open the subject by investigation himse't. 
The language can not be plainer than that. 

I wanted to say to the Senate and to the Senator that whet 
he is declaring that not only the Senute but the House has bee 
converted to the idea of a tariff commission, the conference 
found, setting aside the attitude of Senators, that the [lous 
was obdurate in everything against that, in every form. 

After the Senator is through I shall have something to say 
regard to it. ee 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. With reference to the Senators |'e! 
pretation of this provision, of course the Senator from Rhy le 
Island should be here, because the debate should be wit! | 
upon that point. Whether.or not the conferees upon this > 1b- 
ject represented what I feel is the majority, certainly the crow 
ing opinion of both the Senate and the House is anothe: sub- 
ject which I suppose it is proper for me to comment Uj". I 
was speaking from my own knowledge of the attitude of 
Senators on both sides of the Chamber, and I ‘speak furtiie! 
from the expressions, publicly made, of Senators who wm 
most determined against this proposition at the beginning 
the session, and I think it is very creditable to them (ii! © 
should be so. I know of no reason why the Senate and ‘h¢ 











1909. 


House should not respond to this business necessity when it 
is demanded by the intelligent conclusion, after long discussion, 
of the great producing interests of this country. 

Let me say that one of the greatest of these is the National 
Stock Raisers’ Association. They have been so insistent upon it 
that they have kept one or two very distinguished men, one of 
syhom was our respected former colleague from Kansas, Sena- 
tor Harris, on the stump for a year and more past. Great 
associations of business men in the Senator’s own State and in 
every other State have favored it. The Senator will remember 
that last year there were presented great numbers of resolu- 
tions in favor of it, and it would be no discredit to the Senate 
and the House if they should respond to that advancing thought 
of the people. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I observe that my friend the Senator from 
Rhode Island is not here, and I rise to defend him somewhat 
and to keep this as straight as possible. The Senator from 
Indiana, in his usual pleasant and agreeable way, may create 
the impression that the Senator from Rhode Island really 
thought there was something in this bill that would enable the 
body of men to be employed by the President to make an exam- 
ination, such as is in substance provided for in the bill of 

Mr. BEVERIDGD. I read the Senator’s words. I did not 
comment on them. 

Mr. CUMMINS. It matters not. I want to emphasize, how- 
ever, the scene of yesterday. We might just as well under- 
stand, as it seems to me, that this bill annihilates every sugges- 
tion of a tariff commission. It was intended to annihilate it. 

Mr. HALD. It certainly does. 

Mr. CUMMINS. It surely does. I do not believe in honeyed 
words. I believe in looking things squarely in the face. 

You will remember that while the Senator from Rhode Island 
upon being interrogated yesterday attempted to avoid unduly 
ruffling the feelings of those who were in favor of some form 
of tariff commission, and seemed in the first instance to pledge 
his efforts in the future to an appropriation of money or such 
use of the money then being appropriated as would carry for- 
ward this work, I asked him specifically what he meant by the 
use of this money to carry out the policy that was then being 
discussed. I asked him what the policy was, and he answered 
with the utmost frankness that it was the policy of this bill, 
the tariff bill about to be enacted. 

I knew the Senator from Indiana would be glad to ally the 
distinguished Senator from Rhode Island upon his side, but 
I do not want the people of this country to understand that 
the Senator from Rhode Island has any sympathy whatsoever 
with a tariff commission or with the work which is proposed 
in the bill now offered. by the Senator from Indiana. The 
Senator from Rhode Island may be right; the Senator from 
Indiana may be wrong. I am with the Senator from Indiana. 

I believe profoundly in this advance, in this reform, in the 
creation of a tariff commission ; but let us not beguile ourselves 
with this vague idea that the men who composed the present 
tariff law kaye any sympathy with a tariff commission. It is 
a fight yet be made, and we are just now entering upon it. 
It will be one of the great struggles of the future, and we will 
have to convert such men as the Senator from Maine and the 
Senator from Rhode Island. We will have to do a very large 
proeely tine business before we get them into our camp, I be- 

ieve, 

I have profound faith in the argument for a tariff commis- 
sion, and I have yet some lingering expectation that these dis- 
tinguished gentlemen will be found under this banner some time 
in the future. But let us know that they are not there now, 
and that this bill, upon which we are about to vote, is the death 
knell es tariff commission, unless the policy contained in it be 
reversed, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I regret to say that the Senator from 
Iowa probably is right. Certainly the Senator from Maine 
almost makes it clear that he is not. [Laughter.] 

I can think that perhaps the gentlemen who represented the 
House in the conference might almost be persuaded to possibly 
cast their votes against it—Mr. Dauzett and Mr. Payne. So I 
can think the Senator possibly is right. When I rose I said 
it was not my intention to push that bill, if the interpretation of 
the Senator from Rhode Island put on this language, upon which 
I did not comment, except to say that it was very reassuring, 
was carried out. But if he is not right in his interpretation, if 
he is not right as to the President's powers under it, if Congress 
should refuse to give the appropriation necessary, if it should be 
found in practical experience that this was not to be and could 
not be done under this language, if, in short, it should be ascer- 
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tained that the views of the Senator from Maine are right, then 
the bill will be pressed. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Iowa that the fight 
is still to be made. I think much of the fight has been made. 
I think that is demonstrated by the almost universal attitude 
of the American press upon this subject, by the opinion of 
every trade journal upon it (excepting that of the American 
Protective Tariff League), by the resolutions put on record from 
the great producing interests of this country—stock raising, 
agricultural, manufacturing—upon this subject; by the resolu- 
tions presented from boards of trade, praying in the name of 
their business for this necessary business legislation. 

Much of the fight has been waged already. But if it should 
turn out that nothing can be done under this law, such as the 
Senator from Rhode Island yesterday said could and would be 
done under it, then if anybody is of the opinion that the fight 
is going to stop for a moment, let him now be undeceived. 

I have said that I did not intend to press this bill unless the 
Senator from Rhode Island should prove to be incorrect, and if 
he is incorrect, either in his interpretation or as to the event 
itself, those who have been making the fight thus far, of whom 
one of the most distinguished is the Senator from Iowa, will 
know how fearlessly to carry it to a victorious conclusion. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not want the Senator from Indiana to 
misunderstand me. I believe the fight has been largely made 
for the people of the United States, and I believe that a very 
great proportion of them want a tariff commission. When I 
said the fight was but just begun, I meant the fight in the Sen- 
ate of the United States, where, unfortunately, the idea which 
is so popular among the people of the United States has not been 
so well received. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. To show the junior Senator from Iowa 
and to demonstrate to the Senator from Maine by concrete fig- 
ures that the situation in the Senate is not nearly so bad from 
my point of view or so good from the point of view of the Sen- 
ator from Maine, I will say that when the senior Senator from 
Iowa a few weeks ago offered the bill which was offered some 
years ago by the Senator from Rhode Island it was defeated 
by only two votes in the Senate, although all the efforts of 
what is known as “the organization” were brought to bear to 
defeat it, and although, as I am informed, it was defeated 
finally only by the statement of the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land that it was understood that I did not propose to amend 
the provision of the Senate bill any further. Even then it wus 
defeated by only two votes. I know three Senators, and one 
I am looking at now, who said to me that they voted against 
that merely on that account. If in the midst of the heat of a 
tariff discussion, with the powerful, able, and determined men 
in what is known as “ control of the organization” against this 
proposition, throwing all their weight against it, a tariff-com- 
mission bill more far-reaching than mine came within two 
votes of carrying, and certainly would have carried under other 
circumstances, according to the testimony of three Senators to 
me in person, I should say the outlook was pretty good, espe- 
cially in view of the fact that when it was introduced a year 
and eight months ago I do not suppose it could have mustered 
three votes in the whole Senate. That is pretty good progress. 
Does not the Senator from Iowa think so? I think so. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to get through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield. I had no idea when 
that I should be on my feet ten minutes. 
what I would do. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I have been in the Chamber for only a 
few minutes, but I assume that the tariff-commission plan has 
been under discussion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
cuss it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And the Senator from Maine has given 
his interpretation of the minimum and maximum clause under 
which the Senator from Rhode Island declared yesterday it was 
within the power of the President, through his appointees, to 
ascertain the cost of production at home and abroad of the arti- 
cles covered by the tariff act. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Maine did most cer- 
tainly, in very clear and precise and unmistakable languege, 
give his interpretation. 





I began 
I only wanted to state 


I have made a feeble attempt to dis- 
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Mr. NEWLANDS. I understand the Senator from Maine dif- 
fered in his construction with the Senator from Khode Island, 
and that he emphatically stated that the purpose of the con- 
ferees in eliminating the language inserted by the Senate in this 
provision was to deprive the President of that power. Am I 
correct in that statement? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You are correct in that statement. I do 
not presume to say nor do I think it is proper for me to say 
what the Senator from Maine did say; but what he said was 
very clear and unmistakable. 

Mr. HALE. If at some remote period of time I shall gain 
the floor I will attempt to show what is the force of the present 
provision in the tariff bill on this subject. I have not gone into 
that at length, but when the Senator shall have concluded and 
other Senators shall have coneluded, I certainly will state my 
position on that matter. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say, with reference to the remote 
period of time, that I shall hope it will not be remote, but very 
early, and I will say to the Senator, in apology for detaining 
the Senate as well as himself, that he knows himself, as long as 
he has been here, that I have been kept upon my feet largely 
by the engaging and welcome interruptions of other Senators. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. In that connection I trust the Senator 
from Maine will explain how it was that the conferees on the 
part of the Senate so easily yielded to the conferees of the 
House against what was the expressed will of the Senate as 
shown repeatedly in the debate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I have concluded. I did 
not know that this statement—which at the outset must have 
appeared to everybody to be intended to be exceedingly brief 
and an expression of an intention as to what would be done in 
the future in case certain interpretations put upon this lan- 
guage by the Senator from Rhode Island yesterday should not 
be correct, or in practical operation should not be correct—would 
be so protracted. But it has been prolonged as other state- 
ments here frequently are. I might conclude with this remark. 
I think I mentioned it once before—not more than once, which 
I think is doing pretty well: While we are perhaps the most 
progressive people in the world in our industrial methods, in 
the improvements we make, in the inventions we devise, in 
the daring of our scientists and business men into undiscovered 
ground, in the simplification of the methods of business, the 
efficiency of machinery, and all of our intellectual activities of 
every kind, it is one of the most peculiar facts in the history 
of the world that we are backward in improving our methods 
of government. 

I do not mean in changing our fundamental law. I mean in 
the adoption of such a necessary instrument of legislation as 
this. If we have a monetary commission, an Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, an Immigration Commission, there are more 
reasons for a body of experts in this line, whose sole business it 
shall be to find out the facts which Congress itself can not find 
out satisfactorily in the time given them; and it has seemed to 
me incomprehensible that there should be any resistance to that 
idea. Only the inertia of custom is a sufficient explanation. 
There are others that might be given, but I never indulge in 
those. I do not think the present methods are adequate. 

I am sorry the Senator from Maine, since he is going to ex- 
press his views upon this subject, could not have found it pos- 
sible to have been here and heard the few reasons I have ad- 
vanced for this legislation. They are not hard to understand. 
They take in the history of our legislation on the -tariff in the 
past, the history of this movement in every other country in the 
world, what has been the result of it in every other nation in the 
world, the absolute necessity for it as a just and indispensable 
piece of fiscal legislation. 

Mr. President, it appears to me, in conclusion—and I apolo- 
gize to the Senate for taking so much time; I never thought I 
was going to take so much when I rose—that we, the youngest 
of the nations, should also be in our legislation the most ad- 
vanced of nations. We lead the world in inventions. We lead 
the world in all improvements of every kind excepting matters 
of government. 

Why should we stubbornly refuse, or, to use the word of the 
Senator from Maine, “ obdurately”’ refuse—a word which he 
applied to the action of the House conferees—to adopt this 
method which has been found essential in the preparation of 
tariff legislation in all other modern nations, and which this 
session has demonstrated is necessary for intelligent and just 
tariff legislation here? Why should any man of any party ob- 
ject to having all the facts upon which any legislation must 
be based? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, for the last two or three days I 
have been engrossed in the consideration of the very important 
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urgent deficiency appropriation bill; I have been engaged jp 
conference upon that bill, which has a great many provisions 
of marked and general importance. This has kept me from the 
Senate Chamber. I drifted in here a little while ago and foung 
the discussion proceeding upon the proposition of the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Brverince) for a regularly organized tariff 
commission. 

Mr. President, I look upon all discussion at this stage as 
academic, and while interesting not profitable. The merit or 
the demerit of the tariff bill, which I assume will soon become 
law, no man can forecast in its effect on the public. Whether 
it will be accepted, whether prosperity will follow in its wake, 
and business will revive and labor be employed, and instead 
of men going about the streets unoccupied and clamorous they 
will be engaged in the different and diversified businesses of 
the country no man can tell. I can not tell. The Senator fro 
Texas [Mr. Battery], who faces me, and whose mind is con- 
stantly brought in attention to this matter, can not tell. The 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Brverimcr], with all his power of 
forecasting and with his estimate of the tremendous progress 
that his ideas have made in the last six months, can not tell 
about the future. 

But one thing is certain, Mr. President, and that is that when 
this bill passes and is put to the test of public sentiment, and 
shall work out its own-way, to its own credit or its own ruin, 
the American people for ten years, notwithstanding the declara- 
tion of the Senator from Indiana that everybody is for a tariff 
commission, will look with marked impatience and will frown 
at any project or any plan or any tribunal that will disturb 
business conditions. 

That is the foundation of the objection and the opposition 
that has been made and is being made and will be made to any 
tribunal that shall, when this matter is settled by the bil). in 
any form, by any authority, seek to open all the questions that 
the tariff settles. That is the foundation of the objection and 
the opposition that is made to the revival of a tariff commission. 

The bill must take its course. The bill must take its piace 
with the American people, for good or for ill. I believe that it 
will be followed by a revival of business, by an acceptation by 
the American people of its provisions, and that the murmuring 
and the discontent and the prophesyings of evil will die away 
in the course of the next year. 

But I have lived long enough, Mr. President, to know that I 
may be wholly wrong. It may be just the reverse. If it is. it 
is not any tariff commission that will settle this question in the 
future. It will be Congress that will settle it; it will be the 
House primarily and the Senate secondarily; and no tariff com- 
mission will add one ounce of weight to the deliberations of the 
two bodies which must at last settle all these questions. 

That is the foundation; that is at the bottom of the legisia- 
tion which is incorporated in the tariff bill. Language can not 
be plainer. As it went to conference this was the language 


To secure information to assist the President in the discharge of the 
duties imposed upon him by this section, and information which s)all 
be useful to Congress in tariff legislation— 


Mark— 
and to the officers of the Government in the administration of the 
customs laws, the President is hereby authorized to employ such persons 
as 7 be required to make thorough investigations and examinations 


into the production, commerce, a trade of the United States and 
foreign countries, and all conditions affecting the same. 


Even with that language I entered my protest that it did not 
cover the scheme of a tariff commission, and that if it did, with 
the unsettling result of any tariff commission, the consi:ut 
agitation, the constant keeping of the subject open before the 
American people, I would not vote for it. 

But in conference that provision was revolutionized, and 
everything in it that contemplated either a tariff commission ot 
the keeping open of the subject-matter was deliberately, by the 
conference, stripped from its provisions and excluded. 

To secure information to assist the President tm the discharge of the 


duties imposed upon him this section, and information which wi!! be 
useful to Congress in tariff legislation—— 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thank the Senator. When I began my 
remarks I called attention to the language that was stricken 
out and to the language of the chairman of the Finance (o- 
mittee, which perhaps the Senator has not read, as to what 
is meant by the language that was left. It is very brief, and 
if it does not interrupt the Senator, it might perhaps help |\\m 
to understand what I was talking about if I were to read wiiat 
the Senator from Rhode Island said. If it is agreeable, I wi!! 
read it. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGER. Thank you. It was in answer to a ques- 
tion by the Senator from Nevada: 

Mr. Atpricu. The inclusion of the words was a compromise between 
the two Houses. I will say to the Senator from Nevada, of course 
with due deference to his judgment to the contrary, that the provision 
contained in the bill itself is even broader than it was in the Senate, 
in my j t. It allows the President to employ whoever he pleases 
without limit and to assign such duties to them as he sees fit within 
the limitation of the maximum and minimum provisions and to assist 
the customs officers in the discharge of their duties. Now, these two 
purposes, especially the latter, cover every conceivable question that is 
covered by tariff legislation. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask the Senator whether the provisien as it 
comes from the conferees and is contained in the conference report 
will warrant the President in appointing men who will inguire into and 
ascertain the difference im the cost of production at home and abroad 
of the articles covered by the tariff. 

Mr. ALpric#. Unquestionably it will, for the reason that under the 
law, as it will pass in a few —— I hope, the home valuation as well 
as the foteign valuation of goods is a matter which has to be deter- 
mined by the customs officers, and that involves, of course, all collateral 
questions. I have no doubt myself that the provision as it now stands 
is, as I have already stated, even broader than the provision which 
passed the Senate. 


I thought the Senator would like to have me read that. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am very giad to follow the 
Senator from Rhode Island. None of us in the conduct and the 
management of this bill could have added anything to the dis- 
tinguished ability which that Senator has displayed on this 
floor. I realize that. But I do not, Mr. President, in the 
slightest degree agree with the proposition that this prevision, 
as embodied as the result of the conferees’ deliberation, is either 
a broadening of the original Senate proposition or is in any 
way committing Congress or the legislation embodied in the 
tariff bill to that proposition. It is precisely the reverse. You 
can have nothing that shows more clearly the intent of the pro- 
vision than the striking out of the werds “and information 
which shall be useful to Congress in tariff legislation.” That | 
was not done unadvisedly; it was not done in the dark; it was 
not done with any doubt as to what its purpose was. 

But the Senate conferees found the House conferees a rock | 
against any form not only of tariff commission, but of any 
authority that should be given for any officer of the Government 
to keep this subject open. The intention was to dispose of it 
and settle it by the provision, and not only was that stricken 
out, but the other clause— 

To employ such persons as may be required to make thorough inves- 
tigations and examinations into the production, commerce, and trade of | 
the United States and foreign countries, and all conditions affecting the 
same. 

Were the conferees blind and deaf? They certainly were not 
dumb, because they expressed their views in striking out of the 
provision the authority to be given to the President to go into 
that subject-matter, and they limited the President in terms to | 
this: 

To secure information to assist the President in the discharge of the | 
duties imposed upon him by ‘this section and the officers ef the Govern- | 


ment in the administration of the customs laws, the President is hereby | 
authorized to employ such persons as may be required. 


Language can not give a more restricted scope to the au- 
thority on the part of the President under this provision. 
What is that authority, Mr. President? What is the business 
of the President under the maximum and minimum provision? 
It is not to inquire into the condition of labor in other coun- | 
tries the relative cost of labor there and here. He is limited | 
to an inquiry as to the discrimination that is made by other | 
countries against the United States. He so understands it. I | 
understand that he so understands it. I do not believe and I | 
do not expect and I do not fear that the President would seek 
to amplify this authority. 

Mr. CLAY. With the Senator’s permission, while on that 
subject, as I understand the maximum and minimum feature 
of the bill, on the 8ist day of March 25 per cent additional 
duties will be added to all the items in the bill unless the Presi- 
dent of the United States should issue his proclamation ex- 
empting the nations doing business with us from this increase. | 

I presume the Senator is familiar with the views of the Presi- 
dent, and I presume it will be the President's intention to ex- 
empt all nations from the operation of this 25 per cent addi- 
tional taxation unless those nations actually discriminate against 
our country. 

Mr. HALE. That is true. 

Mr. CLAY. Otherwise the maximum rate would make the | 
bill very much an increase over the existing law. I should | 
think at least that the President intends to exempt all the na- 
tions doing business with us from this taxation unless they dis- 
criminate against us by their tariff laws. 

Mr. HALE. 
range of that proposition. 


It is not whether labor costs more 
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in another country than in this country. 
they have enormous rates of taxation. 
rates of taxation againsteus that they have against other coun- 
tries and there is no discrimination, that is all the President is 
to inguire into. 
account the conditions of labor and the cost of labor, there 
would never be any end—— 


idea. 
ject. No matter how extreme a tariff measure may be, no mat- 
ter what the rate of labor may be, no matter how absurdly high 
the rate of another country is, if it is the same against us as it 
is against all the world, the President has no power over that, 
and has no right to examine into it. 
with that question than the question of the corporation tax or 
the proud march of the waterways commission, which has cap- 
tured the imagination of the Senator from Nevada. 
ply with the question under this provision of discrimination. 
| Does not the Senator from Texas [Mr. Battry], who studies all 
| these subjects, see just as plainly as I do that that is the inten- 
tion? So it has become settled. 


the Senate. 
going on. 

yesterday until the Senator from Indiana called my attention 
to it. 
terpretation the Senator from Rhode Island has given, as just 
read by the Senator from Indiana. 
tend that, Mr. President. 
and it did not mean to use language that would be construed 
other than plain language. 
the House conferees, but all agreed to this proposition. 


not believe that he will. 
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It is not whether 
If they have the same 


If he were to send abroad men to take into 
Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would let me complete my 
The President has nothing whatever to do with that sub- 
He has nothing more to do 
He deals sim- 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 





yield to the Senator from Nevada? 


Mr. HALE. I do not want to take up much of the time of 

I drifted in here and did not know this debate was 
I did not know even what had been said in debate 
I must in that express my absolute dissent from the in- 


The committee did not in- 
The committee used plain language, 


The committee was united, not only 


When this subject came up, Mr. President, as it did in the 


| urgent deficiency bill, I went over this whole question with the 
| President as to his scope of duties. I showed to him that it 
was not intended to keep this subject open, but to confine him 
to the question of discriminations, 
discriminating processes by 


discriminating duties and 
other powers. In framing the 
language of the item of appropriation that gives the President 


the amount of money that he asked it has been confined strictly 
to the language I have recited as a part of the tariff act. 


[ 
I do 
I am in favor of giving him the 


have no fear the President will undertake to exceed that. 


money. 


And, Mr. President, the President has a very hard task. He 


| has burdens between now and the 3ist day of March, 1910, and 


so have his officers under him. The officers of the State Depart- 
ment, the Attorney-General, and other officers have burdens and 
responsibilities and negotiations such as have never been im- 
posed upon any President. The conferees did not mean to 
amplify those so that it would be impossible to execute them. 
Under the terms of this enactment, which are clear and plain, 
the President, between now and the 3ist day of March, in con- 
ducting these negotiations and getting this information, will have 
no undue hours of sleep. The Secretary of State will have little 
opportunity for the leisure that business men and public men 
require in order to maintain their proper health and proper 
power of work. Every one of them will be overworked under 
the provisions that we have put in here. The urgent deficiency 
bill limits the appropriation in that way, and that was adopted 
unanimously by the conferees of the two bodies. 

I did not mean to speak, Mr. President; I had no thought of 
it when I came in here— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator permit me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. HALE. But I could not permit it, Mr. President, to go 
unexplained with nothing said, when it is intimated that we 
are committed and may be committed to a policy on the part of 
the President that will open this whole subject 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Dx nator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. HALE. I yield first to the Senator from Nevada, and 
then I will yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine 
whether it is his purpose in shaping the conference report upon 
this subject to prevent the President from ascertaining in any 
ease the cost of production at home and abread of the articles 





es the § 


The Senator has expressed the whole scope and | covered by the tariff act? 
He has nothing whatever to do with that. 


Mr. HALE. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. With reference to the last answer, that 
is what I understood the Senator from Maine to say the other 
day. The difference between the interpretation of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricu] and the Senator from Maine 
{[Mr. HALE] is very clear and positive. 

Mr. HALE. I had not seen that until the Senator read it; 
but it does not change my attitude. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand that perfectly well. I will 
say to the Senator from Maine that what the Senator from 
Rhode Island understood about this was the view I had taken 
of it myself, and I was very much reassured. 

Mr. HALE. It was the view of all the conferees; and I 
am surprised that any other theory should have been ad- 
vanced. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But it was advanced by the chairman 
of the Finance Committee and of the conference. I will make 
things clear. I was reassured, and pleased, as every friend 
of or believer in this necessary aid to legislation was, when 
the broad interpretation was put upon it yesterday by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. Precisely the question that the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. NewLaNnps] asked the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hate] a moment ago, was asked the Senator from 
Rhode Island yesterday about the ascertaining of the cost of 
production here and abroad, and again I read. The Senator 
from Rhode Island responded : 


Mr. ALpRicn. Unquestionably it will, for the reason that under the 
law, as it will pass in a few days, I hope, the home valuation as well 
as the foreign valuation of goods is a matter which has to be deter- 
mined by the customs officers, and that involves, of course, all collateral 
questions. I have no doubt myself that the provision as it now stands 
is, as 1 have already stated, even broader than the provision which 
passed the Senate. 


I am quite willing to say, however, that so far as I was concerned, 
and so far as the Senate conferees were concerned, we tried our best to 
have the language kept in as it passed this body. 


Mr. President, I had not in any way quoted the President, 
nor had I myself attributed to the President any interpretation 
whatever. I have never done that; I have never felt that I 
was in any position to do so; but on that point I called the 
attention of the Senate and of the Senator from Maine— 
although I would have much preferred to have kept that ques- 
tion out of the discussiou—that it was introduced by the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island himself yesterday on his own motion, in 
the following words, after I had myself asked him whether that 
interpretation that he gave did not differ from that of the 
Senator from Maine, and he said: 

Mr. Atpricnu. I did not happen to be present when the Senator from 
Maine made a statement on the subject, but I am stating my own views, 


which are clearly carried out, in my judgment, by the language used 
in the act. 


Then he further stated, in answer to the 


Nevada, this: 
Mr. Avpricn. I think I can say, without betraying the confidence 


of the President, that the views which I entertain are also the views 
entertained by the President of the United States. 


Senator from 


Mr. President, the views of the Senator from Maine as to 
what this language means I had been inclined to believe to be 
correct; I mean as to the extent of the power under this clause. 
But abler, more experienced, more learned, and more responsi- 
ble men than myself, notably the chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee, interpret it quite otherwise. So I rose this morning and 
reintroduced the tariff-commission bill, stating that if his inter- 
pretation was to prove correct and that interpretation was car- 
ried out, then, of course, the American people would have se- 
cured what they had demanded, a board of experts to find out 
these facts; but that if it did not—as I feared the language 
was not broad enough to enable it to do so—if it did not prove 
that broad, or if the event showed that nothing could be done 
under it, or if Congress should fail in an appropriation for 
it, then the tariff-commission bill will be passed, but otherwise 
it will not. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Maine again—I am 
sorry I did not give him the genesis of my poor and inten- 
tionally brief remarks at the beginning—to this language of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, which, he said, was the opinion 
of every Senate conferee, and then further went on, on his own 
motion, without being questioned regarding it, and said it was 
the opinion of the President himself. 

I have not quoted the President at any time; and I make it a 
practice never to do so, either privately or publicly. It is too 
great a responsibility. I do not criticise others who do so, but 
I do not. The Senator from Maine will admit that this lan- 
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guage of the Senator from Rhode Island was rather reassuri; 
to those of us who believe in this method of legislation. 

Mr. HALE. Altogether too much so, 

Mr. President, bearing upon the agitation upon this subject 
and the action of outside bodies and of associations urging 
tariff commission, I meant to put in the Recorp and have reaq 
by the Secretary the circular which I send to the desk, which 
shows in a way the methods that are behind the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Brvertpcr], not that he has anything to do with 
them, and the agitation and the determination to force a tariff 
commission at one time or another upon us. This is headed: 

Headquarters executive committee of the general committee of one 


hundred for a tariff commission, poses by national convention helq 
Indianapolis, Ind., February 16, 17, 18, 1909. 


1g 


If I mistake not, the Senator from Indiana contributed to the 
interest on that occasion by a few impromptu remarks that he 
submitted. As showing the methods of this organization and 
the view that such associations have of Congress, and of the re- 
sponsibility of Congress, I ask the Secretary to read this cir- 
cular, which they have distributed as a part of their campaign 
ned a tariff commission. I ask Senators to listen to it care- 

ully. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Headquarters executive committee of the general committee of one 
hundred for a tariff commission, appointed by national convention held 
Indianapolis, Ind., February 16, 17, 18, 1909. 

CHICAGO, April 22, 1909. 


To the committee of “one hundred” and delegates to Indianapolis 
convention. 


GENTLEMEN: As you have been erveerty advised, it will require ap- 
= $25,000 to put a tariff-commission law upon the statute 
ooks. 


Mr. HALE. Think of that! 


The Secretary resumed, and concluded the reading of the 
letter, as follows: 


The executive committee have the machinery in operation to secure 
the ends sought, but unfortunately funds are not coming in in volume 
sufficient to pay for this machinery. 

It is absolutely essential that we have money at once, and I would 
therefore urge your personally interesting yourself in the matter and 
secure an appropriation through your organization or otherwise for the 
support of the movement. 

All funds should be sent immediately to Mr. Henry R. Towne, 
treasurer, care of Merchants’ Association of New York, 66-72 Lafayette 
street. 

Advices from Washington are to the effect that the next two weeks 
will decide the question, and we absolutely must push our publicity 
campaign during that time, and our doing so rests entirely in your 
proper answer to this appeal. 


Respectfully, A. L. GoOETZMANN, Secretary. 


H. F. MILes, 
Chairman Executive Committee. 


P. S.—Inclosed find newspaper clipping for insertion in your local 
papers. Keep the papers filled with interviews and editorial stuff, and 
mail marked copies to Washington. 


Mr. GAMBLE obtained the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. GAMBLE. I yield to the Senator from Indiana for a 
moment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, it is unnecessary to say 
that I never saw nor heard of a letter of that kind, and did not 
know that there was such a thing as a committee of one hun- 
dred. But I see nothing whatever improper in that letter. ‘The 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] has referred to it, not in- 
definitely, but by innuendo, as though these most honorable 
business men were using money for an improper purpose. whet 
the letter itself shows that they said they must push their pub- 
licity campaign. Why, Mr. President, are they—— 

Mr. HALE. What does the writer of the letter mean wlien 
he says it will take $25,000 to put this bill through the Senate 
and the House? What does he mean by that? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If he used any such language as that, | 
suppose that what he meant is to be interpreted by the resi of 
the letter. Does the Senator dare impute improper uses? He 
dare not. These are as honorable men as he. It is not for we 
to interpret the letter. 

The Senator, however, refers to what kind of agitation is back 
of this, and I want to refer to it now a moment myself. It 
seems offensive to the Senator from Maine that citizens of 
the United Staies should have the temerity to ask their Cou- 
gress—their servants and not their masters—to pass |:ws 
which they feel are necessary to their prosperity. Their serv- 
ants, not their masters, I repeat, for the Senator from Maine 
seems to think we are their masters and not their seryauts. 
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Has it come to this in the oligarchy of our legislation that 
even the right of petition is to be denied? That is going be- 
yond anything that exists in Europe. 

Let me say to the Senator from Maine that when I first 
presented this bill, a year and eight months ago, a part of the 
agitation for it was supported by the National Grange, with a 
ereat many hundreds of thousands, and, I believe, more than 
a million farmers in this country in its membership; the Na- 
tional Stock Raisers’ Association, the National Manufacturers’ 
Association, and perhaps more than 100 of the other most im- 
portant commercial bodies in this country. Did they not have 
a right to agitate for what they believed to be necessary? Is 
it an offense to Congress or to the Senator from Maine that 
creat bodies of producers should actually have the temerity to 
demand legislation which they conceive to be essential to their 
welfare? I know the Senator from Maine does not think any 
such thing as that. Does he? Let him answer. 

Why, Mr. President, I say without fear of successful contra- 
diction that there has been back of this movement for the last 
few years a larger number of organized bodies of producers 
than ever agitated for any fiscal law in our history. I think 
that is perfectly proper. I think it is their right as citizens 
if they feel that legislation is demanded; I think it is their 
duty as citizens. While we may not agree with their wisdom, 
certainly it is not for us to question their right or their 

notives. 

: I can imagine that bodies of men like those might write let- 
ters containing language that was not very apt, which, in my 
opinion, would be imprudent; but no such reference as that to 
as honorable a man as Mr. Towne can for a moment discredit 
that great body of respectable business men, manufacturers, 
farmers, and stock growers, who have for more than two years 
been praying for this legislation. 

I said a moment ago that perhaps the most active organiza- 
tion which was asking for this was the National Stock Raisers’ 
Association. I happen to be acquainted with some of its offi- 
cers, as other Senators here are. No better body of men live in 
this Republic. They think they are merely exercising their 
right, and I do not believe the Senator from Maine will deny 
them that right. If a Senator arises to speak here for a cause 
in which he believes, it does not derogate from the weight of 
that cause that great bodies of men feel the necessity of this 
legislation so much that they hold conventions, organize, pass 
resolutions, conduct publicity campaigns, and bring every other 
proper influence possible to bear upon Congress, to the enlight- 
enment of our minds and the persuasion of our convictions, It 
is too large a thing to indict thousands and millions of men. 
Edmund Burke said, “ You can not indict a people.” They are 
exercising merely their right. 

I have presented their case here briefly; and I would not 
haye even presented that, because I merely rose a little while 
ago, or a good while ago now, to say something with reference 
to the statement of the Senator from Rhode Island, but inter- 
ruptions from other Senators led me to give the reasons why 
the Senate and House of Representatives should enact this 
essential legislation, and that it is supported by the most 
important bodies of producers in this country should not be 
considered as weighing against it. Let the Senator from 
Maine look elsewhere for improper things; he can find them 
without looking far. It is outrageous to try to besmirch these 
noble men when there are others who deserve besmirching. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, I beg the indulgence of the 
Senate for a few moments while I call its attention as well as 
the attention of the members of the conference committee, to 
certain parts of paragraph 262 and to section 9 of the pending 
bill. I read that part of paragraph 262 to which I specially 
desire to address myself. 

Flaxseed or Hnseed and other oil seeds -~ specially provided for in 


this section, 25 cents per bushel of 56 poun but no draw- 
back shall be allowed upon oil cake made from imported seed. 


I read so much of the paragraph, Mr. President, to disclose, 
as applied to this proposition, the text and the form in which 
the bill came from the House. As applied to flaxseed, there 
was a prohibition as to the drawback as it affected oil cake, the 
product of flaxseed. That was the affirmative action of the 
House. When the bill was reported by the Finance Committee to 
the Senate it proposed as an amendment to strike out the words: 


at no drawback shall be allowed upon oil cake made from imported 


When the item was reached and the matter was before the 
Senate for consideration 1 called the attention of the chairman 
of the Finance Committee to it and proposed to be heard 
thereon. I opposed the amendment offered by the Committee 





on Finance, and was in favor of the paragraph as passed by the 
House. It was suggested, Mr. President, at that time by the 
chairman that the amendment showd be agreed to, and it was 
stated that an additional amendment covering the drawback 
would subsequently be reported from the Committee on Finance. 
It was further suggested, if I were not entirely satisfied with 
the form and effect of the amendment to be offered, we would 
again return to paragraph 262 and it would be open for further 
consideration. With this suggestion I was entirely satisfied. 
Later the Committee on Finance reported the following, and it 
was embodied in the bill as section 9: 

Sec. 9. That the drawback provisions of this act shall not apply to 


wheat, wheat flour, or flaxseed, or to the product or by-products of 
flaxseed. 


I will address myself, Mr. President, to the conference report 
as it affects the drawback in relation to flaxseed. The senior 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumper} will take up the 
matter of wheat and wheat flour in connection with section 9. 

It appears that the House of Representatives affirmatively 
legislated upon this proposition and prohibited a drawback 
upon the products of flaxseed. The Senate committee pro- 
posed, and the Senate passed, a prohibition as to the drawback 
on the products of flaxseed. The two Houses were in agree- 
ment, and the only subject in conference was a slight variance 
in the wording of the two provisions. It was my purpose, 
Mr. President, to ask to be heard; but when the amendment 
was reported from the Finance Committee it seemed imma- 
terial to me as affecting flaxseed whether the original draw- 
back provision of the House was retained, or whether section 9, 
reported by the Committee on Finance and passed by the Senate 
was retained. I preferred the provisions of section 9, for the 
reason it applied also to wheat and wheat flour. In this situation 
the subject-matter went into conference. It comes out of the 
conference, Mr. President, very much to my surprise, where 
there was a concurrence in this legislation, affirmatively enacted 
by both Houses, and only varying slightly in the language used, 
with both of these provisions eliminated. 

To say I was surprised is stating it mildly. It seems to me 
this is asserting a new and an enlarged rule as to the power of a 
conference committee. It occurs to me that when there was con- 
currence upon a specifie proposition by both Houses, as in this 
ease, there was nothing in conference thereon, and it was the 
duty of the conference committee to report one or the other 
of these provisions. 

Mr. President, if this rule is to be applied, it puts flaxseed 
and its products under the general drawback provision. The 
House provision was a reenactment of the Dingley law, a pro- 
vision which has been upon the statute books for more than 
twelve years. To leave the provision in its present form, to my 
mind, is grossly inequitable and ought not to be allowed. I 
appreciate the embarrassment and the practical impossibility 
at this time of recommitting the bill. Were it possible or feas- 
ible to do so, I certainly would favor that course, that this 
manifest error or oversight might be corrected. 

The general provision as to drawback in section 25 of the 
pending bill is as follows: 

That where imported materials on which duties have been paid are 
used in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the 
United States there shall be allowed on the importation of such articles 


a drawback —— in amount to the duties paid on the materials used, 
less 1 rer cent of such duties. 


Perhaps, Mr. President, it may be somewhat academic to dis- 
cuss the question at this time, but I regard it of so much im- 
portance to the northwestern section of our country that I feel 
justified in submitting some observations upon it to the Senate, 
and especially to the Senate conferees. 

Mr. President, by the adoption of the conference report it 
places the products of flaxseed under the general provision of 
the law as it relates to drawback, and gives the importer what, 
to my mind, is an undue advantage, and places in an insecure 
position the producers of flaxseed, which under existing law 
are now protected by a duty of 25 cenfs per bushel. 

The production of flax has been greatly stimulated under the 
present rate of duty. The farmers have largely increased the 
acreage and the production has been wonderfully and rapidly 
developed. 

In the year 1898, succeeding the passage of the Dingley law, 
the production of flax in the United States aggregated 12,500,000 
bushels, with an average export price per bushel of 89.9 cents, 
with a total valuation of $11,237,500. For the year 1908, as 
shown by the statistics of the Government, the production of 
flax aggregated 25,805,000 bushels, with an average price per 
bushel of $1.184, and a total farm yaluation of $30,577,006. I 


submit a table taken from the Crop Reporter of December 26, 
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1908, published by authority of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
for the year 1908, showing the States where flaxseed is pro- 
duced, the acreage, production, and valuation, as follows: 





Flaxseed. 


State or Territory, Produc- 





Bushels. 
400,000 | $1.1: 

4,526,000 | 1.2 
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2,679,000 | 9.6 | 25 , 805 , 000 | 1.184 | 30,577,000 

It will be observed from the foregoing table that the produc- 
tion of flax is largely centered in the Northwestern States. In 
Minnesota, North and South Dakota the aggregate production 
for 1908 was 24,181,000 bushels, valued at $28,820,000. These 
States during the last year produced 93.7 per cent of the total 
crop of the United States. Under the protection afforded by 
existing law the farmers in the section referred to have been 
encouraged to engage in the production of this crop, and it has 
been greatly stimulated in consequence and has proved to be 
most profitable. Under such conditions I do not believe it is 
either wise or just that any modification should be made of 
existing law. If conditions are to be changed, and the existing 
duty directly or indirectly to be interfered with, I am satisfied 
it will work great injury to the producers of this important 
product. So successful has the cultivation of this crop become, 
and so remunerative to the agriculturists of this particular 
section, that there is produced now practically sufficient for 
the consumption of the American people. 

Prior to the imposition of the duty there was a large impor- 
tation of flax. During the year 1895, under the Wilson-Gorman 
law the importation aggregated 4,166,222 bushels. In the year 
1907, under the stimulus and encouragement given to this 
particular industry, and under the prohibition as to drawback, 
only 82,806 bushels were imported. 

As a further result from the imposition of the duty of 25 
cents per bushel, good prices have been maintained for this 
product, and the farming interest has received the full share 
and advantage of this protection. 

I have before me the Daily Commercial Record, published 
at Duluth, Minn., April 8, 1909, in which the following prices 
of flax are quoted: Duluth, $1.67}; Minneapolis, $1.65}3; Win- 
nipeg, $1.35}. It will be observed the advantage is clearly in 
favor of the American farmer and that the price at Winnipeg 
is less by the rate of duty and freight charges. 

Should the law be modified as proposed I fear it will injure 
the interests of the producers of flax, imperil and discourage its 
production, lessen the price, and in the end compel the farmers 
engaged in its production to largely abandon the crop. The 
farmers would be endangered by large importations from the 
Canadian producers, as well as importations on our eastern 
seacoast. The area for the production of this crop in Canada 
is almost limitless, and on account of its cheaper lands its pro- 
ducers there would have a decided advantage over the American 
farmer. 

Mr. President, as a direct result of the protective policy of 
the Government upon this product and the great increase in its 
production there have been established many industries in the 
West directly in touch with the source of supply for the manu- 
facture of flaxseed into oil and oil cake. The policy of the Gov- 
ernment not alone has encouraged the cultivation and produc- 
tion of flax, but at the same time it has encouraged and prac- 
tically invited the investment of large amounts of capital for the 
production and reducing of flaxseed into the finished product of 
oil and oil cake. The present modification, in my judgment, 
will not only affect the price of the product to the farmer, but 
will {mperil the large investment of capital engaged in the man- 
ufacture of the finished products of flaxseed. 

I find from the report of the census for 1905 there were 30 
linseed oil mills in operation in the United States, with an in- 
vested capital of $9,849,695. The aggregate cost of material 
used for that year was $23,153,151 and the value of the product 


United States._.......__ 
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was $27,577,152. Thirteen hundred and forty-nine wage-earners 
were employed and the wages paid for 1905 aggregated $783,294 
It is further shown these establishments are located largely jy, 
the West and the great majority of them come in close touch 
with the areas of production. Six are located in New York ang 
one in Pennsylvania, and, as I am informed, mostly upon the 
Atlantic seaboard. 

It is my understanding that under present conditions flaxseed 
for the eastern mills is largely shipped from the source of sup- 
ply in this country by lake transportation. In no sense under the 
present law are the Atlantic Coast mills placed at a disadvan. 
tage with their western competitors for the reason that freight 
by water from Duluth to the seacoast is 6 to 8 cents less per 
bushel than on the products of flaxseed by rail transportation. 

Over 75 per cent of the oil cake produced comes to the At!an- 
tic coast for export. The oil cake is practically two-thirds of the 
weight of the flaxseed and the oil produced therefrom one-third, 

It is not my purpose to ask for an advantage for one section 
of our country over another, nor is it my purpose to make any 
special argument in behalf of the manufacturers of the West 
over the East only as the proposed change, to my mind, affects 
the producers of flaxseed. In my judgment, as production has 
been encouraged and developed, and the amount of production 
has been greatly augmented by the existing law, and as the 
production of flaxseed has been profitable not only to the farmer, 
but to the manufacturer, the interests of neither should be 
imperiled or endangered, but the production and manufacture 
thereof should be encouraged and maintained and conditions 
remain as they are without hazarding their mutual prosperity 
by the proposed modification of the law. : 

As I have stated, the production of flaxseed has so increased 
under present conditions that now it practically supplies the 
American market, and if conditions remain as they are, that 
demand will be more than met, so that we will be in position 
not only to supply fully our own market, but to export this prod- 
uct if this proves advantageous. If, however, the law is to be 
modified as suggested and importation is to be permitted and a 
drawback allowed of 99 per cent of the duty paid on the exported 
product, I am apprehensive the stability of the price of flaxseed 
will be invaded, uncertainty arise, and the success not only of 
the production of flaxseed be endangered, but the western manu- 
facture of its products as well. 

If a new rule is to be applied, it practically means the importa- 
tion of flaxseed with the payment of the duty provided by law, 
and this will permit the export of either of the manufactured 
products of oil cake or linseed oil with a drawback or refund of 
99 per cent of the duty paid on the importation of the flaxseed, 
In other words, the manufacturer will be permitted to reduce 
flaxseed to linseed oil or oil cake and permit him to export either 
of the products with the relative proportion of the drawback. It 
would allow the importation of flaxseed upon payment of the 
duty, and as 75 per cent of oil cake is exported, the oil could be 
retained and the drawback recovered on the oil cake exported, 
which would mean a return of practically two-thirds of the duty 
paid. The law would also permit the export of both products of 
the seed, and this would insure the full return of the drawhack 
provided by the statute. 

Although we now produce sufficient flaxseed and linseed oi! 
for domestic consumption, if this new rule is to be applied and 
the drawback permitted upon oil cake, it certainly must result 
in the importation of large amounts of flaxseed, increase the 
domestic production of our own mills from foreign flax, anid as 
a result will reduce the price of flaxseed, which in every sense 
will be inimical to the American producer of this product and 
especially to the Western farmer. 

Flaxseed from Argentina and other South American coun- 
tries will be imported under conditions which would make it 
at a much less price than what the American farmer now re- 
ceives for his flax, would depress the market as well as tlic 
price of the product, and imperil, if not utterly destroy, this 
great industry. The northwestern farmer would, as a result, 
be compelled to discontinue the cultivation of this profita!le 
crop and change to other lines of production. It would put tle 
American farmer in an unfair competition with the South 
American producer of this product, where it is raised on sheep 
land, with low rates of wages and cheap ocean freight rates, 
and would in the end be little short of free trade in this great 
staple. 

Further than this, it would place the western mills in an 
unequal competition and practically helpless as against the 
establishments located on the Atlantic seaboard. None of the 
advantages could be realized by the western manufacturer, 
for the reason, in order to compete with their eastern rivals in 
the purchase of imported flaxseed on our eastern seaboard, 
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they would be compelled to pay freight rates from the Atlantic 
ports to their mills in the West and reship at least part of the 
oil produced and three-fourths of the oil cake to the eastern 
seaboard for export. 

It would entirely destroy competition as between the manu- 
facturers under existing law and would seriously cripple, if not 
entirely destroy, the western manufacturer. This in turn would 
react. on the western farmer, and as a general result would 
destroy confidence in the industry, break down the American 
market, reduce the price of the product, and in the end, if not 
entirely destroy, would seriously oppress, the producer of flax- 
seed in the United States. Instead of there being a price 
fixed for the product in the American markets, it would be 
lowered to the range of the European price. 

It is my understanding the American Linseed Oil Company 
controls a large linseed oil mill on Staten Island and also one 
at Philadelphia, and these practically represent the Standard 
Oil interests. I am further informed the lead trust has a 
large mill in the city of Brooklyn, and there are no independent 
mills on the eastern seaboard outside of the control of these 
great interests. It is my understanding the mills in the West 
are owned and operated largely independent of the trust, and 
of the 30 oil mills, as shown by the report of the census for 
1905, 24 of them are in the West. 


The export of oil cake for the year 1908 aggregated 696,135,- 
362 pounds, valued at $9,175,559. The export of linseed oil for 
1907 was 450,208 gallons, valued at $203,712, clearly demon- 
strating, with the limited importation of flaxseed and the 
exportation of linseed oil and oil cake, the production in the 
United States at the present time more than supplies the 
American market. I submit the following memoranda as to the 
price of flaxseed, linseed oil, and oil cake in this country and 
abroad, with additional] data, and ask that the same be printed 
as a part of my remarks: 


The attached quotations, we think, show that at present the north- 
western farmer is getting the duty on flax. They show a value for 
Argentine seed of 5 cents per bushel less in Europe than in New York, 
and a value of $1.50 per ton of 2,000 pounds cake more in Europe than 
in New York (equal to about 3 cents per bushel). It does not seem 
possible to change very much these comparative values. They have 
existed for generations, and to encourage the exportation of linseed oil 
we would have to admit flax free and pay an export bounty of more 
than 8 cents per bushel on its products. The desire for a drawback on 
oil cake, we think, can only be explained by the desire to produce 
cheaper oil from imported flax, and when this cheaper oil is offered in 
this country our mills must offer less for American-grown flax. 

The growing of flax, its manufacture into oils, paints, varnishes, 
ete., has been encouraged; capital has been invested; labor has found 
employment in the Northwest. At the same time the Atlantic coast 
oll mills are at no disadvantage in working American flax. They re- 
ceive their fax from Duluth by water, at a freight cost of 6 to 8 cents 
per bushel less than the freight on the products of a bushel of flax; and 
over 75 per cent of the oil cake produced in this country goes to the 
coast for export, paying freight to the coast in competition with the 
eastern mills. Oil cake is about 66 per cent in weight of the flax. 

The only advantage to be derived from a drawback on cake is to the 
Atlantic coast mills, enabling them to use foreign flax and to cease to 
use American flax. 

This would lead to a diminished demand and value for American flax, 
reducing the acreage, and destroying the profitable system of cultivation 
now prevailing in the Northwest. 








Values. 
| Flaxseed | Linseed oil Oil cake 
| (36 (gallons).| _ ‘2,000 
pounds). pounds). 
- 
How Vout CRG Micenicnidictdimtniienndetes | $1.42 | $0.53 $31.00 
TLARGER.csgaciehonsehinenddabesieemonmvacen <4 
Ant Wet tcccditiiaaienenitd savkdtbbuneseen \ 1.37 | 35 32.50 
Rotter Gath cisik otis caitltibethtencmaisaiiiibichies | 
MinRORD GE icaaadtinmadddinédantiactcucctann n > 
Doubar th ccscckeneteatn la ti i | } 1.67 0 27.00 
2.@ 2..-. ee ee 
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Northwestern flax would be worth in New York about $1.70 to $1.75. 


Mr. President, to my mind the proposition is unfair and un- 
just to the producers of flaxseed, and I am confident it will 
endanger and imperil this important industry. Under existing 
law the producers and manufacturers have prospered and the 
industry in all respects has succeeded. While other interests 
are being protected under the proposed measure, should this 
change in the law be made it will place this interest at a 
Serious disadvantage and in an unfair and unequal competition 
with foreign competitors, and I am afraid if it did not de 
Stroy it would most seriously cripple it. No sufficient reason has 
been shown why there should be a modification or change of 
existing law. As the interest has prospered and developed to a 
marked degree under the present law, to my mind it is the 








course of wisdom and of fair dealing neither to modify nor 
change existing conditions. 

I am gratified we have the assurance of the cooperation 
and support of the Committee on Finance to secure the passage 
of a joint resolution correcting the error and restoring the 
provisions of. the pending law. In this, I have confidence, it 
will meet with the approval of both Houses. 

Mr. President, I beg the indulgence of the Senate for a few 
moments independent and unrelated to the question I have had 
under consideration. The declaration of the national Repub- 
lican platform of last year upon the question of tariff revision 
has been the subject for the expression of many divergent views 
during this debate. Its declaration as to the principle that 
should guide us in the subjects under consideration, it occurs 
to me, is most clear and emphatic. It states: 

In all tariff legislation the true principle of protection is best main- 
tained by the imposition of such duties as will equal the difference be- 


tween the cost of production at home and abroad, together with a 
reasonable profit to American industries. 


As to the clearness and meaning of the rule laid down there 
should be no controversy. The difference in the cost of produe- 
tion at home and abroad should be susceptible of demonstration, 
and with that determined the rate of difference should be fixed, 
and in addition to that a preference given to American capital 
for its investment, with a reasonable profit. 

In any revision had this principle should be invoked so that 
the American wage-earner in every sense shall be protected as 
against the wage scale of foreign competitors and the American 
capitalist assured a reasonable guaranty on his investment. 
In no other way can our own people be protected against the 
foreign producer and manufacturer and our home market pre- 
served. 

Since the enactment of the Dingley law our industrial system 
has been greatly modified. Innumerable changes have taken 
place in the process of manufacture. Labor-saving machinery, 
in many cases, has displaced the slower and more costly method 
of producticu. Labor, with the newer appliances and better 
equipment, has become more efficient. In many of our preducts 
we are unable to compete in the markets of the world. During 
this time, although the relative rate of wages has increased, I 
believe, as a whole, the cost of production in many lines has 
been reduced. This fact should and ought to be considered in 
the fixing of the rates, and especially so as between those of the 
law of 1897 and the proposed measure. 

Full regard should and ought to be given to the wage-earner 
and to invested capital in manufacture; but it is high concern 
to both and to the prosperity of our people as a whole that a 
just and equal consideration should be shown the consuming 
public. 

No prosperity can be permanent and general unless the bene- 
fits sought to be extended under the law shall directly or in- 
directly apply alike to every element of our population. No rate 
should be placed so high as to make the possibility of importa- 
tion absolutely prohibitive, and thereby deny the entrance of 
the product to our market altogether and give opportunity to 
monopoly and an undue exaction from the public. 

I trust the information proposed to be secured under the pro- 
visions of the pending bill, though greatly circumscribed and 
limited from the original provision, may be enlarged by the 
Executive that it may include the data as to the cost of pro- 
duction and of the wage scale and its efficiency at home and 
abroad, so that any future Congress, when it takes up a revi- 
sion of the tariff, in whole or in part, may have definite and 
certain information upon these supreme questions to guide it in 
its determinations, which have been almost wholly lacking in 
the present instance. 

It may be admitted that from the declaration of the plat- 
form or from the official proceedings of the national convention 
it can not be demonstrated that it was in the mind of the con- 
vention either for a downward or an upward revision. It 
seems to me, however, from what occurred preceding and sub- 
sequent to the convention and prior to the election in Novem- 
ber, the manifest purpose and intention of the Republican party 
was, owing to the changed conditions since the enactment of the 
existing law, the revision should generally be downward as 
far as it could safely and prudently be had within the rule laid 
down in the platform itself. At the same time it was also just 
as clearly understood that certain increases might be necessary, 
but as to these it was felt under the existing rates they were 
limited and exceptional. 

Mr. Taft two years prior to his nomination had declared for 
revision, and this was against an element of the party known to 
be opposed to such a course. A large element of the party for 
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some years had insisted upon a revision of the tariff, and had 
attacked certain of the schedules as exeessive and urged the 
necessity for a revision downward. To my mind the pledge 
of the party at Chicago was an answer and an assurance to 
that element of the party that had insisted wpon a revision, 
and a revision downward, within the rule as stated in the 
platform. 

It is unnecessary here to review or restate the declarations 
of the party candidate subsequent to his nomination and prior 
to the election. To my mind a fair construction of his position, 
and which, I believe, was accepted and understood by the Re- 
publican party of the country as an interpretation of the piat- 
form upon this question, as well as the purpose and intention of 
the party itself, meant a revision downward, within the rule 
stated in the platform. The Republican electors of the country 
gave full faith to their candidate and to their party on this ques- 
tion, having the fullest confidence in both, and that in the re 
vision to be had the obligations in all respects would be 
fulfilled. 

The demand within the party for a revision was insisted upon, 
it must be admitted, by those who believed in the lowering of 
certain of the rates. It can not be contended that the declara- 
tion of the platform was in answer to a demand for a revision 
upward, for the reason no such demand had been insisted upon. 
Those who were opposed to revision were satisfied with existing 
rates, except in a most limited number of cases, and they were 
willing to forego the raising of these in order to maintain the 
existing rates upon the other schedules. I feel that such was 
the understanding of the Republican party generally throughout 
the country. 

I have sought to govern myself in my votes so far cast on the 
pending bill by the rule laid down in my party platforms, both 
state and national. I was anxious that such rates should be 
levied in all of the schedules so that the bill, when completed, 
would meet the just expectations of the country and the Re- 
publican party as a whole be satisfied with its provisions. If 
so, the question will be settled for years to come; otherwise, 
insistence for revision will be continued and the demand there- 
for constantly renewed. The agitation for revision itself brings 
disturbance and uncertainty, and always when it is undertaken 
the business interests of the country suffer great loss. With 
the question settled, and settled rightly, I have confidence the 
country is ready for a great uplift and revival in its business 
activities and development, surpassing perhaps anything in our 
history. 

The protective policy of the Republican party from its in- 
auguration has given the country an opportunity for its greatest 
development. For nearly fifty years, with only one exception, 
it has been the fixed and permanent policy of the Government. 
During that time our progress and development have been un- 
equaled in the history of the world. It has added to our 
wealth, developed ovr resources, extended our commerce, and 
multiplied our activities; aud under its benign influence we 
have become the dominant rorce amongst the governments of 
the world. 

Since the inauguration of the protective policy we have accu- 
mulated and added to our material wealth upward of $100,000,- 
000,000, which is one-fourth of the wealth of civilization. 
Under the same policy, and the range of prices therefor, from 
the wealth of the soil in agriculture, its product is the greatest 
in value each year of any government in the world. There has 
been built up under the same system our manufacturing estab- 
lishments that produce each year practically one-third of the 
manufactured product of the world. As a result our export 
trade exceeds that of any of the governments of civilization. 

A policy that has done so much for our material development 
and in the accumulation of such surpassing wealth, and has 
brought such prosperity to our people as a whole, should re- 
eeive the most critical and painstaking care in the matters now 
in hand that in no way our prosperity should be endangered or 
the bulwark of protection broken down, but the system strength- 
ened and fortified to insure our future development and accom- 
plishments. 

I would not claim that our wonderful development and pros- 
perity are alone due to the protective policy of the Republican 
party. In my judgment, however, it has given the fullest and 
most enlarged opportunities to our own people to do their own 
work, to employ their own capital, to maintain and preserve 
their own market, and not to suffer displacement in either in the 
world’s competition. It has reserved to the American wage- 
earner unequaled opportunities and has protected him against 
foreign competition and the lower level of wages and of living 
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in other lands. Under any economic system our first concern 
should be the protection of the home market. 

Our annual production is enormous, and this system has pro- 
tected labor, given it employment at the highest rate of wages 
paid anywhere, and our consuming power not only of the ray 
but of the manufactured products far surpasses that of any 
other people. Our production for last year was substantia)|y 
as follows: 5 
Farm products 
Mineral productions 


Forests and fisheries 
Manufactured products 


$8, 000, 000, 000 
2, 000, 000, 000 
1, 000, 000, 000 

15, 000, 000, 000 


26, 000, 000, 000 

Of this enormous production, we consume practically 94 per 
cent, leaving only 6 per cent to be exported. Our home market 
therefore, representing such a great aggregate, should have our 
first concern and at all hazards should be protected against 
undue foreign competition. In no way should the rates of duty 
be lowered that our foreign competitor may enter our market 
and take advantage of our own labor and imperil the inyest- 
ment of our capital engaged in the production of our enormous 
manufactured product or in any way endanger a system and 
condition that has brought about such marvelous resuits, 

I would not be understood, however, that I believe the rates 
should be made prohibitive. The rule, as stated in our plat- 
form as to the difference in the cost of production with a rea- 
sonable advantage to American capital so invested, is the true 
principle. At such a rate our wage-earners and our mant- 
facturers would have just protection against foreign competi- 
tion, and the consuming public would be protected from the 
possibility of unjust and unreasonable exactions. 

Having accumulated such vast wealth, and having developed 
our industries so that our production has been so rapidly acce)- 
erated, and under a system that has given employment to labor 
at the highest scale paid anywhere, no act should be done, 
directly or indirectly, to endanger a policy that has brought 
about such marvelous results. , 

Mr. President, I appreciate in measurés of this character they 
are the result of compromise. It would be idle to state that the 
bill as completed is in all respects as each individual Senator 
would have it or would write it. Ameasure covering so many items 
and affecting innumerable interests, and legislation affecting 
such an extended area as the United States, is not a matter of 
the simplest or easiest solution. To say that the measure is in 
all respects satisfactory, and in every detail meets my concur- 
rence, would be hardly consistent with the facts. Already in 
certain particulars I have pointed out my dissent. It would be 
idle as well as useless to go into details. The time for argument 
here is practically closed. 

The votes I cast during the consideration of the measure 
stand as an expression of my judgment and of my position. On 
many questions I voted with the minority of my party associates 
Each Senator must act upon his own judgment. On the whole, I 
believe the pending bill is a great improvement over the present 
law. In many of its administrative features there is certainly a 
great advance. I regret the conference committee so circun- 
scribed and limited the Executive in the securing of full infor- 
mation that might and would be of the highest service not only 
to the Executive, but to Congress in any future revision that 
might be had. I feel, however, this subject can again be taken 
up as an independent proposition and legislation had thereon if 
deemed necessary. The original provision as it passed the Sen- 
ate met my full concurrence and approval. 

As the result of the conference, I believe the bill has been 
vastly and materially improved. 


As shown hy the chairman of the Committee on Ways ani 
Means when he submitted the conference report to the House, 
the equivalent ad valorem of this bill is 41.58 per cent and tlic 
equivalent ad valorem of the same articles coming into tle 
United States under the Dingley law is 42.58 per cent, © de- 
crease of 1 per cent. The result at least shows the revision is 
downward and not upward. Though not large, it makes good 
the party pledge to that extent. 

From the same authority I desire to submit a most convince 
ing and illuminating table, which has relation to the consump- 
tion value of the articles upon which the rates of duty have 
been increased and decreased. It makes a most convincing 
argument in itself and needs neither comment nor elaboration. 
I ask for the insertion of the table without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be ne objection, per 
mission is granted. The Chair hears no objection. 
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The table is as follows: 


Table showing consumption value of articles on which rates of duty 
have been increased and decreased in cases where amount of produc- 
tion can be ascertained. 





Duty de- 
creased. 


Duty in- 
Schedule— creased. 


A. Chemicals, oils, paints............--..---.-.---- 
B. Earths and earthenware.................-..---- 
©. Metals, and manufactures of 











E. Sugar 
F. Tobacco. No change. 
G. Agricultural products....................--....- 
H. Wines and liquors. ..- 








I. Cotton.....-------- ne 

J. Flax, hemp, jute...........---.---.+0+---------- 22,127,145 804,445 

K. Wool. No statistics; no change 

L. Silk...-------.----- 7,947,566 | 106,742,646 

M. Paper and pulp...-. 67 ,628,055 81, 486, 465 

N. Sundries-..-------------------------------------- 1,719,428,069 | 101,656,598 
Total, ..cccasadeppasccsnaccecccnccocseccccocces 4,978,122, 124 852,512,525 





ot the above increases the following are luxuries, being articles 
strictly of voluntary use: 


Schedule A, chemicals, including perfumeries, pomades, 


ond 1s Gti eme near ncnntdamaneannnes $11, 105, 820 
Gchedale Tis Ge ee ise oe nn cceetneene 462, 001, 856 
Scheduld Ep Ge Cbtetcmemncutincdinnietinse 106, 742, 646 

TI aa ete enna et encitetrting ees weep dinaenentecsawegiinctends 579, 850, 322 


This leaves a balance of increases which are not on articles of luxury 
of $272,662,203. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, to have voted against the 
bill and defeated its passage through the Senate in the first 
instance, it occurs to me, would have been unwise. It would 
have been interpreted by the country that the Republican party 
was incapable of accomplishment or to do the task assigned it. 
It would have meant, it seems to me, disorder and political 
chaos in a party sense. The Republican party was intrusted 
by the country to do its duty in this particular. The country 
repudiated the promises of the opposition in the last national 
election and confided this supreme responsibility to a Repub- 
lican Congress and to their leader, the President of the United 
States. 

Had the bill failed then, or should it fail now, it occurs to me, 
there would be little hope of a successful solution of the ques- 
tion during the present Congress. I felt the wise course was 
to vote for the measure in the first instance, which meant pass- 
ing it one step further on its course to completion, and that it 
should be thrown into conference. I believed as a result of the 
conference the bill would be made to more nearly meet the 
demands of the party .and comply with the spirit and intent 
of the platform. As a result we have the completed bill before 
us. It is supported by a large Republican majority. It has 
the approval of the President, who was the standard bearer 
of the party in the last campaign and is now its leader. He 
feels its provisions are in compliance with the party platform 
and the pledge he, as well as the party, made during the 
campaign that led to his triumphant election. To defeat the 
measure would disorganize the party, destroy the possibility 
of a successful administration, and overwhelm it in the first 
great measure the party has undertaken with the active coop- 
eration and help of the President himself. 

Mr. President, the proposed measure in the different stages 
through which it has passed has received careful, painstaking, 
and patriotic consideration, involving as it does matters of such 
tremendous importance to the welfare and prosperity of our 
whole people that now as completed, I hope, gives expression 
to the party pledge and will meet as near as may be with the 
approval of the country, do justice to every interest, and bring 
prosperity and unmeasured development to our whole industrial 
and commercial life. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 11570) making appropriations to 
supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 
1909, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 9135) to raise revenue for 
the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes, and it was there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President. 


ENROLLMENT OF TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask permission to offer a concurrent reso- 
lution, which I desire to have printed and lie over until to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It seems to be not a very long resolution, 
and I ask that it may be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution (S. C. Res. 8), 
as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution 8. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Committees on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be author- 
ized to correct the enrolled bill of the House (H. R. 1438) entitled 
“An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States, and for other purposes,” by striking out 
the word “ general” wherever it occurs in section 2 of said bill, and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word “ maximum.” 

And they are further authorized to enroll paragraph 450 as follows: 

“450. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry salted or pickled, 
shall be admitted free of duty: Provided, That on and after October 
1, 1909, grain, buff, and split leather shall pay a duty of 7} per cent 
ad valorem; that all boots and shoes, made wholly or in chief value of 
leather made from cattle hides and cattle skins of whatever weight, 
of cattle of the bovine species, including calfskins, shall pay a duty 
of 10 per cent ad valorem; that harness, saddles, and saddlery, in 
sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed wholly or in chief 
value of leather, shall pay a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The concurrent resolution will 
lie over and be printed. 


PROPOSED TAX ON YACHTS. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask leave to have printed in the Recorp a 
statement from the Commissioner of Navigation giving a list 
of the yachts which will be affected by the new yacht tax and 
the probable revenue to be derived from that source. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, it 
will be so ordered. 

The table referred to is as follows: 























Gross Annual 
Owner. Yacht. tone. com. 
James Gordon Bennett..............- CO 1,942 $13,594 
W. K. Vanderbilt A add sockccces 1,823 12.761 
OE | Margarita............ 1,780 12. 460 
Bite. Robert Godies................--.-- | Aettesncdcances 1,739 12,173 
a tS S  Sittincecsawieie 1,647 11,529 
SE nn odscdandnththastined i i hil ese init | 1,607 11,249 
EES Ee i | Saas ; 1,57: 11,011 
J A eee ee | BR cence. | 1,308 9,121 
a Cassandra........... 1,227 8.589 
. g & — aaa i ail 1,097 7.679 
DEE SSE lata chvecchine cman 1,091 7,637 
a a  osaamede DD Rinna cntnanasd 983 6.881 
ea incacescaaccsnces lien cncenncos sasha 853 5.971 
Cornelius Vanderbilt-................- | North Star.......... 818 5,726 
I oo nn cemenencnnininin 4 eee } 785 5.495 
i We Gs oc ceccweadsccccesces f Sar eeee 60? 4,214 
EE 2G PGR. ccccincoccesdpacen a the deandusccetiial 588 4,116 
AE. Sy QUE. cccctncccocccesce ED dxccnanemins | 540 3,780 
8 OT See ae 527 3,689 
SE Bh aduinctsindcasudidcetdn ces hiinodiadons 490 3,430 
0 es Safa-el Bahr-......... } 487 3,409 
Edmund Randolph.................-.. Pith ste dccsnn ce | 451 3,157 
| ee | 447 3,129 
eS wrunicistinmiinandehtiitedit Bc cncanckande | 443 3,101 
ee BE ianintigniunerccccndssapes (ss 432 3 O24 
as TEE suvccecennsencccoscns ER 428 2.982 
Ny I hy Lash aniniinneteteanetiasie Bi iscianinacetacctnid 421 2.947 
Oe GOixik a dani eds ccasinsceccs fe TMs cariacsimiciadie ke 407 2’ 249 
| 
inne ccc cstbngneenneecune Inwccesecosccccsecscceccs 26 , 529 185,70 
| 
Besides the above, Americans own about 50 smaller foreign-built 


yachts, on which the_ annual tax will range from $75 to $2.S00. 
amounting to about $50,000 more, or, in all, about $235,000 annuai 
revenue from this source. 


THE TARIFF. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I submit a proposed amendment 
to Senate concurrent resolution No. 8. I ask that it be printed 
and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I rose to move an executive 
session. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Illinois will withhold 
that motion. 
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Mr. McCUMBER. I ask the Senator to withhold it until I 
can present some business. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will withhold it until some formal business 
can be transacted. I am, however, very anxious to get an ex- 
ecutive session. 

Mr. ELKINS. I will not oppose an executive session. I was 
going to speak this afternoon. I want to speak first to-morrow 
morning if I can get the floor. If I can take the floor now for 
that purpose, I should like to do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from West Virginia 
for that purpose. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to have this settled first. If I 
have the floor to go on with my speech to-morrow, I will yield 
to the Senator from Illinois to move an executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia occupies the floor and yields to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from West Virginia can not 
claim the floor to-morrow as a matter of right. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to have an executive session 
this evening for the purpose of disposing of a lot of nomina- 
tions for I may be called away at any hour, and I should like 
to dispose of the matters which are in my charge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the Senator from Illinois yields temporarily to the Senator 
from North Dakota. 

Mr. CULLOM. And I also yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Ilinois yields for the 
transaction of morning business, I understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield first to the Senator from North 
Dakota. 

Mr. McCUMBER. From the Committee on Finance, I report 
a joint resolution and ask that it may be printed and lie on 
the table. 

The joint resolution (8. J. R. 42) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the 
industries of the United States, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved August —, 1909, was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I ask leave to offer an amendment which 
I ask may be read. It is an amendment to the joint resolution 
just reported by the Senator from North Dakota, and I hope the 
Senator from North Dakota will accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Mississippi will be read. 


The Secretary. It is proposed to add as an additional section 
the following: 


Sec. 8. On and after the day following the passage of this act bag- 
ging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics suitable for covering 
cotton shall, when imported into the United States, be exempt from 
duty. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 
printed and go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator from North Dakota, I under- 
stand, accepts the amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I accept the amendment so far as I am 
able to accept it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Lllinois yield to me to 
make an inquiry? 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understood the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. McCumber] to report a joint resolution on behalf of the 
committee. Then the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mclav- 
RIN] offered an amendment, which the Senator from North Da- 
kota accepted. Do I understand that the joint resolution as 
proposed to be amended is accepted by the Finance Committee? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will say that as far as I am concerned 
I have no objection to the amendment, and I accept it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I should like to have an expression from the 
Chairman of the Finance Committee. I wish to know if the 
Finance Committee accepts that amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cummuys] is 
ready to go on, and we can come back to legislative session 
after the executive. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is all right. I have no objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. Why not take a recess until 8 and have a 
night session? 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator from Georgia desire to 
have me yield to him for any purpose? 

Mr. BACON. I ask leave out of order to submit a report 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection 
and the report will be received. F 


COURTS IN GEORGIA, 


Mr. BACON. I am directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11797) to attach 
Ben Hill County to the Albany division of the southern dis. 
trict of Georgia, to report it favorably without amendment. 
It will not take more than a minute to pass the bill. It relates 
to the administration of the courts, and I ask that the bill may 
have present consideration. The bill has already passed the 
House. It passed the House at the present session. 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield for that purpose, if it does not lead 
to debate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in (om- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or. 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE PHILIPPINE TARIFF, 
On motion of Mr. Longe, it was 
Ordered, That 1,000 additional copies of the Philippine tariff pm 
as passed by the two Houses be printed for the use of the Senate. 
THE TARIFF. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 1488) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. WARREN. With the indulgence of the Senator from IIli- 
nois, I wish to give notice that I will expect to address the 
Senate immediately following the Senator from West Virginia 
{Mr. Exxrns] to-morrow morning. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, if there is no further legislative busi- 
ness—— 

Mr. CUMMINS. Will the Senator from Illinois yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think we ought to have some kind of an 
understanding with respect to the future sessions of the Senate. 
There are several addresses yet to be delivered. The vote is to 
be taken at 2 o’clock to-morrow. I do not believe that they can 
be delivered between 10 and 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There ought to be an agreement now about 
the division of time between the two parties, the friends and op- 
ponents of the bill, as to the speeches that will be made. I 
would suggest that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Danrez] or 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. Battery] have charge of the last 
and that we divide the time, the last two hours before the vote 
to-morrow to be divided between the friends and opponents of 
the measure. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Who will control this time? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The chairman of the committee, I suppose, 
will control it on the one side and the Senator from Texas or 
the Senator from Virginia will control it on the other side. 

Mr. CUMMINS. That could hardly be done, because the Sen- 
ators upon the other side can not properly administer any such 
rule for the Republican Senators who desire to speak against 
this measure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I assume that they certainly could com- 
municate with each other. I suppose the Senator from Texas, 
for instance, if he has charge on the other side, would be glad 
to communicate with the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CUMMINS. So far as I am concerned, with the greatest 
regard for the Senator from Texas, I do not want to commit my 
side of this matter to Democratic management. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been usual in matters of this kind to 
have some agreement about a division of the time. As there 
seems to be a large number of Senators who want to speak to- 
morrow and not to-day, I think we had better have an under- 
standing between the friends and the opponents of the measure. 
If the Senator from Virginia is willing to have the Senator 
from Iowa named with dim to control the opposition to the bill, 
I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CUMMINS. So far as I am concerned, I intend to try to 
take care of myself. I do not want any management of that 
kind controlling my speech. I speak from possibly a different 
standpoint with respect to the measure. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest that the time be divided into three 
parts: That the chairman of the committee control the part 
allotted to the friends of the bill; that the Senator from Virginia 
control the time allotted to the Democrats in opposition to te 
bill; and that the Senator from Iowa control the part alletted 
to the Republican Senators who are opposed to the bill. 


Is there objection to the 
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Mr. ALDRICH. That, of course, would give the opponents of 
he bill two-thirds of the time, but I do not object to that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object to that. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I can not accept the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was willing to perform that office for the 
Senator from Iowa, but I understand that the Republican Sena- 
tors will oceupy their own time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
La Fotterre] may control the time allotted to the Republicans 
who are opposed to the bill. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not believe that those who are grouped 
upon this side of the Chamber, and who have views against the 
pill, could so arrange the matter. I do not think that any of 
them desire to speak at any great length. I am perfectly. willing, 
and have been all day long, to go forward with what I have to 
say. I have simply been waiting my opportunity. I trust that 
the sessions of the Senate will continue until we have a reason- 
able chance to be heard. 

Mr. BAILEY. Would it suit the Senator from Iowa-—— 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I was going to 
suggest 
Mr. BAILEY. Let me make a suggestion. I think we prob- 
ably could agree to a night session, and that might accommodate 

everybody. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But so far as I have been able to discover 
nobody wants to speak this afternoon or to-night. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to say that the statement of the 
experts who represent the minority is in the hands of the 
Printer. It will be here as quickly as the Printer can deliver it. 
I have a portion of the statement already. Of course, it can bé 
used hereafter. I do not propose to make any general state- 
ment about the tariff. I think it is too late for that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope to have an opportunity before we get 
through, after the discussion is practically over, to answer any 
criticisms which it seems to me ought to be answered, and to 
make a very brief statement as to what the bill accomplishes. 

Mr. DANIEL. Of course, the Senator should have that op- 
portunity. I shall seek, in as few minutes as I can, to correct 
what were some errors in the chairman’s statement day before 
yesterday. I shall not provoke anything more that is contro- 
verted. I have made my statement. 

Mr. CULLOM, TI had the floor to move an executive session. 
This question came up as to the division of the time, and I am 
embarrassed to know whether to make the motion or not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It will take but a moment to settle this 
matter, I think. 

Mr. CULLOM,. I want to have an executive session, because 
I may be called away at any time, and I wish to get rid of the 
executive business now in my charge. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator will withhold the | 
motion for just an instant. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not desire to interfere with the business | 
of the Senate in reference to the tariff bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. Before the Senate adjourns, I wish to call up | 
the resolution in which there is asserted a rule of the Senate. 
I came here a free man and a free Senator. I will not go out 
a slave Senator if there are enough free men in the Senate to | 
proclaim their own and my freedom; and I hope that by unani- 
mous consent the Senate will show respect enough for its own 
order, and for the rules of the Senate Manual, drawn in accord- | 
ance therewith, to proclaim it. That is all. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I should like to | 
suggest 

Mr. DANIEL. I will call it up now and ask unanimous con- 
sent, if it will save time. I do not suppose—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall not consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to suggest to the 
Senator from Texas and the Senator from Rhode Island, in the 
event any unanimous consent is agreed upon, that the last two 











hours to-morrow, or the two hours preceding 2 o’clock, shall be 
devoted to speeches not exceeding ten minutes in length. 

Mr. ALDRICH (to Mr. Smirn of Michigan). Make it 15 
minutes, 
_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood objec- 
tion was made to the unanimous consent asked for by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia. 

_ Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will let us dispose of 
this matter, if we can. 

Mr. CULLOM. I thought it was about disposed of. 

Mr.ALDRICH. No; I did not understand thatanybody objected. 


Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw the motion, for the purpose of 
getting the matter concluded. 

Mr. DANIEL. If I may be permitted, I will move that when 
the Senate adjourn this afternoon it be to meet at 8 o’clock 
to-night. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
better dispose first 

Mr. BAILEY. It should be a motion for a recess, because 
within the time—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator’s suggestion 
agreed to, if it is to be 

Mr. GALLINGER. I objected to the Senator’s request for 
unanimous consent and will object to the radical departure 
from the rules of the Senate, adopting the methods of another 
body whereby we are going to parcel out time, and I will ob- 
ject to any unanimous consent on that point. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it has been done in the 
Senate, within my knowledge, quite a good many times; and I 
do not see how it is possible otherwise, under the circumstances, 
to have an equitable division of the time of the Senate be- 
tween the friends and the opponents of this bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have not had an equitable division 
up to the present time, and it seems to me that the Senators 
who have consumed the most of the time for the last three 
months now desire to censume the remainder. We can 
easily take a recess and have an evening session, and then we 
can limit the speeches. I would limit them to two minutes; 
but if they must be ten minutes, let ten minutes be the limit, 
and then every Senator that wants to be heard can be heard 
to-morrow. I do not want to occupy even two minutes. 

Mr. KEAN. Make it fifteen minutes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I request that the time to-morrow be 
divided into ten-minute speeches. 

Mr. ELKINS. Make it fifteen. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ten is long enough. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from 
Island requests that 

Mr. ALDRICH. That the debate on the conference report be 
limited to ten-minute speeches. 

Mr. DANIEL. I object. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I object also. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do the Senators object to any limitation? 

Mr. DANIEL. We have not come to to-morrow yet. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am in favor of a night session, and I be- 
lieve that matter ought to be determined then. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator from Rhode Island will 
yield to me for a moment, I suggest that we can go ahead to- 
night, and then, aS we draw near the conclusion of the evening 
session, we can understand better what limitation to agree upon 
for to-morrow. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I ask twnanimous consent 
that at half-past 5 the Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock this 
evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks unanimous consent that at half past 5 this afternoon the 
Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and that order is made. 


That is not in order now. I think we had 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


THE TARIFF. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I want just a moment of the 
Senate’s time. I suppose I am really what might now be called 
** an old-fashioned protectionist.” I have always believed that the 
doctrines of the Republican party were that we should provide, 
through suitable revenue duties on imported articles, sufficient 
funds to pay the running expenses of the Government and to 
protect the workingmen of this country against the poorer-paid 
labor of Europe. We have, Mr. President, 26,000,000 laboring 
men in this country who have nothing but their labor to sell. 
You might call it their “ raw material,” and I have always felt 
that it was the duty of those of us who are in a position to 
make laws and legislate for the good of our country to do soe 
in such a way as to give to these men of brawn the best market 
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in which to sell their commodity; that is, their labor. In order 
to do this, Mr. President, I think it is our duty to keep out goods 
made by the cheap labor of Europe. In the reduction in the 
duty on many articles in this bill I fear we have endangered 
the welfare of the laboring people of this country. 

If the principle of protection is right—and I have always 
believed it was—then it is just as essential that I should vote 
for a duty on shoes or a duty on cutlery for those who manu- 
facture these articles in New England as it is for me to vote for 
a duty on coal, oil, lumber, and other commodities in my State. 
My observation has been that where the Government of the 
United States has put a protection upon a certain line of manu- 
factured goods and has allowed the inventive genius of the 
American people and the mechanics to perfect machinery and 
lessen the cost of production, it has always resulted in the 
lowering of prices to the consumer. The fact that American 
machinery is being shipped to Japan to make shoes, the fact that 
cutters who are familiar with the styles and shape of the shoes 
made in this country have been sent to Germany, makes me fear- 
ful that in a few years the labor engaged in producing shoes 
will have to look for other occupations. The fact that we re- 
duce the duty on iron ore will enable the ore from Cuba and 
from Spain to come into this country, and the miner of iron ore 
in Michigan, Minnesota, and other States will be looking for 
work in other fields than those of ore mining. The reduction 
of the duty on lumber of all kinds, in my opinion, will compel 
those who are working in the forests of Washington, West Vir- 
ginia, and other States to go to Canada in order to find perma- 
nent employment. 

It should be our duty as good Americans and as good Repub- 
licans to see to it that our fellow-man in this country, who has 
nothing but his labor to sell, should be given the highest market 
possible in which to sell it, in order that he might be able to 
better care for himself, his wife, and children. 

Mr. President, the true position in which to place oneself is 
that of the other man, and then we should ask ourselves if the 
conditions were reversed what would we wish the other fellow 
to do for us? Those of us on the floor of the Senate of the United 
States may not have labor to sell, but we do have a responsibility 
to provide the best market for those who do have that com- 
modity for sale. Have we done so? Each Senator must answer 
for himself. As for me, I have no apology to make for any vote 
I have cast on this bill. I accept it as the best we can get under 
the present circumstances. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, before the Senator from West 
Virginia takes his seat, I want to ask him a question. There has 
been a great deal of talk and a great many statements in the 
newspapers about the demand for free raw material. It is said 
that there is such a growing demand that we ought to meet it 
and make raw materials free. I do not believe the Senator 
espouses that idea; but I should like an avyowal from him 
whether he does or does not. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not, sir. Most emphatically I do not. 
There is no such thing as raw material. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I ask unanimous 
consent that the table, which I send to the desk, giving a com- 
parison of the conference rates of duty with the rates of the 
Dingley tariff law on such items as have been increased or de- 
creased in House bill 1438, together with a statement of the per- 
centage of increase or decrease in each instance, be printed as 
a document (S. Doc. No. 154). I may say that this table is 
compiled from a table published as an appendix to the speech 
of the Hon. Cuamrp CrLark, of Missouri, made in the House of 
Representatives, July 31, 1909. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Michigan? The Chair hears none, and that 
order is made. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now I ask unanimous consent to 
print in the Recorp a letter written by me to a public journal 
expressing my views upon the pending bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Michigan? The Chair hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


SENATOR WILLIAM ALDEN SMITH MAKES REPLY TO THE OPEN LETTER OF 


THE EVENING PRESS. 
[From the Grand Rapids (Mich.) Evening Press, June 21, 1909.] 


The Evening Press acknowledges the receipt of a letter from Senator 
WILLIAM ALDEN SMITH making reply to the open letter of the Press in 
its issue of June 15, and gladly prints the reply in full. In order to do 
full justice to Senator SMirH, giving his reply a hearing fully equal to 
that of the critical letter, the Press to-day gives up its editorial columns 
to him. 

So much interest has been aroused throughout the State by the ques- 
tions which the Press put to Senator Smirn, as is evidenced by the 
copying of the editorial by many papers and the receipt of many letters 
of approval, that the Press feels gratified in being able to give to its 
readers the Senator's full reply, knowing that it will have careful 
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consideration. Any comment on the reply which the Press may wish 
to make is reserved for to-morrow’s issue, The reply follows: 


The Evening Press, Grand Rapids, Mich.: 


My attention has just been called to an editorial in your 
15th, and I have carefully read the same and have no hesi 
ever in replying specifically and “fully” to your questions. 

I deeply regret, however, that while I was at home you did not soo 
fit to call upon me for this information, which would have been readily 
forthcoming, thus avoiding any delay. , 

It may interest you to know that I did not return to Michigan upon 
any political mission, rsonal or otherwise, and all rumors to the wn. 
trary are both misleading and unfair. However, public servants seldom 
ever escape criticism, and my long experience in public life, with its 
vicissitudes and burdens, imaginary and real, lea me to view with 
equanimity temporary misjudgment and captious fault-finding. 

The Evening Press during all of my public work has been most con. 
siderate and generous in its treatment, although I realize that we may 
not always have been in full accord upon the fundamental princip|cs 
of political government, but I cheerfully concede the eee and patriot 
ism of your excellent staff, and desire to thank qa publicly for your 
generous words of commendation in the past and to express the hope 
that my conduct in the high office which I now hold may entitle me to 
fair and just treatment at your hands. 

I am uncompromising in ~ devotion to the doctrine of protection 
to American industries and labor and have never in my life uttered q 
criticism upon that policy which, with all its faults, inequalities, ang 
favoritism, has been the means of developing the natural resources of 
our country to the highest state of usefulness ever attained by any 
people in the history of the world. This policy has elevated the stan 
ard of American citizenship, stimulated and maintained the highest 
wage for our labor, resulting in a standard of living among all classes 
of our countrymen unequaled by the peoples of any other land. 

I helped in a modest war to frame the present Dingley tariff. While 
it is not perfect and was the result of compromise, it is founded in the 
basic principle of protection, and when passed by Congress met wit) 
almost unanimous my oa among all classes of people. Since tha; 
time other countries have fashioned their laws after ours and in seyera| 
instances have reaped rich reward in prosperity. 

I would not abandon the views I entertain regarding the efficacy ana 
wholesomeness of this principle for any public office, no matter how 
high, and when my views thus expressed fail to receive the approval 
of the people I represent, I shall lay down my public honors as chee; 
fully and willingly as I took them up. It is fortunate, however, tha: 
my record in public life is an open book. Every vote I have cast has 
been prompted by the highest patriotism and loyalty to the people of 
my State, and I have no apology to make to anyone for my course, 
although I realize much difference of — exists upon important 
economic questions, and I have the highest respect for those whose 
views are in conflict with my own. 

I desire to answer your inquiries “fully” and fairly. First you say, 
“Will you not take the opportunity to inform your constituents the 
part you have taken and are taking in the construction of the bil!’ 

Yes, cheerfully, although I had supposed that your enterprising 
journal had not failed to chronicle my vote as cast and the reasons 
given therefor. I do not favor the use by the American people of 
Huropean-made goods when they can be produced at home and fairly 
purchased, even though the American cost is greater than the European 
cost, and every vote I have cast has at least this element of logic and 
patriotism in it. 

The Senate is engaged in revising the present law and not the Louse 
bill, and all the Members of the Michigan delegation in House anid 
Senate are in practical accord in the work we are now doing, and yo 
invitation impels me to answer for all of my congressional associates 
from Michigan, who are in substantial agreement upon the course we 
have taken. 

Your second question, “ Will you not inform them fully why you 
have labored so earnestly in the interest of the steel trust in denying 
to the independents free ore?” 

Yes, gladly and “fully.” We are now engaged in passing a \i!! to 
raise revenue for the apex of the Government. The steel compan) 
so called, has large hol .- of iron ore in other countries than o 
own; while some of its largest stockholders, notably Mr. Schwa), 
formerly president of that company, has recently acquired extensive iron 
deposits in Cuba, which he seeks to bring into this country duty free 

Michigan is rich in iron ore, and thousands of our citizens depend 
upon that industry for their daily labor, while extensive communities, 
both towns and cities, are closely related to the continued development 
of this domestic industry. Everybody of intelligence understands that 
the steel manufacturers are in practical agreement as to the price of 
their products, and Mr. Schwab, before the Committee on Ways and 
Means, even went so far as to say that the removal of the tariff 
upon iron and steel products would not affect the price to the con 
sumer—presumably this witness knows the strength of his com! 
tion, both here and in Europe—and Senators were face to face 
the fact that free fron ore only meant that the Government would 
be deprived of the revenue to be derived upon imported ore for tie 
benefit of Mr. Schwab and his associates, who would, with free ore, 
retain the duty otherwise collected for the — at our ports. 

The Bethlehem, Mr. Schwab's company, and other steel mills, 
estimated, will draw within the next two or three years from (1)8 
upward of twelve to fifteen million tons of iron ore annually. 

At the present rate of duty the Government would collect between 
four and five million dollars from him; but with the decrease so strenu 
ously insisted upon, the duty will be reduced to 20 cents a ton from 
Cuba, under reciprocity; and notwithstanding this reduction, the du\) 
will net the Government under the new Dill, if this provision is r 
tained, between two and three million dollars annually. ‘ 

Many Senators upon both sides of the Chamber voted to fix the du! 
upon iron ore at 25 cents a ton merely as a revenue measure. I wo 
have voted to fix the duty at that rate if there had not been an 0! 
of iron ore in the State of Michigan; but when I received the carnes' 
prayer of thousands of Michigan people, asking that a duty be mal! 
tained in order that the price of labor in this country might not !) 
duced to the scale prevailing in Canada, Sweden, and Cuba, to the at 
detriment of those who work in the iron mines of northern Michiz:”. | 
felt very sure that my course was justified; and it may be interes!\"s 
to your readers to know that I have not received a single word of : 
cism from any citizen of our State for my course upon this schedu', 
while I have received scores and scores of letters from humble ani |" 
pretentious people thanking me for what I have done; and it may :'s” 
»e interesting for your readers to know that no officer, agent, emp!0'"" 
stockholder, or other persons connected or related to the steel comp.) 
in any way has ever spoken or written to me about this matter. 


peper of the 
ation what- 


with 











1909. 


Third, you ask, “ Why have you been so zealous a friend of the sugar 

s te.?” - 
trine Simplest and plainest answer to that question is that I have been 
one of its most uncompromising enemies. I have never seen a virtuous 
thing emanate from the ar trust. I hope the law will be unsparing 
in its judgment of these offenders against the public comscience. 

While I was a Member of the House of Representatives I struggled 
in every way in my power, in the face of its opposition, to throttle this 
combination by the establishment of beet-sugar factories and refineries 
in every part of our country. Some of the fruits of our labors have 
already been realized. While there was an absolute monopoly in sugar 
refining im America when the Dingley law was passed, there are now 
a refineries, 16 of which are in our own State. The farmer raises the 
beet, and the Michigan workmen refine it into granulated sugar. 

| know that the statement has often been made that the sugar trust 
has bought up these factories. I have abundant evidence that this is 
not true, although I have no means of knowing by whom the stock in 
these various Michigan enterprises is owned. Scores of individual stock- 
holders, men and women, have appealed for protection against their 
foreign competitors. Sugar is an article of necessity. Nearly $300,- 
000,000 is expended annually for this product. I have for many 
vears advoeated our independence of wy supply in order, first, that 
our fields and labor might be employed in its development ; second, that 
the vast sum of money annually expended for sugar might not go out 
of our country, agit ng our circulating medium, and drawing heavily 
ipon our gold supply. 
uPReveral Republican state conventions have applauded the Michigan 
congressional delegation for its uncompromising stand upon this ques- 
tion, and I am not only proud of my associates who have thus voted 
to develop and sustain this industry, but have some little pride in m 
own course upon this matter down to and including the last vote 
cast as a public official. I feel very sure that if the bars were to be 
thrown down and the sugar of Cu and Europe should come in at 
our ports duty free, discouraging and breaking down the domestic in- 
dustry, Which has been built up under trying and adverse conditions 
and which has supplied the domestic sugar consumer with this neces- 
sary product at a less cost than ever before, would result—without 
domestic competition—in higher prices than our people are obliged to 
pay under present conditions. 

You ask: “ Why bar out pure sugar with a slightly brownish color, 
just as good for culinary purposes as the pure white sugar and costin 
jess, by means of a color standard operating only to the advantage 

e trust?” 
th do not feel that this question could have been asked seriously. The 
readers of the Press can buy all of the unrefined brown sugar they may 
desire. More than a million tons is available duty free. The New 
Orleans Board of Trade sells 160,000 tons every year which does not 
go through refineries. ‘The reason that all of the product from Louisi- 
ana and Porto Rico is not taken by the American people in its unre- 
fined state is because they prefer to have it clean and clear from sirup, 
moisture, and dirt when it ean be obtained substantially at the same 
price; yet the Louisiana sugar planter will be very glad to sell his raw 
sugar “slightly brown” in color to anyone who may desire it. The 
experience, however, of the Washingtom correspondent of the Evening 
Press may serve as a warning, for in his own household during the dis- 
cussion of the sugar question Mr. Harvey thought he would experiment 
with the brown sugar propaganda and perchased from his grocer in 
Washington all the brown sugar he needed, paying for it more per 
pound than pure granulated sugar would cost. he “Dutch color 
standard” has no possible application to any sugar not taken through the 
custom-house, and does not apply to or restrict the sugar trade of Louis- 
jana and our island ns—Porto Rico and Hawali—in any way. 

Fourth. “ Why did you se announce that you would not vote 
for a cottom schedule which raised (Dingley) rates and then in the face 
of the conclusive evidence, submitted in open Senate, vote for the 
Aldrich tables?” 

The answer is plain; I said I would not vote to increase the Dingley 
rates on the cotton schedule. The Board of General Appraisers at New 
York, skilled in customs matters—both Democrats and Republicans— 
united in a written statement to the Senate that the rates were not 
increased by this bill. ‘The Senators who know more about these sched- 
ules than anyone unfamiliar with their complicated details, in answer 
to my public question, said the rates were not increased over the as 
ley law. Senator Lopes, of whom the same question was asked, said 
the rates were not increased, and that he would not vote for an increase. 

I am well aware that several Senators made the statement that the 
rates were increased in the present bill, but when I asked for the source 
of their information, Mr. Parkhill, one of the customs officers in New 
York, having thirty years’ experience in this branch of the customs 
service, was given as the authority. Later, however, when Mr. Park- 
hill joined the other customs officials in a statement cae this 
alleged increase, I accepted it as final upon this intricate problem, and 
I may add I would have voted to increase these rates if it had been 
necessary to retain the American market for our own cotton manufac- 
turers, and the only reason I made the statement that I did on the 
floor of the Senate, and which is perfectly consistent with my vote, 
was because the cotton spinners themselves, through Mr. Leggett, stated 
before the Committee on Ways and Means that no increase in duty was 
necessary to protect this market from foreign invasion. 

You ask, “ Will you not explain why in your course in this matter you 
have repudiated the platform of your party and its leader, President Taft?” 

I was elected United States Senator before that platform was made, 
and my views upon the question of protection were well known both to 
President Taft and the ee of my State. In more than 156 hes 
with President Taft I not mention revision of the tariff, and if the 
matter had been left to my own judgment general tariff revision would 
not have —— at this time; and yet, recognizing that the Presi- 
dent is the lea of our party, and fs in fact committed to tariff re- 
vision, the work of formulating the present bill has been undertaken by 
my associates and myself with a view to meeting the pledge he has 
given. More than items have been reduced from the present Ding- 
ley rate, and others will follow. I voted for all of these reductions 
that have thus far been made and shall continue to vote for reductions 
wherever I feel that they can appropriately and safely be made without 
injury to American industries. 
as ask “if the proposed bill would result in raising more revenue 

in under the Dingley law now in force, does that not mean that the 
new bill puts addit burdens on the consumer?” 
a { answer “No.” If the “consumer” does not desire to contribute to 
be of money realized from customs duties on imported goods, he 

= net buy foreign-made goods, but will be content to patronize his 
neighbors and fellow-citizens in other walks of American production, 


“a avoid the penalty of purchasing products made abroad. 
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have bettered their condition, or they would not remain ‘here. 
sections of our country are unable to get laborers either for the farm, 
field, or factory, clearly indicating that most of the American people, 
whether native or foreign, are employed. Admit the beet sugar of 
Germany and the raw sugar of Cuba free, and the laborers now in this 
field, to which you have called attention, will return to their native 
lands as promptly as they came. While these laborers are competitors 
in one field of occupation with other American citizens, they are cus- 
tomers in almost every other line of employment, and as such help to 
swell the total of our commercial greatness. 





Sanat prosperous country in the world restricts the importation of 
oreign products. This policy has made Germany and France prosper- ~ 


ous and has greatly strengthened and stimulated the industrial devc!- 
opment of our neighbor, Canada. Surely the Evening Press wil! not 
insist that it is desirable for Congress to make it easy for our people to 
patronize the shops and manufacturers of Europe 
assent as Senator to such unwise am with the memory of the 
last attempt of revenue reformers still clearly impressed upon my mind. 





at least, I shall not 


You ask, “How is Michigan labor benefited by the importation of 


foreign laborers by the carload for work in the beet fields?” 


I answer, Where do these laborers come from? Surely they must 


Many 


You ask, “Is there not just as much money in other crops as there 


is in beets?” 


I answer no. We have surplus wheat and ample acricultural prod- 
ucts. Every immigrant that comes to our shores tends to reduce that 


surplus, and if he does not enga in the work of producing wheat and 
enters some other line of American employment, his coming, if he is 


honest and frugal, tends to place our people upon a more substantial 


footing than they might otherwise be if all were engaged in the same 


eneral work. our question suggests a very excellent reason in itself 
or the encouragement of the domestic beet-sugar industry. 
You say that “ When the cotton schedule was under consideration it 


was shown that some of the Massachusetts mills in 1907, when the 


importation of cotton fabrics was at the highest tide, paid as high as 
66 per cent dividends.” 

This question was asked on the floor of the Senate and answered by 
Senator Lopen, who has always been regarded as a truthful man, that 
these extensive profits were the collateral returns which certain cotton 
manufacturers were getting from the imcreased value of real estate 
holdings, which have been made very profitable by the presence of thow- 
sands of operatives in the manufacturing communities. Does the Press 
think that it would be wise for Congress to undertake to equalize the 
profits of enterprises and good investments by removing entirely or 
reducing the tariff upon cotton manufactures so low that the German 
cotton spinners could have easy access to our market? I read in the 
Senate the statement of the Augsburg Chamber of Commerce, a repre 
sentative German organization, which said that the labor cost in the 
woolen industry in Augsburg is only about a third as great as that in 
the United States. Would the Press equalize this dissimilarity ty 
removing customs duties? As a public servant I most emphatically 
decline to do so. 

You ask, “‘ Why have you not championed the cause of the Michigan 
tanners in their struggle to avoid being annihilated by the beef trust? ”’ 
I have championed their cause. I am outspoken in my opposition to 
the tariff on hides. I told the editor of your paper many weeks ago 
that I would not vote to place a duty upon hides, but I can not very 
well champion the cause of Michigan tanners in the Senate until the 
hide schedule is reached, and we have not come to that yet. As tlic 
bill now stands hides are on the free list. In taking this position on 
the hide question I am entirely consistent with my record, for I voted 
for free hides when the Dingley bill passed the House of Representatives. 
No other country in the world has a tariff on hides, and the multiplied 
uses of leather make it eo! necessary to draw our hide supply 
from a larger market, and I would not hesitate one moment to record 
myself in favor of this wholesome economic principle. 

You ask, “Why * * are you so loath to help the furniture 
factories in your own city * * * by granting slight reductions on 
the duty on plate glass?"" The answer to this question can best be 
made by the chairman of the furniture manufacturers committee, Mr. 
E. H. Foote, and his associates, who came to Washington a few days 
ago, and not only found in me a sympathetic, helpful friend to their 
industry, but in perfect accord with them in their wishes and their 
desires. 

You say I represent two and a half millions of people. This is a 
great honor. Most of them are engaged in profitable and remunerative 
employments. It is a delicate and difficult task to harmonize the tariff 
law so that each one will feel that his or her imterest has been properly 
and appropriately safeguarded. We are doing our best with a most un- 
enviable task, and if the readers of The Press will be patient until their 
work is done and has met the approval of the President of the United 
States, I shall be quite satisfied that our course will not have been 
harmful to the people we represent. 

You ask if, as an observant public man, I have not noted that certain 
of my Republican colleagues, for whom I have the highest respect, have 
behind them the almost solid sentiment of the Middle States, including 
my own? In reply, permit me to say it is much easier to find fault 
than to construct; and when upon almost every roll call of the Senate 
I see these distinguished Senators vote with low-tariff and no-tariff 
Democrats, who opposed and denounced McKinley and Dingley in their 
lifetimes for their ultratariff views, and some of whom have already 
gone upon record many times in favor of free trade in agricultural im- 
plements and other products of American labor, I wonder whether the 
men who have always preached eee find their present company 
wholly congenial. I have no doubt whatever that a spirit of rebellion 
against the present leadership of the Senate would have brought me in 

neral favor with those who have never been in sympathy with the 

epublican policy of protection, or who have felt that some other sys 
tem might be devi which was not open to criticism; but if I had 
yielded to this un-American sentiment, I would have deserved your criti- 
cism, which I now feel has been at least hasty and perhaps even unkind. 
WILLIAM ALDEN SMITH. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 19, 1909. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, a few days since I presented to 


the Senate as an appendix to a short address which I then made 
to the Senate a statement of the yea-and-nay votes which had 
been cast during the progress of the consideration of the tariff 
bill. I now ask that that may be printed as a document (S. Doe. 
No. 153). 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEAN. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That the statement of the yea-and- 
nay votes during this session as prepared by the Senator from 
Georgia be printed as a public document. 
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Mr. BACON. They were submitted by me two days since as 
an appendix to an address which I then made to the Senate. 

Mr. KEAN. I have no objection, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
order will be made. 


The hour of 5.30 having arrived, the Senate stands in recess 
until 8 o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p, m. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and after some delay the fol- 
lowing Senators answered to their names: 
Bailey Clapp Foster 
Beveridge Clay Frazier 
Bourne Crane Gallinger 
Brandegee Crawford Gamble 
Briggs Cummins Heyburn 
Bristow Daniel Hughes 
Brown Dick Johnson, N. Dak. 
Bulkeley Dillingham Jones 
Burnham Dolliver Kean 
Carter Fletcher McLaurin Warren 
Chamberlain Flint Nelson Wetmore 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-four Senators have answered 
to the roll call. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. KEAN. I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota that the 
first order is that the names of the absentees be called. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well. I should like to have the members 
of the Committee on Finance here. They ought to be present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Minnesota withdraws his motion for the present. 

Mr. NELSON. I withhold it. Let the names of the absent 
Senators be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will call the names 
of the Senators who have not yet answered to the roll call. 

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators, and 
Mr. Stone answered to his name. 

Mr. CURTIS entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-six Senators have answered 
to the roll call, one less than a quorum. 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum of the Senate is now 
present. If there be no objection, the order to the Sergeant-at- 
Arms will be annulled. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 


Overman 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

Scott 
Smith, 8. C. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 


HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 


Mr. SMOOT. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet to-morrow at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suggest to the Senator that he with- 
hold the motion until later in the evening, so that we may de- 
termine whether it will suit the convenience of Senators, on 
account of the number of speeches which may have to be de- 
livered, to meet at an earlier hour than 10: To meet at 10 will 
give just four hours to-morrow; we can not until later know 
how many Senators will speak to-night, and it might produce an 
embarrassing situation. For example, if we should meet at 10 
o’clock to-morrow morning and there are a number of Senators 
who desire to be heard, and it would be found that there would 
not be a quorum, as has been the case to-night, and we would 
waste half an hour, it would leave only three and a half hours. 
I think the Senator from Utah will see the reasonableness of 
deferring the motion until later in the evening. 

Mr. SMOOT. The reason why I make the motion at this 
time is on account of the chance, I may say, of some one raising 
the question of the lack of a quorum, and if—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then make it 9 o'clock. 

Mr. SMOOT. If there would not be a quorum present, we 
could only adjourn until 12 o’clock to-morrow morning, and then 
we would have only two hours. So I wanted to be absolutely 
certain that when we do adjourn to-day it should be to meet to- 
morrow at 10 o'clock. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I concede the reasonableness of that, but 
I hope that the eloquent speeches we are about to listen to from 
various Senators will detain us all in our seats. If the Senator 
thinks that the chance is serious, I suggest that he make it 9 
o'clock, It would be too bad if we met at 10 and Senators 
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would not want to come early and a quorum should not he 
here; and no harm will be done. 

Mr. SMOOT. We virtually had it understood—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the motion is not debat- 
able. I make that point. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. STONE. What is the motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That when the Senate adjourns to- 
day it be to meet at 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. The ques- 
tion is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TANSAN MINERAL WATER. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask for a reprint, with corrections, of Sen- 
ate Document No. 124, this session, being a letter from Edward 
Bedloe, inclosing a petition asking for a removal of the duty on 
Tansan mineral water imported from Japan. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

THE TARIFF. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I know how futile it is to ad- 
dress the Senate at this time and under the circumstances that 
now surround us. Inasmuch, however, as I do not agree with 
the Finance Committee or with the conference committee, and 
inasmuch as it seems probable that I will not be in harmony 
with the majority of my Republican associates, I take this op- 
portunity to state the reasons for the conclusions that I intend 
to record in my vote upon the roll call. With respect to certain 
phases of my address, I am so desirous of saying not more than 
I mean nor less than I mean that I have put a part of ft in 
writing. 

Mr. President, if I were asked by the senior Democratic 
member of the conference committee, “Is the tariff bill now 
before us better than any tariff bill that could be framed upon 
the principle of duties levied for revenue only?” I would un- 
hesitatingly answer, “‘ Yes.” 

If I were asked by the senior Republican member of the con- 
ference committee, “ Is this bill better than the existing law?” 
I would be compelled to pause and seriously reflect before I 
could make reply. I am willing to admit, glad to admit, that, 
considering the schedules alone, I believe the bill upon which 
we are about to vote is a little better than the Dingley Act; 
but when other features of the measure are taken into con- 
sideration, I gravely doubt whether it is any improvement 
upon the existing statute. 

My vote, however, will not be determined by any such nice 
and delicate distinctions. I am opposed to the conference re- 
port and to the bill which it embodies because it is not such a 
revision of the tariff as I have expended the best years of my 
life in fighting for and is not a fair and reasonable performance 
of the promise of our platform. This is not a court of bank- 
ruptcy, and I am not willing to accept ten cents on the dollar in 
discharge of the obligations of the Republican party. It always 
has been, and is now, a solvent organization, and it is not only 
able, but its rank and file will insist upon paying its debt in 
full. Its pledges will be redeemed at par, and although tlic 
blindness of some of its leaders may at this time postpone the 
day of redemption, I shall await with patience, confidence, and 
serenity the hour at which it will keep full and complete faith 
with the American people. 

I have witnessed with the deepest interest the controversy 
between the President and the conference committee, and I take 
this opportunity to express my admiration and applause for tle 
courage and persistence of the President in attempting to secure 
and, to a degree, in securing lower rates in the range of dispute 
between the House and the Senate, although I do not agree 
entirely with him upon all the items of his demand. The range 
was very narrow, and the President has done all that one man 
could for the betterment of the bill. I do not doubt that if he 
had determined these duties from beginning to end and his un- 
restricted decision were embodied in the report now before us 
it would receive my enthusiastic support. I say this with the 
full consciousness that he will sign the bill and that it wil! 
become a law with his assent. I recognize that there is a fu- 
damental difference between the veto power and the voting 
power. An Executive ought not to veto a measure simply be- 
cause he would have voted against it had he been a member of 
the legislative body that passed it. When he signs the bill, by 
that act he says only that it is a constitutional exercise of les- 
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jslative authority, and that it is not so subversive of a vital 
public policy as to warrant the substitution of his will for that 
of Congress; but if I should vote for it, I must be able to say 
that within the fair limits of concession and varying views it 
embodies my opinions respecting the subject with which it deals. 

The question that I must now answer is not whether we 
should continue the doctrine of protection, for it is already a 
part of the law of the land, and I earnestly hope and profoundly 
believe that it will always continue our economic and industrial 
corner stone. It is not whether I believe this bill is in some 
respects better than the Dingley Act; but it is whether I am 
willing to abide by this revision during the ordinary life of a 
tariff law, and take it as the fruits of the long campaign for a 
reduction in duties and as the fulfillment of the declaration of 
my party platform. 

For eight years I have been advocating a revision. With me 
it has net been an agitation merely to disturb the peace and 
tranquillity of the country. During all these years, in season 
and out of season, through good and evil report, I have been 
appealing for a reduction of the tariff along definite lines and 
to accomplish a definite purpose. I have always admitted that 
with respect to those commodities of which we are capable of 
supplying the home demand, duties, however high, do no harm 
so long as there exists effectual competition between our own 
producers; and I repeat that admission now. I have seen, how- 
ever, competition in the most important fields of production 
grow weaker and weaker, until it has been easy to perceive 
that with many things prices have not been fixed by the funda- 
mental and essential law of commerce, but have been fixed by 
the arbitrary will of the producer, and solely with reference to 
the utmost profit that trade would bear. Under these condi- 
tions it seemed to me that excessive duties would necessarily 
become a shield for avarice and greed. It seemed to me that 
duties should be so adjusted as to prevent the domestic producer 
from raising his price above a fair American level without ex- 
posing himself to foreign competition. I have never advocated 
revision to increase importations, for I hail the day when we 
will fill our markets with every commodity that a bountiful na- 
ture and an energetic manhood enable us to produce; but the 


fear of importations when prices are unduly advanced should | 


be preserved, if we would curb the tendencies of modern times. 
These were the only reasons known to me for a revision of the 
tariff; and I will never vote for a revision that does not follow, 
or attempt to follow, these lines of economic thought, for if 
they are not observed a revision is not only useless, but a crime 
against the peace and quiet of a great industrial community. 

The platform announced at Chicago recognized not only the 
letter but the spirit of the demand. There is but one standard 
of duties which will accomplish the result I have tried to de- 
scribe. Duties are fixed at the proper point when the domestic 
producers can enter the domestic markets upon even terms with 
their foreign competitors and hold these markets at a fair pro- 
ducers’ profit. If it were not the purpose of the Republican 
party to lay such duties upon imports as would at the same 
time protect the domestic producers from inequalities of condi- 
tion and protect the American consumer from prices established 
without domestic competition, then my mind has lost its power 
to understand the history of recent years or grasp the meaning 
of my mother tongue. 

The criterion of protection, to which we are all pledged, was 
promulgated solely to insure duties that would at once prevent 


unfair competition from abroad and unfair combinations at | 


home. So interpreting the platform of the party of which I 


am a member, I will never vote for a revision that does not | 


attempt, at least, to carry its mandate into effect. 
My brother Senators will, I am sure, acquit me of an intent 
to impugn their motives, although I take the liberty of criticis- 


ing their judgments. I grant them all the honesty I claim for | 


myself. They will therefore understand that I am not impugn- 
jority, which favors the duties of this bill, and the Finance Com- 
mittee, which has given expression to this revision, have scouted 
the danger out of which the demand for revision arose, have 
‘gnored the only beneficial object which a revision can accom- 
plish, and have repudiated the rule for the measurement of duties, 
which to me is as obligatory as any article in the party faith. 
The Finance Committee, composed as it is, holding the opinions 
which a majority of its members do, could not propose such a 
revision of the tariff as, in my judgment, the needs of the people 
require and our platform promises. They undertook the task— 
and I do not speak lightly, for it has been hour after hour 
forced into my own mind against my own desire—believing that 
there was no necessity for lowering the duties, and they have 
made such reductions only as seemed to be necessary to satisfy 
What they felt was no more than a baseless and senseless clamor. 
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They do not look at public affairs from the standpoint occupied 
by those who have insisted that as between foreign competition 
and domestic monopoly the former should be preferred. They 
See no menace in the extinguishment of trade rivalry. From a 
committee so constituted, and from a majority in sympathy with 
it, the revision for which I have been hoping, and for which I 
believe the party declared, was no more possible than it would 
have been to drive John Calvin into an abandonment of the doc- 
trine of infant damnation. 

We are all fallible. The committee and the majority may 
be right and I may be wrong; but even as they could not adept 
a revision along the lines for which I have been contending, no 
more can I vote for a revision which repudiates every reason 
I have ever given for a reduction of duties upon imports. There 
remains but one tribunal to which we can appeal for final deci- 
sion, and I go confidently once more to ask judgment at the 
hands of the Republican voters. 

I do not intend to present in detail my objections to the sey- 


| eral paragraphs of the bill. I shall take them up somewhat 


generally, and for the purpose only of establishing my propo- 
sition that the changes made in them do not accomplish any- 
thing substantial toward the object, and the only object, that 
a revision of the tariff should have in view. 

The first schedule in this bill relates to chemicals, oils, and so 
forth. It may be, probably is, a trifle lower than the Dingley 
law. I believe there is some reduction in Schedule A. I have 
not had an opportunity, in the midst of other work which 
seemed to me to be imperious, to investigate with regard to the 
difference in the cost of producing these chemicals and these 
oils here and abroad, and I pass that schedule with the grant 
that there is a slight reduction in its duties. 

Schedule B embraces earthenware, china ware, glass, and 
glassware, marble, stone, and the like. This schedule, notwith- 
standing the tables I have seen prepared, both by Republicans 
and Democrats, is increased as compared with the Dingley law. 
There is no reduction in the duties of Schedule B. There are 


| changes in some of its items, reductions in some of its items; 





but I say now—and-I shall be prepared to defend this state- 
ment, although it is utterly impossible for me to enter upon 
the consideration of its details to-night—that the duties of Sched- 
ule B have been increased rather than decreased. There is a 
trifling reduction in the duties upon common window glass. I 
did all that I could in the passage of the bill through the Sen- 
ate to secure a substantial lowering of the duties upon this 
commodity. 

I succeeded only in a very slight degree. But even that de- 
gree disappeared in a great measure under the melting influ- 
ences of the conference committee, and now the change is so 
inconsequential that it would require a magnifying glass to 
discern the difference between the duties upon some of the sizes 
of common glass and the duties of the Dingley law. 

In plate glass, with respect to the two smaller brackets, so- 
ealled, the duties have been increased 25 per cent above the 
Dingley law, and while it is true that the duties upon the 
very highest class or largest size of plate glass have been re- 
duced, the reduction is entirely immaterial, because no manu- 
facturer of glass in the United States ever did or ever could 
take advantage of the absurd duty of 35 cents a square foot 
upon plate glass. 

So, without going into details, I want to record it as not 
only my judgment, but as my unqualified statement, that there 
has been no reduction in the duties upon the multitude of 
articles in Schedule B which enter into the life of the people 


| of this country. 





ing their purposes or their patriotism when I say that the ma- | 


I pass now to Schedule C. It is the schedule which relates 
to metals and their manufactures, and with regard to this 
schedule and with respect especially to what is known as 
“tonnage steel,” there has been a marked reduction of the 
duty. 

There is no other schedule in the bill which indicates re- 
ductions comparable with Schedule C, and notwithstanding it 
is so, I declare, knowing the responsibility I assume when I 
make the declaration, that so far as the people who buy iron 
and steel are concerned, they would have been quite as well 
off if there had been no reduction whatsoever. I will as 
briefly as possible explain why I believe that the Congress might 
just as well have reenacted the Dingley rates upon iron and 
steel as to make the reductions which appear in the confer- 
ence report. 

As I said a few moments ago, the reason for reducing duties 
is to prevent either one interest or a combination of interests 
from raising the price above the fair American level without the 
fear of foreign intervention. There is no other reason for de- 
creasing duties; and these duties have not yet been brought to 
the point at which there is the slightest danger of foreign 
rivalry, even though the United States Steel Corporaticn were 
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to raise upon an average the prices of iron and steel $4 per ton 
above the prices that now prevail. 

Even while we have been debating, this vast monopoly—and I 
speak of it as a monopoly, because it is known to all men that 
it dominates and fixes the price of every pound of iron and steel 
sold in the United States—has increased the prices of some of 
its products, and this advance simply promises what we shall 
see in all its products in a very brief period. 

But there is no danger that the United States Steel Corpora- 
tion will raise the price of these products to the point to which 
they could be raised under the duties of this law, because it 
always has in view another restriction—the only one when 
competition disappears—namely, the fear of killing the goose 
that lays the golden egg. The United States Steel Corporation 
recognizes just one rule of trade, and it is intelligent enough to 
apply that rule sagaciously. It is to raise its prices only to the 
point where the demand will afford it the highest possible profit. 

I endeavored to show—and if figures and mathematics and 
reports can show anything, I did show—in the early part of this 
debate that upon the products of the United States Steel Corpo- 
ration during the year 1908, the poorest year it has ever had, 
with prices lower than they have ever been, with demand less 
than it has ever experienced, it still sold its more than 6,000,000 
tons of finished product at $9 a ton more than necessary in order 
to realize a fair profit upon the capital actually invested in its 
enterprise. And yet we are enacting duties here that will enable 
this company, if it desires, to raise its prices upon the. average 
$4 a ton more than prevailed in 1908, without the danger of 
foreign competition, and yet we console ourselves with the dream 
that this is a revision of the tariff for the purpose of protecting 
the American people against the greed and the avarice of such 
combinations as I have described. 

What use is it to reduce the duties unless you reduce them to 
the point where they will create the danger of foreign competi- 
tion, if prices are unduly advanced? I care to say no more 
about the reductions. 

I have here a table, which I shall ask to submit and have 
printed with my remarks, analyzing the duties that are now 
fixed upon the great products of the iron and steel business. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

Table showing the duties upon the iron and stecl business. 


Per ton. 
- Bar and round iron $6 to $12 
. Structural steel $6 to $18 
. Boiler and other plate, iron and steel $6 to $12 
. Anchors, forgings, etc $20 up. 
. Hoop and band steel, etc $6 to $14 
a ie a il ih a anclinmaat baat aientn tonnes $3. 50 
. Fish plates and splice bars, etc 


shoe 


> ote S 


a 


Sheet iron or steel $ 

. Galvanized iron or steel plates (excepting tin plates, etc.)_ $ 

. Polished or planished plates, etc 

. Tin plates, ete 

. Ingots, bloems, slabs, billets, bars, etc $3.50 to $ 

SO ate eeeey sctiiidiacetiuanmastaeditiescieaniiiesaess tataatiiaaiantia eciatitinetattdltel atti $6 to $12 
Wire $25 up. 

Axles and axle blanks 

. Bolts and blanks, etc 

. Cast iron pipe, etc 

Chains, ete 


. Tubes, flues, $20 to $40 
I a ss setting aired ns dln initeialaiatlipisipdsinetipien tittapinigiiints 


Ae UNTO Bicincisinchcen atontsdicsiasighae am tallies dn thahadintainninaa ian $8 to sis 
22. Spikes, etc $15 

Mr. CUMMINS. I remember; and seeing before me the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. Derew], who now gives me his atten- 
tion—— 

Mr. DEPEW. I have given it before. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am reminded of the rather critical remark 
made by him some time ago concerning my address upon iron 
and steel. He wondered how it was that the United States Steel 
Corporation could sell its product at $9 a ton more than would 
realize it a fair profit, when the duty on steel rails was but 
$7.84 a ton. That may be mysterious to the Senator from New 
York. It would be very mysterious to anyone if steel rails were 
the only product of the United States Steel Corporation, but if 
he will reflect that the average duties upon the products of the 
United States Steel Corporation under the Dingley law were 
more than $18 a ton, I think the mystery will disappear; and 
the average rate under this law—I am not attempting to ex- 
press it with absolute accuracy—is more than $10 per ton, when 
everybody admits that the United States Steel Corporation is 
making its products as cheaply as they can be made anywhere 
on earth, and they admit at the same time that the so-called 
“independent producers” make their products for not more 
than $2 or $3 in excess of the cost of the products manufactured 
by the United States Steel Corporation. 

I should like some one to explain how we have accomplished 
any desirable result by bringing down these duties largely, as 
we have, but arresting our energy and arresting our care at a 
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point that will still enable these companies, and especially the 
United States Steel Corporation, to lift its prices upon every 
product of its mills and factories $4 a ton more than they now 
are, and yet find a bulwark at every port of entry in the United 
States that will prevent the importation of a single pound or a 
single ton of foreign manufacture. 

Mr. DEPEW. Does that proposition apply to steel rails, 
which we now reduce 50 per cent? 

Mr. CUMMINS. It applies to steel rails along with all the 
others. Steel rails have now a duty fixed at $3.50 a ton, con- 
sidering a ton at 2,000 pounds; $3.92, considering the long ton of 
commerce. Steel rails are selling at $28 a ton. They have been 
Selling at $28 a ton for many years. They will continue to 
sell at $28 a ton. They could raise the price of steel rails $1 a 
ton and still be immune from foreign competition. 

Mr. DEPEW. I am told by steel men that at $3.50 a ton 
Krupp can successfully compete east of the Alleghenies. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from New York undoubtedly 
has been so informed by a steel man. I have no doubt of that. 
I do not, however, believe the statement, although I do not 
question the accuracy with which the Senator from New York 
transmits it to the Senate. 

I know something about the cost of steel rails, because it is 
one of the few subjects to which I have given all the study of 
which I am capable. 

Mr. DEPEW. Thanking the Senator for his tribute to my 
honesty and also to my credulity, would he believe anything 
any steel man might say? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I would. I believe very much of the testi- 
mony delivered before the Ways and Means Committee, and it is 
upon that testimony largely that I make the statement I have 
just made. 

I venture the prediction that save in an exceptional instance 
now and then steel rails will not be imported so long as the 
price remains at $28 a ton, and that they would not be imported 
if that price were raised $1 per ton. 

The difficulty of the Senator from New York, and it is a diffi- 
culty that I find is very prevalent, is that every product of 
the United States Steel Corporation is measured by steel rails, 
The duty is $3.50 a ton, and the duty upon other products of 
the mill greater in value, greater in quantity, greater so far 
as the commerce of the United States is concerned, is from 
$5 and $6 a ton to $40 a ton. The duties here are indefensible, 
and they will not accomplish the purpose for which this re 
vision was undertaken, so far as steel is concerned. 

I have now said all I care to say in regard to the producis 
generally. But there is one product upon which the duty is im- 
mensely increased, which has done or will do the American 
people more harm, infinitely more harm, than the reduction of 
all the duties that are found in Schedule C. 

Under the Dingley law, the duty on structural steel of all 
kinds, structural shapes of all kinds, was $10 per ton; and be- 
cause one building in New York has been constructed of im- 
ported structural steel, imported, as.I am informed, becatise 
our home mills could not and would not furnish the stee! at 
the time the owners of the property desired it, simply because 
of that fact, the duty upon structural steel has been raised so 
that at $35 per ton for structural steel it is $16 per ton in duty; 
and if the price should go to $40 a ton, it is $18 per ton duty. 

The House fixed the duty at $6 per ton, and the Senate, in a 
very accommodating spirit, segregated the real heart of the 
structural-steel business by saying “but not assembled or ad- 
vanced beyond rolling, casting, and hammering,” describing in 
that way a product which no American consumer has ever 
bought, or ever will buy. 

Now, while I shall not stop to argue upon the details of it, 
because I recognize that it is simply my judgment being re- 
corded in this address, as to structural steel, the use of which 
is advancing more rapidly than any other form of steel, just 2s 
rapidly as wood bridges give way to steel structures, just 4s 
rapidly as brick buildings or stone buildings give way to sice! 
structures, this commodity has been raised 60 per cent above 
the Dingley law and more than 100 per cent above the duty 
fixed by the House. 

I can not understand the blindness of men who will insist 
upon a duty of that kind, and, even if they thought the other re- 
ductions in the steel schedule were material, mar the effect o! 
their work with such a gross injustice upon those who must 
buy this commodity in the future. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, just one word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yicld 
to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 

Mr. DEPEW. As I have listened to the Senator's speech. he 
proceeds upon the assumption that my information has bee! 
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received from the officers of the United States Steel Corpora- 
tion. I have not heard from any officer of the United States 
Steel Corporation. So far as I am concerned, they seem to be 
indifferent as to what may be done. But my information has 
come entirely from the independent steel manufacturers of the 
State of New York, who have made no money in the last five 
years. 

" vir. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I do not know why the Sen- 
ator from New York inferred that I believed his communication 
bad been with an officer of the United States Steel Corporation, 
but if he did so infer, while the inference was undoubtedly inac- 
curate, there must have been some great truth in what I am 
saying, even from his standpoint, that led him to the suggestion 
just made. That is the grain of truth in the attitude of the 
United States Steel Corporation toward the business as a whole. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am going to yield to the Senator from 
Utah, but I hope that I may be allowed to go on after that 
time, because I make the suggestion now that this is not the 
hour and the place to enter into a close discussion with regard 
to details. If I am wrong in what I say, there is a great tri- 
bunal which will enter its judgment against me. I now yield 
to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. I simply wantcd to call attention to the fact 
that the Senator is mistaken in the present rate on structural 
steel. The present rate on structural steel is, I think, six- 
tenths of a cent a pound, or $12 a ton; and the Senator must 
certainly know that even at $12 a ton, the rate to-day, upon the 
Pacific coast last year there were 35,000 tons of structural steel 
imported. I believe fully, and I do not see how the Senator can 
feel otherwise, that with the rate of three-tenths of a cent per 
pound, or $6 per ton, upon structural steel valued at $18 per ton 
or under, the whole of the Pacific coast market will be taken 
away from the American trade. The present rate is $12. The 
rate in this bill is $6.- At $12 a ton there were 35,000 tons im- 
ported to the Pacific coast last year. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I did not intend to be tempted into a dis- 
cussion of the matter. The fallacy in the suggestion of the 
Senator from Utah has been exposed time and again during the 
course of this debate. I may be wrong, but my recollection is 
that the duty upon structural steel of all kinds, whether as- 
sembled or otherwise, in the Dingley law is $10 a ton, which, 
as I compute—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Five-tenths of a cent per pound. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Which, as I computed it, means $10 a ton. 
Therefore the Senator from Utah is wrong in his premise. 
It is not $12 a ton, but $10 a ton. The House reduced it to $6 
per ton, or three-tenths of a cent per pound, and that included 
all kinds of structural steel, using exactly the language found 
in the Dingley law. But the Senate separated unfinished struc- 
tural steel from finished structural steel, and attached a duty 
of $8 a ton upon unfinished structural steel worth less than $19 
a ton and five-tenths of a cent, or $10 a ton, upon unfinished 
structural steel worth more than $19 a ton. I say there is no 
structural steel worth $19 a ton or less. It is an abuse of words. 
It is a deceit upon the American people. Pig iron is worth $17.50 
a ton in the United States at many times. I do not know just 
what it is worth now, but it is certainly now worth $16 a ton; 
and yet you tell me that there is a form of structural steel 
worth only $19 a ton. The statement refutes itself. Steel rails 
as they come straight from the rolls, punched only, a very in- 
expensive process, sell in the United States for $28 a ton. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Iowa further 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. : 

oa SMOOT. The Senator is speaking of the American price 
of pig iron, 

Mr. CUMMINS, I am. 

Mr. SMOOT. And he is also speaking of the American price 
of structural steel. But he must remember this—— 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am not speaking of the American price 
S a steel. I have not spoken of any price of structural 
steel, 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator was speaking of the price of struc- 
tural steel, a form of structural steel as not being worth $19 
‘inywhere, I say to the Senator that on structural steel in a 
foreign country—and that is the place we have to take the price 
into consideration in placing duties upon it—there is a price of 
$19 per ton. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I deny that statement, al- 
though I have no doubt the Senator from Utah believes it to 
be true. The difference between the Senator from Utah and 
luyself is that we are not talking of the same thing. I do not 
Speak of structural steel as the bar of steel as it comes from 
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the roll. I am speaking of structural steel in the form in which 
the people of the United States who desire to use it buy it. 
You might as well speak of the value of a steel rcil red hot, 
as it has passed halfway through the process of manufacture, 
as to speak of the kind of structural steel that is in the mind 
of the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the kind of structural steel 
in my mind has been shipped to the Pacific coast, and I have 
a great many of the invoices in my office, showing that the 
steel does not cost at port of shipment $19 per ton. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I do not intend to argue 
the matter with the Senator from Utah. I know precisely what 
he means, but the people of the United States do not under- 
stand what he means. 

I know that there is an unfinished product, one that has 
only passed halfway through the process of manufacture, 
which may be bought in some of the markets of the world for 
$19 or $20 per ton. But it is not the structural steel named 
in the Dingley law; it is not the structural steel named in the 
pending bill as it passed the House of Representatives; and it 
is only because of the inordinate desire which has been dis- 
played from the very beginning in the Senate to lift these 
duties beyond any reasonable point and beyond the point of 
protection that it became necessary to separate this structural 
steel into an unfinished class, upon which you attach duties 
still higher than the House attached to the finished product 
and put the finished product, that which the people of this 
country buy, under the basket clause. 

I do not know whether the Finance Committee hoped that 
the duty which now falls upon structural steel would escape 
the notice of the public or not; but if it did not, why did it 
not say in the paragraph itself that all other forms of struc- 
tural steel should bear a duty of 45 per cent ad valorem? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa fur- 
ther yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think the importations show that there is 
over 90 per cent of the structural steel coming into this country 
that falls under the lower rate—that is, at three-tenths and 
four-tenths of a cent per pound. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, this is no hour to even con- 
sider the prophecies of the Senator from Utah. I do not believe 
that they will be fulfilled. My purpose only is at this moment 
to show that instead of reducing the duties upon structural 
steel, or instead of leaving them where they were, as fixed under 
the conditions of 1897, we have raised the duties upon them, as 
I compute, 60 per cent above the Dingley law and more than 
100 per cent above the rate originally fixed by the House. 

There are many other things that have been raised in the 
metal schedule that I have not the time to consider. While in 
some instances we have reduced the duties upon cutlery, as a 
whole the cutlery schedule has been raised. You have given to 
manufacturers of the United States an unjust and unfair ad- 
vantage that they did not possess before. While you have not 
in most instances increased the nominal duties, and while in 
some instances you have lowered these duties, upon the whole 
there is less protection to the American consumer in cutlery 
against the avarice, if that avarice ever has an opportunity to 
gratify itself, of the American manufacturer than there was 
under the Dingley law. 

The duties upon watches in the metal schedule are set forth 
in very great detail. The duties on watches have been in- 
creased in some instances. As in the case of cutlery, the fixed 








| ad valorem or the fixed specific in a few cases has been lowered. 
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But mark my words: Those who control the watch business of 
the United States, by reason of the conditions—onerous, and in 
some respects ridiculous, conditions—that have been attached 
to the watch schedule, will find it easier to work their will upon 
the American consumer than they did before. 

Therefore, while I grant that there has been a marked reduc- 
tion in tonnage steel, but not such a reduction as will confer any 
benefit or any advantage upon the consumers of the United 
States, in other respects you have neutralized, you have over- 
come, all the benefits that from your standpoint you were giving 
to the people by these lower duties by raising the taxes upon 
stractural steel, upon watches, and upon a great many other 
things that I could mention in this schedule had I the time to 
do so. 

I pass now to Schedule D, wood. The duty has been lowered 
upon boards, planks. I recognize that, and I am very glad of 
it. I acknowledge some benefit that will ensue to the consuming 
public on account of the reduction in the duties upon boards. 
They ought to have been free, simply because you can produce 
them in this country cheaper than they can produce them any- 
where else on earth, as I believe. But when a man does me a 
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partial favor I am willing to acknowledge it; and while, unless 
_he is a bankrupt, I am not willing to accept any partial payment 
of a debt, yet I am always willing to give him credit, for a good 
intention. 

But why did you increase the duty upon timber 50 per cent 
over the Dingley law? I wish somebody would answer that 
question ; not now, but to-morrow, when those who believe that 
this bill ought to become a law will speak. Tell me why the 
duty upon timber was increased 50 per cent over the Dingley 
rate. In the Dingley law, timber squared by either hewing or 
sawing, or in any other method, bore a duty of 1 cent per cubic 
foot, the timber being 8 inches or more upon a side. 

When the bill came from the House to the Senate it was ob- 
served, and the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NEeison] 
ealled the attention of the Senate to it, that there had been 
carefully interpolated the words “hewn or squared otherwise 
than by sawing,” excluding thereby all the squared timber that 
has been or could be brought into the United States, because 
in these days we do not hew timber, we saw timber. Upon the 
suggestion of the Senator from Minnesota the conscience of the 
Senate was so shocked that instantly those words were stricken 
from the proposed law, and the Senate adopted that paragraph 
sayeng “timer squared, no matter how squared, 1 cent per 
cubie foot.” It passed into the sacred precincts of the confer- 
ence committee room, and there the zealous friends of a high 
duty upon lumber found their opportunity, and there were 
restored the words which had been wrought into the bill in 
the House and which had been stricken from the bill in the 
Senate; and it is now squared otherwise than by sawing. 

So every foot of timber that comes into the United States 
hereafter will come in not under the paragraph relating to 
timber; it will come in under the paragraph relating to boards, 
And what will be the duty? There are 12 feet of board measure 
in a cubic foot of timber. There will be 12 boards, and they will 
come in at the rate of $1.25 a thousand if they have not been 
finished in any way. And what is that rate? It is just 50 per 
cent more than 1 cent per cubic foot. Therefore you have done 
much to neutralize the benefit that you conferred upon the 
American people by reducing lumber to $1.25 per thousand. 

And not only so, but you raised the duty upon shingles 66% 
per cent, from 30 cents a thousand to 50 cents a thousand. I 
shall not stop to inquire into the justice of this increase; I am 
only trying to see whether we have revised this tariff in accord- 
ance with what I believe to be the spirit of the Republican party 
and in accordance with what I know to be the demands of its plat- 
form announced at Chicago. While I am willing to say that there 
has been on the whole a little reduction in the lumber schedule, 
it is not that reduction which we even in the Senate believed 
should be made when the bill passed from our care into the 
eare of the conference committee. 

Schedule E is the next schedule—sugar. I am not going at 
this time to detain you a single moment with respect to the 
merits of the duties upon sugar. I only want you to remember 
that we have reduced the duty upon refined sugar 5 cents per 
hundred pounds. There is no Senator who believes that this is 
a substantial reduction. There are many Senators who believe 
that there ought to be no reduction. I shall not present my 
views upon that subject. But while reducing the duties on 
sugar 5 cents per hundred pounds, how long, I ask my colleague, 
will it take a man to acquire 5 cents’ benefit out of that redue- 
tion? He must eat sugar constantly for two years in order to 
be benefited. But I pass that. 

I complain more particularly of the determination upon the 


part of the Senate to preserve for the American Sugar Refin- | 


ing Company the differential which, as it is now crystallized 
into this law, will enable it to continue its campaign of dep- 
redation and fraud and crime. My complaint is that you 
have given no opportunity in this readjustment of the tariff 
schedule for the honest, the struggling, the independent sugar 
refiner, and of course have not benefited in any degree the 
sugar producer. It will not be claimed by anybody, I am sure, 
that we have revised the sugar and molasses tariff downward. 

Schedule F relates to tobacco. I do not know anything 
about tobaceo. My friend the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Berverivce}] knows all there is to know about tobacco. But 
I believe it is not claimed that we have reduced the duty on 
imported tobacco. That, at least, is not suggested, although I 
have heard my distinguished friend the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. BuLKELEY] complain a little about a supposed 
invasion of tobacco from the Philippines. I pass that schedule, 
because it’ has not been revised downward, and there is no 
pretense that it has. 

Schedule G comprises agricultural products and provisions. 
I wish my friend from North Dakota [Mr. McCumsperr] were 
here to sympathize with me at this moment. No one claims 
that there has been any revision downward in the agricultural 
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schedule, I believe; but I have heard sighs of discontent from 
this quarter in reflecting upon his want of success in revising 
it upward. I come from an agricultural region. IE know that 
most of the duties upon agricultural products give the producer 
no benefit whatever. 

I am induced at this moment to tell you about what sort of 4 
reception I will have when I get home. A day or two ago there 
came to me a paper published daily by a very distinguished Re- 
publican, who has made my life somewhat troublesome for the 
last few years, and this is the purport of the editorial. It said: 


Prepare for a reception for our distinguished junior Senator, [Hoe 
went about the prairies of Iowa for eight years storming for a revision 
of the tariff. He finally accomplished his ambition and was sent to the 
Senate, where he has been talking most of the winter, much to the dis- 
gust of those who have heard him. He is about to return, and he car- 
ries his trophy with him—free hides. ‘The thing that the Iowa farmer 
wants most is a reasonable duty on hides, and that is the only thing 
that he did not get. 


I pass the agricultural schedule, for there is no pretense of a 
revision downward. There is some suggestion of a revision up- 
ward, for I reflect that California will hereafter supply us with 
lemons taxed at a cent and a half a pound, as distinguished 
from the cent a pound that we formerly enjoyed. 

Mr. WARREN and Mr. PERKINS addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do, to both Senators, [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARREN. Before the Senator from Iowa gets to lem- 
ons, I should like to ask what his friend, who is preparing his 
reception at home, estimates the damage upon the trophy which 
the Senator from Iowa is to take home to the farmers of Iowa? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, if I did not know that the 
Senator from Wyoming was such a friend of hides, I should 
feel somewhat reluctant to answer that question. I say in 
advance that I do not believe the statement. The editor says 
that I have taken away from the farmers of Iowa $5,000,000 
per annum. Although I voted against free hides and although 
I voted for a duty of 15 per cent after I had failed to reduce 
the duty to 10 per cent, while I have always been opposed to free 


| hides, it has become my mournful fate to return to the bosom 


of my community wrapped only in free hides. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENZ. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from California? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, in relation to lemons, I will 
say the duty on lemons is only about 54 per cent, only one-half 
of what it is on many articles to which the Senator has re- 
ferred. I think that which influenced the Committee on Fi- 
nance more than anything else in fixing the duty at a cent anda 
half a pound were the numerous petitions which came from Iowa, 


[Laughter. | 


| presented by the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dorntiver], ask 


ing that a duty of a cent and a half be advocated by him and 
voted for in the Senate. It seems to me that that perhaps 
had more influence in obtaining the duty which is now fixed 
than any other influence which was brought to bear. 

Mr. President, I wish to say that many friends from Iowa 
have settled in California, and they are among our best citi- 
zens. When we placed a duty of 12 cents on raisins they were 
selling at from 10 to 15 cents per pound. ‘To-day they are sel!- 
ing at 3 cents a pound, which has been brought about by their 
cultivation in California to such an extent as to supply the 
whole United States. We have had the same experience in ref- 
erence to lemons. The difference in the price of lemons pro- 
duced in California is only the difference in freight from (u:li- 
fornia to the East and the freight charge from Sicily, southern 
Italy, and the islands of the West Indies to the United States. 

Mr. CUMMINS. But, Mr. President, I did not intend to 
enter into a discussion as to the merits of this increase, but | 
at least-—— 


Mr. DOLLIVER. If my colleague will permit me, I think 
I ought to say that while undoubtedly these petitions repre- 
sented the heartfelt yearning of Iowa in respect to lemons. 
was my misfortune to be compelled to present them after tle 
transaction was over. [Laughter.} 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I know that Iowa is heartily 
for a cent and a half duty on lemons. [Laughter.] ; 

Mr. PERKINS. One of those petitions was from my frie! s 
own city of Des Moines. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Yes; I have three or four of them. I did 
not present them. There came with one of them such a pathetic 
letter that I had it not in my heart to present the petition wit! 
out presenting the letter also; and the letter described so gr) 
ically the immense trouble which the writer had experienced |!) 
securing signatures to the petition that I felt it would neut!: 
ize to some extent the effect of the petition itself, and therefore 
I withheld it. [Lavughter.] 















Rut I am not to-night complaining of any duty. I am simply 
showing that duties have not been decreased; I am simply show- 
ing that this is no revision in the direction which I supposed 
we would take when we were assembled here in special session. 

[ think also that there is a marked increase in certain com- 
modities manufactured by the cracker trust. I do not know 
why. 1 do not criticise it, but I find it in the bill. However, 
[ pass the agricultural schedule with the statement that the 
duties have not been materially decreased and with the expres- 
sion of the belief that they ought to have been materially de- 
ereased. I do not stand for unnecessary duties for the farmer 
any more than I do for unnecessary duties for the manufac- 
turer. They all ought to be judged by the same law; they all 
should be measured by the same standard. I have never fallen 
into the habit of believing that the farmer was less intelligent 
than the other citizens of the United States. I have never 
thought that he could be deceived by giving to him something 
that was of no benefit or advantage to him, in order that he 
might be reconciled to an invasion of his dearest privileges. So 
I think the farmers of the West will stand as firmly for a fair 
revision and reduction of their duties as they will insist upon a 
fair revision and reduction of the duties upon other products of 
the country. 

Schedule H relates to spirits, and even the most enthusiastic 
advocate of the bill has not yet said that there has been any 
serious reduction in the duty on spirits. I do not complain of 
that. I think the advances in that schedule are exceedingly 
wise, and I hope that they will be productive of all the good 
that is expected from them. 

Schedule I embraces cotton mannfactures. We have had more 
dispute with respect to cotton and its manufactures than upon 
any other subject, unless it is upon the sheep and the things 
that are made from his fleece. The duties on cotton and cotton 
manufactures have been increased. No one disputes that propo- 
sition. I do not intend to weary you by a submission of tables 
showing the extent of the increases. The duty on cotton manu- 
factures has been increased from the beginning to the end of 
the schedule; and I have received to-day and yesterday scores 
of telegrams admonishing me that the hosiery schedule has all 
the vicious qualities it had when it came originally from the 
other House to the Senate. I leave others to point out the 
particulars in which the cotton schedule has been advanced. I 
only summon it for the purpose of completing my catalogue 
and to find, if I can, this substantial, beneficial, downward 
revision for which we were assembled, and which seemed to be 
the object of our discussions in the last few months. 

Schedule J relates to flax and hemp and jute, and so on. 
There is a very slight decrease in some kinds of yarns which 
people do not use—I mean the consumers—to any extent, which 
are used only by the manufacturers. I pass them. This sched- 
ule stands practically as it was. There are more increases in 
it when measured by substance than there are decreases in it; 
and I stand here as the monument—a Very mournful monu- 
ment—of one effort to reduce one thing in this schedule. 

Possibly some of you will remember how I wearied you with 
an effort to show the enormity of the paragraph which covered 
oilcloth and linoleum. I have never yet found a man who 
dared defend that paragraph as it was in the Dingley law or 
as it came from the other House to the Senate. Possibly, out 
of the kindness of their hearts, the Finance Committee granted 
me a little concession on linoleum, and there was an amendment 
adopted by the Senate which did reduce the duties upon oil- 
cloth and linoleum, and especially reduce the duties upon the 
lower grades of this generally used commodity; so that those 
who were not able to buy the highest priced goods would not 
be unduly burdened with a tax imposed at the custom-houses. 
I congratulated myself, and I was congratulated by many of 
my associates upon this signal victory. The schedule passed 
into the conference room, and it came from the conference room 
and is now in the bill with duties higher than they are in the 
Dingley law. Not only did my amendment disappear, not only 
was all the benefit I tried to secure for the people destroyed, 
but I had vastly better have left it alone, for it seems to me 
that out of pure desire to demonstrate that an advocate of re- 
Vision such as I was ought to be uninfluential in the composi- 
tion of this bill, the conference committee has raised the duties 
above those which have been in force for the last twelve years. 
You can not, therefore, say that Schedule J is revised downward 
and that any of its excessive duties have been corrected. 

M tr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I notice from the last 
publication of the Finance Committee, laid on our desks only 
a day or two ago, that the table represents that the present ad 
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valorem duty is 43.72 per cent, and that the rate fixed by the 
conference bill is 40.87 per cent, which would indicate a reduc- 
tion of 3 per cent. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Which is the most grievous mistake that 
could be made with regard to the subject; and it simply dupli- 
eates a great many other mistakes that are contained in that 
statement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. One other matter, Mr. President. Is the 
Senator from Iowa clear in his mind that when we imported last 
year $123,000,000 worth of foreign products under this schedule, 
there ought to have been a very great reduction, if any? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I stated when I argued the 
point before the Senate that I asked for no reduction upon the 
higher grades of linoleum; and the higher grades were the 
grades imported, because the duties upon the lower grades are 
absolutely prohibitive. In some instances the duties upon the 
lower grades equal the entire price at which the product is 
sold in the markets of the United States. My objection is that, 
instead of preserving this amendment, which would at least 
indicate a purpose to protect our people against the possibility, 
or the probability, that our own product would be raised above 
a fair point, the conference committee has yielded to a demand 
from some source, and raised every kind and grade of duties 
higher than they were in the Dingley law. 

I do not make that assertion casually. I have given the 
subject the most careful consideration. I realize, of course, 
that I may be mistaken; but if I am mistaken, and it seems to 
be a material mistake, I hope that before this debate shall have 
closed some member of the Finance Committee will point ont 
wherein I have fallen into error. I would enter into all these 
details now, but I have begun only, and shall continue only, to 
state my objections and my opinion with regard to these things. 

I now come to Schedule K, ‘wool and its manufactures. Has 
there been any revision of the duties upon the manufactures of 
wool? Have we taken away from the woolen manufacturers 
the possibility, aye, the probability, of being able to lift still 
higher the prices of their products without danger from abroad? 
Not one letter has been changed in this bill respecting the duties 
upon these things. 

I have heard it stated here, over and over again, by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island that the woolen schedule must remain 
intact. There were some changes made with regard to some 
wastes of wool, but, as I remember, there were no substantial 
changes made with regard to the duties upon manufactured 
wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was not my good fortune to hear the whole 
of the Senator’s statement, but I hope he has been more correct 
or nearer correct in the statements with reference to the other 
schedules than he has with reference to the woolen schedule. 
There are three changes in the woolen schedule, all upon the 
manufactures of wool—one upon woolen cloths, one upon woolen 
yarns, and one upon woolen tops—and no changes upon wastes 
of any kind. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Rhode 
Island point out the change upon woolen cloth and say what 
it is? 

Mr. ALDRICH. A change on women’s and children’s dress 
goods weighing over 4 ounces a square yard, being a reduction 
of 5 per cent; not a very large reduction 

Mr. CUMMINS. Precisely. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But still a reduction. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator will remember that I used the 
word “ substantial.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator to say that there 
have been no changes in anything except wastes. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I said “substantially unchanged.” I repeat 
it is “ substantially unchanged.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. What, in the Senator’s opinion, would be a 
substantial change? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am sre the Senator from Rhode Island 
will not claim that there has been any substantial revision of 
the woolen schedule downward. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I do not know what the Sen- 
ator would call a substantial change. The Senator, as I under- 
stand, is pursuing an argument to show that there has been no 
revision downward in this bill. As compared to the existing law, 
there are 500 items of reduction in the bill as it now stands 
upon the desks of Senators. I do not know what the Senator 
from Iowa expects or what the people of lowa expect in the 
way of reductions. I trust that there have been no reductions 
which have established duties below protective lines. I do not 
understand that we are assembled here for any such purpose 
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as that. Perhaps the Senator from Iowa came here for that 
purpose; I did not. There are 500 reductions in items in the 
bill as it now stands before the Senate below the rates in the 
present law. I do not know whether that, in the mind of the 
Senator from Iowa, is substantial or not. 

Mr. CUMMINS. That depends, Mr. President, if the Senator 
will allow me to answer at that point. Of course I can not re- 
peat the argument I have made during the absence of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. I am very sorry he was not here, 
although I have no doubt he was better employed than in listen- 
ing to anything I could say; but I have named nearly all the 
reductions. I have not denied that there are reductions in this 
bill, a great many reductions. I am bringing these reductions 
to the test that, as I understand, the Republican party has 
established, and I am endeavoring to see whether they will ac- 
complish the object and the only object that I know of or of 
which I am conscious for any revision whatsoever. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What test does the Senator from Iowa 
think the Republican party has applied to tariff revision? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I see, Mr. President, that I will have to 
repeat my address 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope not. 

Mr. CUMMINS. And I will do so to some extent. I will 
tell the Senator what I think is the object that should be 
accomplished; I will tell him what I believe the Republican 
party intended that we should do. If we found that there was 
any duty here that more than measured the difference between 
the cost of production at home and abroad, with a’ fair profit 
added, if we found that there was any duty here that would 
enable ‘monopoly or combination to raise prices beyond and 
above a fair American level, we should bring those duties down 
to the protective point, so that our consumers would be them- 
selves protected by the fear of foreign invasion if our domestic 
producers lifted their profits above a reasonable point. That is 
what I understand to be a fair revision of the tariff. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa fur- 
ther yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will be impossible for the Senator from 
Iowa, or any other Senator, or anyone outside of the Senate, 
to show that the schedules of this bill as they are now left are 
above a reasonable protective point; but reductions such as the 
Senator from Iowa has been voting for since this bill was before 
the Senate would destroy protection and reduce the rates below 
the protective point. That is not the purpose of this Congress, 
in my opinion. That is not what we were sent here for. We 
were sent here to make a reasonable revision of the tariff, 
having in mind all the time the interests of the American peo- 
ple, the interests of the workingmen of the United States, and 
of the people who are engaged as employers, if you please, in 
our great industries. That is the spirit of the revision we have 
made; that is the spirit of the revision which will go before 
the American people for their approval; and I am certain that 
it will receive that approval; that the Republicans and protec- 
tionists of Iowa will join with the protectionists and Repub- 
licans of other parts of the United States in the approval of the 
pending measure adopted by a Republican Congress and ap- 
proved by a Republican President. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I said in the very beginning 
that this bill was better than any bill that could be framed upon 
any other than protective principles; better than any bill that 
could be framed upon the doctrine of a tariff for revenue only. 
That is about its only merit. I hope sincerely that next year 
the Senator from Rhode Island will come into Iowa; and I 
now extend him a most cordial invitation to help me convince 
the people of Iowa what is true, honest, fair protection to Ameri- 
can industries and American interests. I hope he will come 
there and join with me in the effort to make our laws so that 
we will preserve the rights of American laborers, not only fil- 
tered through their rapacious employers, but will help me put 
other safeguards around their privileges and around their 
homes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, if I have the opportunity I 
shall only be too glad to accept the invitation of the Senator 
from Iowa; and I would go before the people of that com- 
munity, intelligent as they are, and I would point out to them 
the results of a generation of the protective policy, which has 
made that people the most prosperous in the world, and the 
richest, gauged by per capita wealth—I mean wealth in its 
highest and best sense. I say to the Senator from Iowa that 
that people have sustained heretofore the policy of protection. 
In this Chamber and in the other they have been represented 
by men who were protectionists, who did not hesitate to vote 
for protective duties; and the time will come, if it is not here 
now, when that people will appreciate, as the other people of 
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the United States will appreciate, the benefits of the doctrine 
of protection and its policy as exemplified in the legislation of 
this Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yielg 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. CUMMINS, Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to say to the Senator from Iowa that 
when the Senator from Rhode Island accepts that invitation 
and they undertake to perform before the people of Iowa; in 
double harness, I hope due notice will be given, because I want 
to come and witness the performance. [Laughter and mapi- 
festations of applause in the galleries.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The occupants of the galleries must 
not indulge in any demonstrations. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I will give the Senator from 
Texas notice if the Senator from Rhode Island will accept my 
invitation and will give me enough notice so that I may com- 
municate it to the Senator from Texas. 

When the Senator from Rhode Island comes to my State, 
he will be able to say nothing for the doctrine of protection 
that I have not said—not so well as he could say it, but a 
thousand times, in every community, in every village, in every 
hamlet of that State—and I expect to acclaim it a thousand 
times more. If the Senator outruns me in zeal and devotion 
for the principle of protection, it is only because the Creator 
has gifted him more highly than he has endowed me. But 
when he stands there with me to attempt to show that these 
duties, or many of these duties, are necessary in order to 
protect the manufacturers of the United States or the laborers 
of the United States, then I shall have an infinite advantage 
over him, because I will be drinking at the fountain of truth, 
and that is more inspiring than the sources of error. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
further to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The people of Iowa in the past have been 
drinking from the fountain of truth; they have heard the 
doctrine of truth from a man who was honored in this body 
by his services of more than thirty years; and I am quite sure 
that the teachings of that man are not forgotten in Iowa even 
at the present moment. 

Mr. President, of course I understand that I should be at a 
great disadvantage in talking to the farmers of Iowa with re- 
gard to protection as compared with the Senator from that 
State. But if protection is of any benefit to the people of any 
country or to any portion of the people of this country, the prin- 
cipal beneficiaries are the farmers and the people with whom 
they are associated. They are, in my judgment, not only the 
principal beneficiaries, but they have been in this country bene- 
ficiaries to an extent which has never been equaled by any class 
of people in any country in the world. 

I remember very well, when I was a boy, hearing about the 
lands in Iowa. Some of the people of my State were very 
largely interested in farm lands in Iowa. They held mort- 
gages on a large quantity of those lands. What has become of 
those mortgages, and what has become of those lands? They 
were then worth from three to five dollars an acre. What are 
they worth to-day? The people of Iowa, the farmers of lowa, 
were then the debtors of the East. What are they to-day’ 
They are furnishing the money that develops the industries of 
the United States, not only of the West and of the Middle West, 
but of every section and part of this country. They are no 
longer the debtors of any class anywhere. They are rich in 
everything which makes people great, and, in my judgment, 
they are not quibbling as to whether the rates of a protective 
tariff are 1 per cent too low or 1 per cent too high. It is the 
great policy of protection which they are supporting and which 
they have ever supported in every presidential election which 
has ever taken place. I do not believe that they will be led ‘0 
the future by any sophistical statement that the rates in this 
bill are not as low as they ought to be to desert the principles 
of protection and to desert the flag of the party that has made 
those principles and that policy possible. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, it is very certain that the 
Republicans of Iowa will not desert their party. You wil! 
always find them in the first rank. In 1896 it was my honor to 
be a member of the Republican national committee during tha‘ 
wonderful, I was about to say immortal, campaign. For three 
months I sat around the council table in Chicago, and I could 
now summon up those faithful spirits if I would, although 
many of them have gone to their last reward. There was Mark 
Hanna, there was Henry Payne, there were a host of others I 
could mention, and there were dark days in that cam)'s?- 
There were days of gloom and doubt and uncertainty. There 
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were days when the skies seemed to lower upon Republican for- 
tunes; and as we sat about that table there were oftentimes 
wouder and speculation. I have heard those men wonder what 
Rhode Island would do; I have heard those men wonder what 
Illinois would de; I have heard them wonder what Ohio would 
do: | have heard them wonder what New York would do in the 
coming election ; bat, thank God, during all those days of stress 
and storm there was never a voice lifted up to ask “ What will 
Iowa do?” She always carries the Republican banner to vic- 
tory, and she always will; and it is not for any Senator here 
to advise me with respect to Republicanism. 

It is not for any Senator here to impugn the loyalty and the 
steadfastness of Iowa Republicans. They are just as firmly at- 
tached to the Republican doctrine of protection as is the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, and they will be at the camp fire 
watching, defending this doctrine of our party when others have 
gone weary to their rest. Do not doubt Iowa Republicanism ; 
nor will Iowa Republicans quibble about 1 per cent or 2 per 
cent or 3 per cent. They are not nice and critical with respect 
to protective duties. But they do want the doctrine of their 
platform fairly and honestly enforced, and they will have it en- 
forced, for I believe that the conscience and the judgment of 
the American people are with them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
further? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I, too, remember the campaign of 1896, 
and the events which led up to it. I remember, because I was 
here, the adoption of the tariff act of 1890, known as the 
“McKinley bill.” I remember the opposition which came to that 
pill from all over the country, that the Republicans in Con- 
gress had violated the principles of their party by advancing 
duties beyond a reasonable height. The criticisms which were 
made upon the MeKinley bill, of the same nature as those 
which are now being made upon this bill, drove the Republican 
party into defeat. Major McKinley was defeated. He was 
defeated in his own district—a Republican district. I think 
there were but 88 Republican Members of the House. The 
others were defeated on account of the misrepresentations, the 
palpable misrepresentations, of the character of the MeKinley 
Act. 

What happened? The stone which the builders rejected 
became the headstone of the corner, and William McKinley, on 
account of his devotion to the great principles of protection, 
and on account of his connection with that much-maligned act 
of 1890, was elected President of the United States, and the 
policy which these gentlemen had talked about as presenting 
high rates of duty, this policy, which was rejected by reformers 
of all classes, became the principle and the policy of the Ameri- 
can people; and in my judgment they will never be led to desert 
it by any class of reformers misrepresenting the nature of pro- 
tective legislation and its results. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to 
say just here that no presidential nomination or election is in- 
volved in this tariff bill, as there was in the McKinley bill. 





Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Texas and his friends | 


are correct, and if these gentlemen are correct in their prognos- 


tications, this bill is to lead to the defeat of the Republican 


party, on account of the excessive rates of duties; and it ought 
to lead to the defeat of the Republican party if it is true that 
the rates imposed by this act are excessive. 


Mr. BAILEY. But the Senator from Rhode Island said that | 


act resulted in the defeat of Mr. McKinley and his subsequent 
nomination and election to the Presidency. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 


Mr. BAILEY. And I do not want him to lay that sort of a | 


flattering unction to his soul with respect to this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh! [Laughter.] 

Mr, BAILEY. While I am on my feet, I will correct the his- 
tory of the Senator from Rhode Island. William McKinley 
Was not defeated in a Republican district. They said the State 
had been gerrymandered, and that he had been put in a Demo- 
cratic district. And he was beaten by as brave and true an 
Irishman as ever came from the ould sod. 

Mr, ALDRICH. But in the-next election that district was 
carried by MeKinley overwhelmingly. 

' Mr. BAILEY. But he then ran for governor, and he had the 
State for his constituency. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But he carried the precise district by a 
large majority, showing while there may be temporary aberra- 
tions in the minds of certain parts of the American people, in 


a they are all right and their ultimate judgment is 
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Mr. BAILEY. And when I look on the other side, I think the 
permanent aberrations are sometimes very great. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 

Mr. DICK. In order that the truth of history may be pre- 
served, I will intrude a few brief observations. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not yield for a speech. 

Mr. BAILEY. For observations. 

Mr. CUMMINS. If yield for any correction the Senator from 
Ohio may desire to make. 

Mr. DICK. It will be very brief, and strictly in the nature of 
correction. 

In the first place, I, too, sat at the council table of the na- 
tional committee with the Senator from Iowa; and while we 
may have had some concern about the result of the election in 
certain States, the faith that was in us of ultimate success was 
due as much to the belief that the people would sustain the 
protective policy as that we were right upon the question of the 
gold standard. 

As to the election in the McKinley district 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I have said nothing about 
the election in the McKinley district. 

Mr. DICK. No; but I was trying to correct the Senator from 
Texas. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I hope the Senator will take some other 
occasion to do that. It is enough to correct me. 

Mr. DICK. I will desist if the Senator declines to yield. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. I am the only subject of correction 
here. 

Mr. President, we have wandered far afield in this matter. 
The Senator from Rhode Island has simply repeated now what 
he has attempted a score of times in this debate. He endeavors 
to draw attention from the application of the principle to the 
principle itself. I understand, I believe, the doctrine of pro- 
tection. I may not understand its application as well as does 
the Senator from Rhode Island, but I understand the principle 
just as well as he does, and I am just as devoted an advocate 
of it and defender for it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Just a moment. I was expecting the 
Senator or some other Senator to mention one fact in this en- 
gaging and dramatic review of the history of the campaign of 
1896, in which we are now led to believe that the determining 
and controlling question was protection. My recollection, which 
may be entirely erroneous, was that the money question, the 
question of sound money, was the great issue in the campaign 
of 1896; and I wanted to ask the Senator from Iowa whether 
I was right or not. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If the Senator from Iowa will per- 
mit me, I should like to suggest to the Senator from Indiana—— 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield, under compulsion. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That it was the absence of money 
in the campaign of 1896. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I did not catch the remark. Will you re- 
peat the remark? I did not hear it. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I dislike very much to repeat it. I 
will repeat it privately. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Repeat it for my benefit. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It will be in the Recorp. I merely 
| said, in answer to the Senator from Indiana, that my impression 
| was that it was the absence of money—— 
| Mr. BAILEY. On our side. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The American people did not have 
| 
| 














any of it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Yes. I can understand now the disinclina- 
tion to repeat it. I thought you had made some serious remark. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, no—— 

Mr. CUMMINS. I beg your pardon, because I did not 
hear it. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Texas says, 
“on their side.” He ought to know, for he was one of the 
men who voted for the legislation that brought about the 
hard times in this country that year. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Now, I suppose I will be expected to yield 
to the Senator from Texas to defend himself. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is not worth while. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. CUMMINS. I desire to return to the subject—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Just one word. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I suggest to the Senator from Indiana—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Disregarding the humorous turn this 
discussion has taken, I wish to go back to the serious and 
forcible illustration drawn so well by the Senator from Rhode 
Island with respect to the campaign of 1896. He would have 
us believe it was upon the question of protection. As a matter 
of fact, we all know that that great campaign was fought out 
upon what we believed to be the issue of sound money. 

I took an inconspicuous part in that campaign, and I remem- 
ber very well at the beginning of it we were instructed— 
although some of us would not obey—to talk about protection, 
because we all agreed upon that, and not to talk about the 
money question, because we were divided upon it, and the people 
would not listen to the first and demanded to be talked to about 
the latter. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to help 
keep the history of things straight? I remember, whatever was 
the issue of the campaign, that the Republican-elected President 
called Congress in extraordinary session to deal with the tariff 
question. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Indiana, who is 
usually accurate and for whom I have the highest respect, cer- 
tainly does not propose seriously to minimize the effect of the 
tariff legislation of the Democratic party which preceded the 
campaign of 1896. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course I do not, Mr. President; but 
that is not the point. I recognize that as fully as does the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, and have used much physical energy in a 
small way upon the stump in enforcing that view. What I was 
pointing out here was that the Senator from Rhode Island in 
his extremely clever turning of this thing was leaving us all 
upon record as having fought the campaign of 1896 upon the 
question of protection, when, as a matter of fact, we all know 
that that campaign was fought out upon the question of free 
silver, 16 to 1, as against what we called “ sound money.” 

Mr. BAILEY and others addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Will some one yield to me for a moment? 
[ Laughter. ] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa has the 
floor. Does he yield, and to whom? 

Mr. CUMMINS. 
on his feet. 


Mr. BAILEY. The one sentence which has survived that | 
campaign and all its other memories is McKinley’s famous | 
sentence, “ Let us open the mills instead of the mints.” 

Mr. CUMMINS. They are both right. They are all right | 
and all wrong; partly right and partly wrong. I know what | 
the campaign of 1896 was, and you all will remember it in a | 
moment when I tell you that the Republican charge was that | 
the tariff bill of 1894 had brought on these adverse times and 
that the only way to restore prosperity was to enact the gold | 
standard and pass a protective tariff law. That was the cam- | 
paign of 1896. | 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think it was. It was both the money | 
question and the tariff question. What is the use to endeavor 
to turn the campaign into either of these channels alone? ‘The | 
Republican party was just as much wedded to protection as | 
it was to sound money. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me here? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator willing to admit that the | 
defeat of the Republican party in 1892 was owing to the mis- | 
representations of the enemies of protection as to the character 
of the act of 1890? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am not willing to admit that. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do, for a moment. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will not the Senator admit this: 
That the Democratic party was responsible for the tariff legis- 
lation from 1894 until the passage of the Dingley law, and when 
times did begin to get hard and employment became scarce, 
instead of their admitting the cause of our distress they actually 
urged the American people to turn from low tariff and a lack 
of industrial employment to the coining of silver free? So, 
whether that was the issue or whether the tariff was the issue, 


I yield to the Senator from Texas, who is | 


| statement. 
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the Senator from Iowa knows that the Democratic party stoog 
for another free thing, namely, the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me? 

Mr. CUMMINS. ‘This very delightful—— 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Republican council—— 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. Yes; gladly. Tell them all about it. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to remind the Senator from Iowa that 
all this talk is about dead issues. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have not had time to say so. 

Mr. NELSON. “Let the dead past bury its dead.” ‘The 
living question is the duty on hides and uppers and shoes, 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am not willing to narrow the issue quite 
so much as is indicated by the Senator from Minnesota, nor ain 
I desirous at this time of rediscussing the campaign of 181; 
but I wish to eall the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island to the fact that I am a better Republican than he, if he 
believes what he stated before he wandered off into these hy- 
paths of history. He said that if the people of this country be- 
lieved that the duties of this bill were too high they should turn 
the Government of this country over to the Democratic party. 
Have I quoted him correctly or incorrectly? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said if the duties were excessive. That is 
what I said, and I repeat it. If the Senator from Iowa and 
those who are acting with him in this respect are correct, and 
if this bill levies duties upon the people of the United States 
which are excessive, then they ought to vote with the Senator 
from Iowa to displace the Republican party from power and put 
tariff reformers in their places. 

Mr. CUMMINS. That is precisely what I have understood 
to be the position of the Senator from Rhode Island from the 
first. I differ with him radically and emphatically. Because I 
believe the duties of this bill are too high I shall not therefore 
vote to install any Democrat in office, for this bill is better than 
any tariff bill which can be composed upon the doctrine of a tar- 
iff for revenue only. 

I have made my fight, and I intend to make it, within the 
ranks of the Republican party. I shall do whatsoever lies in 
my power to return every Republican candidate to ottice, 
whether in the State of Iowa or elsewhere, but at the same time 


| I shall endeavor to send him here under commission to see to it 
| that these duties express fairly, truly, and honestly the Repub- 


lican doctrine, and not some exaggerated dream of the Repub- 


| liean doctrine. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Iowa misunderstands my 
I know that the Senator from Iowa considers these 
duties excessive. I said if the American people should conclude 
that these duties were excessive. I hope the Senator sees the 
distinction. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not. I am so obtuse that I do not see 
the difference. Of course I understand the sarcasm of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. I appreciate the difference between 
the junior Senator from Iowa and the people of the United 
States, which I suppose is the difference he intended to empha- 
size. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, Mr. President, not quite that. I meant 
to say that in my judgment this bill by its virtues and by its 


| merits will satisfy the American people in the very near future 


that its rates are not excessive. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have so dear a regard for the fortunes of 
the Republican party, for the welfare of the people of tlie 
United States, that I can hope with the Senator from Bhode 
Island that I am mistaken, and that the people will enter judg- 
ment against my views. But I do not believe that the Ke- 
publican voters of the United States will reach the conc usion 
that these duties are properly adjusted. I do-not believe they 
will regard these duties as the fulfillment of the promises we 
made in the Chicago platform, and I do believe that with a voice 
that no Senator dare disobey, no Representative dare disobey, 
in the near future we will be required to readjust some of tlie 
inequalities, and remove some of the injustices from tis 
measure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From whom does the Senator from low? 
expect that mandate? From the great majority of the Re)ub- 
lican party? From the people who represent it in this Chamber 
and in the House of Representatives and in the executive chair: 
Or does he expect it from a minority, respectable and able and 
conscientious? Who is to give this mandate for a change | 
this act and for revision downward to an extent that will! satisly 
the Senator from Iowa? Whence will come the word? Wi!! '! 
come from the great majority of the Republican party, stretched 
across from California to Maine, or will it come from a cuss 








1909. 







of conscientious, theoretical, if you will permit the term, re- 
‘formers? 
| Mr. CUMMINS, Misguided. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, I will not say misguided, because I ad- 
mire the consistency of the Senator from Iowa. I have had 
occasion several times on this floor to say that I honor a man 
who believes that low tariffs are better than high tariffs, and 
who has the courage, as a Republican, to say so against the 
opinions and the wishes and the judgment of the great majority 
of his party. 

I onal a man who has the courage to stand up in the Sen- 
ate of the United States and say that the great mass of his party 
are mistaken; that the President of the United States is mis- 
taken, and this bill is a delusion and a sham; that we are the 
misguided people who are voting for what we understand to 
be the policy of the Republican party, a policy upon which the 
people of the United States have set the seal of approval many 
‘and many a time from 1856 to the last convention that was held, 
and, in my judgment, upon which they will continue to set their 
seal of approval in the future. 

No: I am not mistaken about the Senator from Iowa. I 
know that he has on every field and on every occasion sought 
to indoctrinate the people. he represents and the people of the 
whole country with his idea that tariffs should be reduced; that 
low tariffs are necessary for the benefit of the people of the 
United States. I honor him for his courage, but I ask him as 
a Republican and as a protectionist to give to those of us who 
disagree with him the right to our opinions and to our judg- 
ments; and if we remain as we are, the representatives of the 
great majority of the American people, then I ask him to sub- 
mit, if he will, to the will of the majority. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am grateful for the expression of confi- 
dence in my motives. I began this address, which should have 
come to an end long ago, with the statement that I granted to 
every Senator the very same measure of honesty that I claim 
for myself. I have never at any time impugned or challenged 
the motive of any Senator in this body. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, I am sure that is so. I understand that, 
and I realize it; and I realize, also, that I have intruded upon 
this debate to a much greater length than I should have done, 
and I apologize to the Senator from Iowa for that intru- 
sion, 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I am neither a high-tariff 
man nor a low-tariff man. It is as unfair to term those of my 
belief low-tariff men as it would be to term the Senator from 
Rhode Island a high-tariff man. I am for just the right tariff, 
whether it is low or whether it is high. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. For protection. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Iam for the duties that will protect the inter- 
ests of the United States and the markets of the United States, 
and I am not for a single unnecessary duty upon anything what- 
ever, because I believe that it is an instrument of evil and is 
simply the forerunner of disaster for the American people. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether I represent the majority 
of the Republicans of the United States in sentiment or not, but 
I believe that I do. I believe that a majority of them hold the 
opinions that I have been attempting so inadequately to express, 
and they are loyal protectionists. They have not yet lifted up 
their voices in sufficient volume and with sufficient directness 
to penetrate these legislative halls, but they will. They will 
find some way to make Senators understand their conception of 
protection; and when they do, I doubt not that every Senator 
here will yield implicit obedience to this direction of the only 
sovereign recognized under the flag of America. 

So, I close my debate with the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Fortunately I had completed my review of these schedules, save 
the one upon print paper and the one embracing sundries. In 
print paper we have reduced the duty from $6 to $3.75 per ton. 
I hope my belief will be found illy based, but I believe that 
after the 31st day of next March print paper will bear a duty 
of more than $13 a ton instead of $3.75 a ton, for I can not see 
how it will be possible for the President of the United States 
to relieve those Provinces of Canada from which we receive im- 
portations of print paper from the operation of the maximum 
tariff, or the regular tariff, which is 25 per cent ad valorem 
added to the duties we have now prescribed. I do not say it 
iS not possible, but it seems to me probable that this will be 
true after the 31st day of next March. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, Canada can relieve the 
Situation, of course, whether the President can or not. 

Mr. CUMMINS, If the President can say on the 31st of next 
March that the trade relations between the United States and 
( anada are reciprocally fair and reasonable; that there are no 
discriminating duties or bounties or impositions or restrictions 
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of any sort, then he can give Canada and her Provinces the 
benefit of our minimum tariff, and otherwise not. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. CUMMINS. So, Mr. President, I close my review of this 


bill. I intend to fight just as hard, just as persistently, just as 
zealously for the Republican party in the future as I have done 


in the past. I hope that it will be as brilliantly successful in 
the future as in the past; but I never shall forego for a single 
moment my right to point out the errors of the party to which 
I belong, or intermit my efforts to bring it to the position which 
I think it ought to occupy. 

Thus I have, and at vastly greater length than I expected, 
given the reasons why as a Republican I intend to vote against 
the conference report, and to give the world notice, in so far as 
I can, that, while I shall always defend the principle that under- 
lies this tariff bill, I shall never attempt to excuse what I 
believe to be its mistakes and excesses. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I have a little business which I 


deem it proper to attend to now. I shall therefore not expatiate 
about the tariff. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricu], 


who is chairman of the Finance Committee, made some state- 
ment in reply to my allegation that the Democrats who occupied 
a place on the committee of conference had been promised a full 
day to examine this bill and to make their statement before it 
was reported. 

I renew the allegation that they were promised a full day. 
In the statement he said that I was the only one of the con- 
ferees who was dissatisfied with what they had done. As soon 
as I took my seat the Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILey] arose 
and stated that I was right in what I said as to the facts, and 
announced his own concurrence with me as to the law. So that 
all of the Democratic conferees except the absent one, the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Money], stated what I have stated; 
and before that Senator left for Mississippi he told me that he 
also concurred as to the law as I have laid it down. 

As to the facts, the chairman of the committee stated that on 
the evening of Thursday, on the morning of which day the Sen- 
ator from Texas and myself appeared as conferees, his secretary 
had notified the Democratic conferees in person. I have seen 
the secretary of the Finance Committee, Mr. Shelton, and he 
refutes that statement of the Senator from Rhode Island, and 
tells me that he himself communicated, not carried, the notifica- 
tion by phone; that he called the phone office in the Capitol 
and my office in the annex. So, before we were notified at 9 
a. m. Friday, the day after the conference concluded, that bill— 
concerning which we had the faithful and honorable promise of 
a day—had gone to the House of Representatives and was 
swiftly presented and considered therein. 

It is needless for me to prolong the controversy; it would be 
vain; but I wish to tell the Senate that in their acquiescence 
in the exclusion of their own Members, whom they appointed 
and in effect ordered to attend this committee and deliver their 
judgment, they have left the Constitution of this country pros- 
trate. Whatever offenses may be in this tariff bill are small 
compared to this abandonment and desertion of public duty 
in the capital of this country. As sure as truth lives and just 
as sure as the American people respect their free Constitution 
and stand ‘ready to defend it, just as sure will this desertion 
and abandonment of it be overturned. I may not live to see 
it, but I believe that I will, and I shall stand to my guns as 
long as I live, as I have ever stood for that which I believe to be 
the law and the Constitution of the Government that I serve. 

It is pedantry and it is picayunish to attempt to defend the 
Republican conferees by saying that the Democrats did the same 
thing. I have no knowledge of that. The Senator from Rhode 
Island says that it has always been usual for their course of 
procedure to be practiced. 

Mr. President, I do not confine myself to being opposed to 
what some Democrats. have favored. I have stood in this 
Chamber and opposed with all my might what some Demo- 
crats favored. If they call themselves Democrats and did what 
the Republican committee, with the supine acquiescence of the 
Senate, has done, they did un-Democratic things; and I would 
oppose them if I were present or had an opportunity to oppose 
them just as quickly as I would oppose any man here. 

An honest obedience to the oath to support the Constitution, 
to obey the rules of the Senate, to well and truly administer 
the law, is no party question, and it can not become a party 
question as long as men are sincere and true and honest to 
their trust. 

Some one asked me why I praised the Senator from Rhode 
Island day before yesterday for his courtesy and for his kind- 
ness. I replied, because I knew that he had been courteous 
and that he had been kind. If he had trampled upon me more 
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than he did, I should never be forced to say what was untrue 
about him or refuse to allow him the credit of the virtues 
which he has displayed. 

When I was a patron of the Jamestown exposition bill in 
his body and asking a liberal appropriation, the matter for a 
time halted, languishing in both the House and the Senate. 
Senator Atpricu, of Rhode Island, and Senator Crane, of 
Massachusetts, whose States were of the old thirteen im the 
Revolution, came to the assistance of the Virginia Senators, and 
ere long a unanimous vote in the Senate was obtained for 
the measure. With much kind assistance in other quarters, I 
can say that without their help the measure would in all like- 
lihood have failed. Apart from other courtesies and con- 
siderations received, these things alone entitle these gentle- 


men to the lasting gratitude of my colleague and myself, and | 


have received it. 

A Republican orator stated before the Republican conven- 
tion that I had declared that I was a protectionist and had 
asked favors of a Republican Congress. There was not a word 
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of truth in the statement, but I can understand how he was 
fooled, if he did say it, and therefore I shall apply no epi- 
thet to him. The Democratic papers of Virginia which had 
Republican correspondents here knew so little about their party 
and so little about me that some of them said so. In that 
ease the Democratic papers were first beguiled by Republican 
correspondents, and they passed their beguilement to Repub- 
licans in turn. Falsehood travels on swift feet; truth follows 
on a leaden heel; but when she does strike, she strikes with 
a fearless heart and with an iron hand. She will catch up, 
even though she be as slow as the Democratic party is to com- 
ing by its own. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to put into the Recorp the cotton 
schedule. I will not stop te recite it. The peeple will have 
plenty of time to study it and plenty of time to feel it. I hope 
that permission may be granted me, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request of 
the Senator from Virginia will be granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Schedule I.—Cotton manufactures. 


Im for consumption, 


year ending June 30, 1907. Rates of duty under— 


Para- 
aph 
of H. R. 
1438. 


Classification of present law (act of 1897). 


Quantity. | Value. Present law. | Conference report. 





I 
313 | Cotton thread and carded yarn, etc.: 
Not colored, bleached, or dyed; numbers up to and including— Not less than 15 
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cent. 
o> cents per pound, 


BRR x 
B258228 


“<= 


5 





Sea 
ee 


eeSeop8 Bor 


See SSBRSSER8 | 
SssessRsenssessssssssssss 


2. 
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d. 
19 cents per pound. 
20 cents per pound. 
24 cents per pound. 


26 cents per pound. 
28 cents per pound. 


Not less than 20 cent. 
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Colored, bleached, dyed, ete.— 
a upt o including 20 
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7} cents per pound. 
7) cents per pound. 
-| 8} cents per pound. 
‘ cents per pound. 
cents per pound. 
cents per pound. 
cents per pound. 
-| 10} cents per pound. 
ie cents per pound. 
163 cents per pound. 
$15 | Cloth: 
Not exceeding 50 threads to the square inch— 
Valued over 7 cents and not over 9 cents per square yard, 
not bleached, dyed, or colored sq. yds. . 
Bleached, valued over 16 cents per square yard..sq. yds-. 
Not exceeding 100 threads to the square inch, etc.— 
Not bleached, dyed, or colored, valued over 10 cents and 
not over 124 cents sq. yds.. 17,446. 00 
Bleached, valued over 12 cents and not over 15 cents, 


square yards 76, 106. 00 
Dyed or colored, valued over 174 cents and not over 20 
cents per square yard . yds..| 1,434,808.00| 250,245. 15 
Exceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 threads to square ian 
Not dyed, bleached, colored, ete.— 
Exceeding 6 and not exceeding 8 square yards to the 
pound sq. yds. . 60,154. 00 
Valued over 10 and not over 124 cents per square 
yard sq. yds..| 161,879.00 
Bleached, valued over 15 and not over 16 cents per square 
ard sq, yds. .| 2,939,033. 83 
20 cents 
SPC. isco O6Ssavscs cusauceeduetetves sq. yds..| 3,689,008. 68 


16,274. 00 | 


24 cents square yard. 
5,149. 00 ot 


7 cents per square yard. 


1 cent per square yard. 

1} cents per square yard. 

4cents per square yard. 

5 cents per square yard. 
30 per cent...............--.«....| 7 cents per square yard. 
316 
5,601. 00 
20,028. 00 
465, 521. 00 
1,536, 902. 46 


2}-cents per square yard.........| J cents per square yard. 
30 per cent.............. eoeees-.| 4 cents per square yard. 
35 Per CONt~.neecceveeeeseseecees| 6} Cents per square yard. 
35 Percent. .......cevecescceeee| Scents per square yard. 
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Imports for consumption, 








= Classification of present law (act of 1897). 
fH. R. 
. 1438. Quantity. 
—— 
Cloth—Continued. 
317 Exceeding 150 and not over 200 threads to square inch— 
Not bleached, dyed, etc., valued over 124 and not over 14 
cents per square itsietitsdbatebdesennesd sq. yds. 47,475. 50 
Bleached, Ged over 16 and not over 20 cents per square 
ESRC Et sq. ya yds. .| 7,219,226. 48 
Dyed, ¢ ne ate. valued over 17 and not over ts | 
Siti ge Det h nena dk conn sq. _ -|15,298, 053. 70 
318 Exceeding 200 200 and not exceeding 300 threads to the square 
Not Seams, dyed, ote valued at over 14 and not o- 
16 cents per square yard....................... sq. ¥' 226, 517.77 
ee an at over 16 but not over 20 cents . ; 
nepkutindtidlitnn anaes cates vgmathe sade sq. yds..| 2, 420, 385. 93 
Dyed, colored, ete., valued at over 20 and not over 25 
uare yard adisadidelindaaestinaciees sq. yds..| 6,640, 862. 00 
319 Busine threads to the square inch— 
— ed, ae at over 20 and not over 25 cents 
pene met s chtin Seatbeateovastdecenebhde danas sq. ¥ 45, 666. 15 
Dyed, lored, ete., valued at over 25 cents wr comeee, 
re ite actin mbit titted w Meeutilhiilin: tin dilate yds..) 444,606.75 
323 | Cotton ~~ in which the ord warp and fill itireads| Lr a 
figure, ete., whether known as lapets or o 
Exceeding and not over 100 0 threads to the square inch— 
Not dyed, etc., not exceeding 6 square yards 
to the pound, valued at more than 7 cents ——— 
Sil lnitansmkhendinerstotirdtbe sonnduvimaees iq. ¥' 225. 00 
Exceeding 9 square yards to the pound, valued at more 
than 7 cents per square yard ................. sq. yds. . 8,272. 00 
Dyed, —* ete., not exceeding 6 square vote to 
Ls , Valued at more than 7 cots per square 
ie ats aati ah cin ei etnies hivindn we sq. yds... 601. 00 
Not sara 100 threads to the square inch— 
Not bleached, dyed, etc., valued at over 7 cents per square 
WE tickhon6adsieotlcatetdsasehtscastintdiads sq.y 499, 757. 33 
Bleached, valued over 9cents per square yard....sq. yds..| 577,870.50 
Dyed, colored, etc., valued over 12 cents per square 
i icctdncundindignths ihintiinhbemiuceateaibned sq. yds..| 1,191, 497. 09 
Bens 100 and not exceeding 150 threads to the square 
not bleached, dyed, ete., not exceeding 4 square yards 
Ag pound, valued 2 ee eee ee 1098 
SO Se eSceccccceescesccacsocccceccosessseses $s be 
Ed wceding 4 square yards and not exceeding 6 square 
— pound, valued more than 7 cents per — paes 
dh wnnoc cnhesb alec ceqndinthdcvsedsbenbecd sq. y 70. 
valued over 9 cents per square yard............. sq. yds..| 167,325.50 
Bleached, exceeding 8 square yards to the pound, valued | 
over 11 cents per square yard................ sq. yds..| 1,456,995. 10 
Dyed, colored, etc., exceeding 8 square yards to the 
pound, valued over 12} cents per square yard..sq. yds..| 381,696.00 
Rene 150.and not exceeding 200 threads to the square 
ot bleached, dyed, etc., valued over 10 cents per square 
Tis dup s4sandemnséedanedanwenamaipnstesinigede sq. yds.. 1,608. 00 
Bleached, exceeding 4 and not exceeding 6 square yards 
to the pound— | 
Valued more than 7 cents per square yard....sq. yds.. 5,060. 00 | 
Valued over 12 cents per square yard........ sq. yds..| 573,542.00 
Dyed, colored, etc., exceeding 44 and not exceeding 6 
umes yards to the pound— 
alued at more than 7 cents per square —: -8q. : 54. 00 
Valued over 12} cents per square yard...... 58 , 467. 00 
Exceeding 200 but not exceeding 300 threads to square inch 
Not bleached, dyed, etc., valued over 12}cents = square 
ete tts. eae dente abet chedqns q. yds.. 151.00 
Bleached, valued over 15 cents per square yard..sq. yds.. 13, 082. 00 
Dyed, colored, etc., valued over 17} cents per square 
NE icheveesceccvesddeebddeccceéescescs sq. yds.. 11, 818. 00 | 
Exceeding 300 threads to square inch— 
Dyed, colored, etc., valued over 20 cents per square 
DECREE M dc cdnvetcesdebacteccntedens deceased sq. yds... 1, 196. 50 
Cotton cloth, mercerized or subjected to any similar process. .....!.............. 
324 | Outside garments ha rubber as a component material... .Ibs. 868. 42 


328 | Stockings hose, and half hose, selvedged, 
Valued not more than $1 per dozen 


Valued more than $1 and not more than $1.50 per dozen 


ned, ete.: 


| 2, 449, 277. 67 
1, 155, 693. 75 
| 1,330, 226. 67 


| 


Valued more than $2 and not more than $2.50 per dozen 


oofees 








year ending June 30, 1907. 


Value. 


$6,171. 50 
1,242,235. 17 


be 
| 


2,751,271. 98 | 40 per cent 


36,229. 60 | 40 per cent 
483, 961. 94 40 per cent 
| 


1, 443, 233. 00 | 


10, 627. 55 | 40 per cent 


118, 977. 58 | 


18.00 | 3} cents per square yard 


700. 00 | 


75.00 | 43 cents per square yard 


68, 505. 00 
80, 837. 00 


220, 244. 00 


5.00 | 34 cents per square yard 
i 


32. 00 | 
24,729.00 | 30 per cent plus 2 cents per 


293,809.00 | 35 per cent plus 2 cents per 


82,117.00 35 per cent plus 2 cents 


249. 00 35 per cent plus 2 cents 


| 25 percent plus 2 cents per square 


Rates of duty under— 





Present law. Conference report. 
ia cnnneneneeniann 53 cents per square yard. 
PEGs addtcicdieiséecuies | 8 cents per square yard. 


8 cents per square yard. 


63 cents per square yard. 


| 8 cents per square yard. 


40 per cent 11} cents per square yard, 


yard. 


124 cents per square yard. 


11} cents per square y 


40 per cent 


4} cents per square yard. 


32 cents per square yard......... | 44 cents per square yard. 


| 5} cents per square yard. 


25 ee plus2 cents persquare| 7 cents per square yard. 
yard. 
7 cents per square yard. 
yard. 





30 percent plus 2 cents per square | 94 cents per square yard. 


yard. 


| 10 cents per square yard. 


| | 
4cents per square yard 62 cents per square yard. 
84 cents per square yard. 


square yard. 


12 cents per square yard. 
| square yard. 

per | 12 cents per square yard. 
| square yard. 


84 cents per square yard. 
| square yard. 





642.00 | 6 cents per square yard.......... 74 cents per square yard. 
122,078.00 | 35 per cent plus 2 cents per | 12 cents per square yard. 
' square yard. 
7.00 | 62 cents per square yard......... 8 cents per square yard. 
14, 203. 00 | | 40 per cent plus 2 cents per | 12 cents per square yard. 
40. 00 | 40 per cent plus 2 cents per | 12cents per square yard. 
square yard. 
3,270. 00 | 40 per cent plus 2 cents per | 13} cents per square yard. 
square yard. 
3,372.02 | 40 per cent plus 2 cents per | 144 cents per square yard. 


431.(0 | 40 per cent plus 2 cents per 


| 2,350,249. 77 


1,600, 634. 75 
2, 557, 341. 40 


square yard. 


144 cents per square yard. 
square yard. 


pt ee 1 cent per square yard addi- 
tional. 

15cents per pound and 50 percent) 50 per cent. 

50cents per dozen and 15 percent | 70 cents per dozen and 15 per 
cent. 

60 cents per dozen and 15 percent | 85cents per dozen and 15 per 


cent. 
90 cents per dozen and 15 per 
cent. 


70 cents per dozen and 15 percent 
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Schedule I—Cotton manufactures—Continued. 


lorem under— Comparison of revenue, 


aeRO ARREARS Dee 


| Equivalent ad va- 
| 
Amount of— 


Classification of present law (act of 1897). under pres- 


ent law under confer- | 


ence report. | Present 
law. 


313 | Cotton thread and carded yarn, ete.— 


Not colored, bleached, or dyed; numbers up to and interna Per cent. | Per cent. 
i, ii. at's a> 6uaeess tease cenbabanbasenseenedensaamenneln »S. 
No. 

Se ae ere sdabincss ities oskcadeniliednidih tate lbs... 


¢ 
Fes 
a 
re 
88} 


© 
— 
a 
-_ 


. A - 
SSSRSSSSNSNEES 
Se BSEIase 
BRSSRNSSSSSERSENSERER 


z 


sino 


ESRREBBERRASES RS 


gees 


eh ak 
He BeRpeSeSeBesesRsess& 


aR 
SE 
sipeee 


Se28 82s 
ys 


= 
& 


Colored, bleached, dyed, ete.— 
Numbers up to including batethidisineokicheanaaale Ibs... 


prasad 
TSREES 
Ba 
Bree 

z 


23; 
8 


to 
_ 
Px 
SK 


~_ 
BR 

ae 

a 

© 

-_ 

© 


Srnreeren 
ghee: 
RESERSSSSSBSEERS 


Pre 
tim 


ae 


1, 
2,70 
9 


3 
ssenseeessee 


oo | 
Com 
exe 

-_ 
= 
oon 

—_— 

eS 





BSSSSSSSSSBSSESSS BE 
SS8SS8SSSSSSsssess 


28 


315 | Cloth: 
Not exceeding 50 | threads to the square inch— 
Valued over 7 cents and not over 9 cents per square yard, not 
bleached, dyed, or colored........................- sq. yds.. 
Bleached, valued over 16 cents per square yard.... 
Not exceeding 100 tele to the square inch, etc.— 
Not bleac , or colored, valued over 10 cents and not 
over 12} ae eres ES ee sq. yds.. . 6,041, 64 
Bleached, valued over 12 cents and not over 15 cents. .sq. yds... 26, 204. 83 
Dyed or colored, valued over 174 cents and not over 20 cents 
rer ar ay sq. yds.. 77. 107,610.60 
Exceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 threads to square inch— 
Not dyed, bleached, colored, ete.— 
Exceeding 6 and not exceeding 8 square y ne - the 
pound yds.. , 503. 1,804. 62 
Valued over 10 and not over 12} cents per canase "yank, 


square yard 6, 008. 40 7,082.21 
ee valued over 15 and not over 16 cents per square 


Sid chads biniebietaidnteltia ten imess Raitt dt naa aoa sq. yds..| 162,932.35 191, 037.20 
Dye colored, ete., valued over 17 and not over 36 ‘canta 


uare yard -8q. yds..| 537,880.87 695, 120. 69 
Enxcecding 50 and not over 200 threads to square inch— 
Not bleached, dyed, etc., valued over 124 and not over 14 
cents re NN nn nd cnintoratesianivansnesss sq. yds.. 2,160. 03 2,611. 53 
a ued over 16 and not over 20 cents - square 
ard q.yds..| 434,782.53] 577,833.12 5. ‘ 143, 055.59 
Dyed, colored, ete., valued over 17 and not over 20 cents 
per square yard gq. yds..} 1,100, 508.79 | 1,223,844. 30 be 123, 335. 51 
Exceeding 200 and not exceeding 300 threads to the cnmage se 
Not bleached, a etc., valued at over 14 and not over 16 


cents pe y. yds.. 14, 491. 84 14, 723.65 
“ hed, valued at over 16 but not over 20 cents per square 


ard sq. yds..| 193,584.78} 193,630.87 
Dyed, colored, ete., valued at over 20 and not over 25 cents 


uare yard. in nputiagad tbh ee nhee teens oweeesede sq. yds..| 577,293.19 747, 096. 98 
Exceedin 200 threads to the uare inch— 


Bleached, valued at over 20 and not over 25 cents per square 


DE cdectensstsiabasdssh avindebhebesssetesnesscedl q. yds.. 4,251.02 5, 137. 44 
Dy me outered, etc., valued at over 25 cents per saage yard, 
47,591.03 55, 575. 84 


823 | Cotton cloth t in nwhich t the ordinary warp and filling threads form a fig- 
| ure, ete., whether known as lapets or otherwise: 
Exceeding 50 and not over 100 threads to the square inch— 
Not bleached, dyed, etc., not exceeding 6 square yards to the 
pound, valued at more than 7 cents per square 


BB 


eA 
ed 
as 


BB 
e2 
n- 


- 


yar: sq. yds 

Exceeding 9 square yards to the pound, valued at oo han 
7 cents per square yard . yds.. 

Dyed, colored, etc., not exceeding 6 square yards to the pound, 
valued at more than 7 cents per square yard sq. yds.. 
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Schedule I.—Cotton manufactures—Continued. 





Equivalent ad va- 























lorem under— | Comparison of revenue. 
Para- Revenue ae ier Mende: Rektatmianams ee ae 
graph Classification of present law (act of 1897). under pres» | .. .derconfer- Amount of 
of H. R. ent law. mene ae Confer- 
1438. ence report. | Present | “once St 
law. report | De- ACTeASE. | crease. 
ae. } Increase. leveens 
} 
—_—_—_— j ee ee ee a - —- 
323 . Cotton cloth in which the ordinary warp and filling threads form a fig- 
ure, ete., whether known as lapets or otherwise—Continued. 
Not exceeding 100 threads to the square inch— | 
Not bleached, dyed, ete., valued at over 7 cents per square Per cent. | Per cent. | Per cent. Per et. 
Dt aiicetit Mis du cdnehiciies saatvhe chebdebabeEaese sq. yds..| $27,121.42 $34,983.01 | 39. 59 51.07 | $7,861.59 |........ 29. O1 
Bleached, valued over 9 cents per square yard....... sq. yds.. 31, 766. 66 40, 450. 94 | 39. 30 50. 04 6 4 7 ae 27.31 
Dyed colored, ete., valued over 12 ‘cents per square 
UAL oils 14d ab endhs ope ssibbazesgebadababinesd . yds... 89, 903. 13 113, 192. 22 40. 83 51.39 | 23,280.00 |........ 26. 02 
Exceeding 100, and not exceeding 150 threads to the square inch— | 
Not bleached, dyed, etc., not exceeding 4 square yards to the 
pound, valued more than 7 cents per square yard. .sq. yds... .57 1.63 | 11. 40 32.60 BDF ccceves SRO Riis cscs 
, Ex 4 square yards and not exceeding 6 square } | 
yards to the pound, valued more than 7 cents per square | 
TI eS cn eeGl bscuceady ilk WEE 10. 80 | 17.21} 33.75 53.79 ee eo: S098 f.- 40.2. 
Valued over 9 cents per square yard................ . yds... 10,765.21 | 14,222.67 43.53 57.51 3, 457. 46 }........ D) SR Weelnaas 
Bleached, exceeding 8 square yards to the pound, valued 
over 11 cents per square yard...................4 sq. yds.. 131,973.06 | 174,839.41 44.92 59.51 | 42,866.35 |........ GT Ennacnius 
Dyed, colored, etc., exceeding 8 square yards to the pound, 
valued over 12} cents per square yard............ sq. yds... 36, 374. 87 45, 303. 52 44.31 55.78 9, 428.65 |........ Es chines 
Exceeding 150 and not ex ing 200 threads to the square inch— i 
Not bleached, dyed, ete., valued over 10 cents per square | 
dais inte Sa eee sq. yds... 119.31 136.68 47.92 54. 89 4 ss 
Bieached, — 4 and not exceeding 6 square yards to | 
e pound— } ' 
Valued more than 7 cents per square yard...... sq. yds. . 303. 60 366. 85 47.29 57.14 SRD Eo tninnaas | 20. 86 
Valued over 12 cents per square yard............ sq. yds.. 54, 198. 14 | 68, 825. 04 44. 39 .38 | 14,626.90 }........ | ae 
Dyed, colored, etc., exceeding 44 and not exceeding 6 square | 
yards to the pound— 
Valued at more than 7 cents per square yard....sq. yds... 3.65 | 4.32 52.14} 61.71 | pA Treaties: WE ccnans 
Valued over 124 cents per square yard.......... sq. yds... 6, 850. 54 7,016. 04 48. 23 | 49. 20 8 | 5 he taoas 
Exceeding 200 but not exceeding 300 threads to square inch— | 
Not bleached, dyed, ete., valued over 12} cents per square | 
ke B, 5 ahssthoilpnte: sq. yds 19. 02 18. 12 oe. Meee $0.90 |.......... 4.73 
Bleached, valued over 15 cents per square yard... ... sq. yds..| 1,569. 64 1,733. 36 48. 00 | 3. 01 SR OP be daccuas } PGP Bevcsccue 
Dyed, colored, etc., valued over 17} cents per square yard, | | 
le bait nt di Loh ibe de ibetavwthtantinnestemegine 1,585. 17 1,713.61 47.01 | 50. 82  * J ea Ok 1 Saas 
Ex g 300 threads to square ineh— | | 
Dyed, colored, etc., valued over 20 cents per square yard, } 
I ca Meta hts oddied!, eh nwt le ci vic<dcdive don 196. 33 | 173. 49 45. 55 DD: ccitsinitibiatis: } 22.84)..........) 11.65 
| Cottomeloth, mercerized or subjected to amy similar process..........)........-.+++.|.0ee+--------- ee, ae Infinite. ee 
324 | Outside garments having rubber as.a emesnes material....... Ibs... 1,468. 77 1,338. 50 54. 87 halal I ok , Albalcaca ma 9.72 
328 | Stockings, hose and half hose, selvedged, fashioned, etc.: | 
Valued not more than $1 per dozen... ................-.+.-+..--..! 1,577,176. 36 | 2,067,031. 84 67.11 | 87.95 | 480,855.48 baie dat | 90 OOS... cass 
Valued more than $1 and not more than $1.50 per dozen.......... 933,511. 51 | 1,222,434. 90 58. 32 76.37 | 288,923.39 |........ ME Cnet asic 
| Valued more than $2 and not more than $2.50 per dozen.......:.. 1,314,759. 94 | 1,580,805. 21 51. 41 61.81 | 266,045.27 |........| ft 
Mr. DANIEL. I wish also, sir, to put into the Recorp with | comes out of the conference committee and the measure which 


my remarks the statement of some articles upon which the duty 
is abnormally high in the bill reported by the conferees on some 
thirty-odd items that are’ contained in this list, winding up with 
a great panjandorum with a little round button at the top of all 
tariff taxes. It is tungsten with over 3,500 per cent. Never 
before in the history of the world were such colossal tariff items 
displayed, and I leave it without taxing your patience for any 
exemplification or explanation of these or other articles. Study 
the cotton tax—look at the increase of duties by “revision 
upward,” and ask yourself why? 

Mr. President, has it ever occurred to the mind of any Sen- 
ator here how faithful, how affectionate, and how close in their 
attachment the fragmentary committee of the Senate conferees 
has been to the trusts? David and Jonathan were not so thick 
as are these items in fidelity to the trusts. 


In this tariff bill there have been inserted three great bills | 


which are in themselves great measures. The one is the estab- 


lishment of the customs court; another is an internal-revenue | 


proposition that taxes tobacco 2 cents more per pound. It is 


6 cents now.. They have made it 8. A third is the exemption of 
all the great trusts in the country from the corporation tax. 


Briefly as to tobacco: The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Brever- 


IDGE|] made a great speech nominally against trusts. I say 
~ hominally” meaningly. He then wound up by a second edition 
of the bill which he denounced, which had poured the taxes into 
their pockets; and just as soon as this bill is over, the tobacco 
trust will rejoice that the Senator from Indiana made that kind 
of an attack upon them. They will pray that he may attack 
them again in that way; and if he keeps on attacking them in 
that way they will get richer and richer with every attack. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
me? 

Mr. DANIEL, Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator see any similarity be- 
tween the provisions concerning the tobacco tax as the Dill 








I have the honor to present to the Senate? 

Mr. DANIEL. I see none in the tax. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; neither with reference to coupons 
nor packages. I shall have something to say about that. 

Mr. DANIEL. There is no change in the tax. I am speaking 
only about the tax, and that tax strikes the independent to- 
bacco manufacturers, the workingmen, and the farmers. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator can not deny it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do deny it. 

Mr. DANIEL. And it does not strike the independent manu- 
facturers? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I presented the figures here concerning 
I do not want to enter into a discussion to-night, but— 
Mr. DANIEL. If you do not want to, do not open it. You 
took a day in which to discuss it, and I do not see why I can 
not take a few minutes at this time, though I replied to your 

former speech. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator can see any similarity be- 
tween that provision as reported by the committee of conference 
and the measure that I reported, and even the one that was passed 
by the Senate, I should like to have him point out what the 
similarity is, because it is not there. It has been changed; and 
I shall have occasion to say something about it. 

Mr. DANIEL. They have not changed the tax. 
pointing out similarities in other things. 
at once. 

Mr. BEVERIDGBEB. The tax as it passed the Senate, as dem- 
onstrated by tables and figures, would come out of the pockets 
of manufacturers exclusively. the principal and most exclusive 
of which is the American Tobacco Company. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am not talking about anything but the tax, 


it. 


I am not 
I can not discuss both 


and I am not going to be diverted from one thing to another. 
It was the Senator’s measure. 
It was; I wish it was yet. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
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Mr. DANIEL. I am talking about that tax. Please do not 
divert me. I could say something about the other things, and 
will if I see fit, but I am making my speech and not yours. 

I repeat, Mr. President, at the instance of the Senator from 
Indiana 2 cents per pound on tobacco has been placed upon the 
American people who produce tobacco, with the exception that 
there is an exemption of the farmer selling his own tobacco, 
which, I hope, will prove to be as valuable as it is claimed to be. 
But it has been explained here by the only witness who pur- 
sued the effect of that tax, and it is the natural, the economic, 
und inevitable effect of that tax, as Jacob Wertheim, esq., a 
cigar manufacturer, told us, and as the history of such things 
indicates, that it will come, in the first instance, out of the large 
tobacco manufacturers; that it will be turned off by them in 
their recoupments upon the employees, upon the employees of 
other manufacturers, upon the independents, the workingmen, 
and upon the farmers in the last account. That is the history 
of such things. I have made the argument here fully. It is 
not new. You can read it in my speech. I only wish to men- 
tion it here as a reminder as to how faithful this body has been 
to the trusts. 

Now, Mr. President, take up the corporation tax. The Senate 
corporation tax started out and did levy a tax of 2 per cent on 
all the trading corporations of the country. I need not stop to 
call the names of them. It was a high tax on net receipts. It 
competed with a small tax, which I had the honor to offer, on 
gross receipts above certain exemptions, which would have 
probably raised more money on more people. I do not blame the 
Republican party, or anybody else, for not accepting my proposi- 
tion; that was within their business; but it was an unequal tax 
for the exercise of a business privilege, not upon any property 
whatever, not upon any income whatever. Any corporation hav- 
ing a net income as described in that measure had to pay the 2 
per cent tax. When it came before the Senate it was amended ; 
I will not stop to read it. In effect it was so amended that a 
corporation holding the bonds of another corporation which had 
paid dividends on their bonds, should not be taxed. The color 
of argument behind that was that it was double taxation. 
There never was a greater fiction than that. Another fiction 
was that it was on incomes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the Senator permit me right there? 

Mr. DANIEL, I shall be very happy to do so, because I know 
the Senator would only 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I have not the provision before me now. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have it before me. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. But 4s it comes from the conference com- 
mittee, is not the provision simply that the amount of tax paid 
by the subsidiary corporation shall be deducted? Does it under- 
take in its present form to exempt the holding corporation from 
paying the tax? 

Mr, CLAPP. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. CLAPP. Absolutely; no, sir. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I so understood the language as reported 
from the Finance Committee. 

Mr. CLAPP. The Senator is mistaken. 
tion was restored. 

Mr. DANIEL. Let me go on, Mr. President. Corporation A, 
engaged in railroading, will have to pay the now reduced 1 per 
cent tax in a proper case. I ask the Senator from South Da- 
kota to listen to me. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am listening to the Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL. Corporation B, engaged in any other business 
except a few exempted eleemosynary institutions, will also have 
to be taxed. What for? Not on any property whatsoever, but 
for the privilege of exercising the vocation in which they are 
engaged. A lawyer may have an excise tax to pay of such a 
per cent on his earnings as a lawyer. That is not a tax on 
the earnings, understand that; but it is a tax on the privilege 
of practicing law, and the yardstick by which the tax for prac- 
ticing law may be estimated may be according to the measure 
of the earnings. 

Now, here comes another corporation. It holds the bonds of 
corporation A, which has paid its tax for the privilege of its 
calling. It also owns the bonds of corporation B, which has 
paid the tax for the exercise of its calling. What is the call- 
ing of this third corporation? No matter what it is, it should 
pay 2 per cent or 1 per cent, as the case may be, not on its 
earnings, but for the privilege of exercising that third calling. 

Confusion of mind, intentional misrepresentation, muddiness 
of intellect, the desire to pervert are the only sources from which 
man can derive the notion that it is any double tax or triple 
tax or anything but a tax for the calling exercised by that 
corporation which is taxed. 


The original exemp- 


Aveust 4. 


——. 


What will be the effect of it? The effect will be that under 
these provisions all the great so-called “ holding corporations ” jp 
the country wi:l not pay a single cent for the exercise of their 
great calling, and will be entirely exempted from paying thei; 
license tax for the reason that corporation A or corporation » 
has paid its tax for privileges that apply only to them. A fash. 
ion has gotten out of using a false nomenclature. The sae 
subtle system of misrepresentation that called the Wilson tariff 
bill a free-trade bill calls the corporation law an income tax. 
when there is not a dime of taxation levied on any income 0; 
levyable; the same misrepresentation that confuses the paymen{ 
of a tax by corporation A and corporation B for their particulary 
callings carries it over to the account and credits it on the 
a of corporation C, which is the owner of the bonds of 
both. 

Mr. President, unless I had a list of the long line of trusts. 
holding companies, buyers, and purchasers of bonds in this 
country I could not begin to give you an opinion as to the law: 
but I have an apprehension about it. It is this: An excise tax 
must be uniform geographically with respect to the classes wpon 
which it is levied. It is not unlikely, Mr. President, that it wi)! 
be found, or may be found, that amongst all the holding com- 
panies of this country there are companies who are exercising » 
variety of callings, and not one calling. It may be a bank: ii 
may be a railroad; it may be any other kind of a corporatioy 
that is holding bonds; and all of those corporations are ex- 
empted in this clause as to the net receipts, while other corjo- 
rations of the same kind are not exempted in like manner. so 
it may be that this corporation-tax measure will be set aside 
as unconstitutional. 

Whether that be so or not, no man can read that corporation 
tax as it now stands without realizing when he gets through 
that the architects thereof intended to make it as unpopular as 
possible. It is full of dynamite and of gunpowder and of kero- 
sene and of all ignitables, and it is surrounded with hay and 
straw and shavings and other elements easy to ignite. No 
man who had the idea to bring about the fruitfulness of a gov- 
ernment measure ever invented that bill. 

Mr. President, I am done. The curtain will soon fall over 
this medley of vaudeville and tragedy. I shall not seek to con 
vince anybody. The didactic hours have all gone by. I shall 
not seek to exhort anybody. The possible sinner or wanderer 
from true constitutional principles has got incurable by this 
time, or at least not reachable by either the arguments of 
constitutional integrity or of any other kind. 

I have always hoped that I might see a true Democratic party 
in this country. That hope has not died out in my heart. I 
have seen the Democratic party go a wandering time and again. 
I have stayed with it nevertheless, though I generally stated 
my views pretty plainly, as I always do when I feel it is my 
duty to do so; but if a Democratic party were to arise in this 
country, plain and simple, repeating only the bed-rock Demo 
cratic principles which it used to repeat, not running out to 
get what it fancies is a popular schedule on some topic with a 
local application, not going off into untried and very doubtful 
suggestions, with a man to represent it who was a Democrat 
in heart and would stand by those principles, it would be likely 
to carry this country. 

In casting your horoscopes, gentlemen, do not suppose that 
you have carried this country, and do not be dead sure that you 
will do so by this bill. The time may come—and I hope for the 
good of my country that it may—when it may pe said “the 
disinherited knight has returned from the Holy Land and 
dares the proud Templar to the contest.” If he is the rightful 
heir, he will win; if not, I can not answer. 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 11 o'clock and 40 snin- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursu'y, 
August 5, 1909, at 10 o'clock a. m, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate August 4, 
COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION. 


Ellis De Bruler, of Washington, to be commissioner of iu! 
gration at the port of Seattle, Wash., in the Department of Co1- 
merce and Labor. 


7008, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAvy. 


Lieut. Harlan P. Perrill to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the ist day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
George W. Logan, promoted. 

Lieut. William H. Reynolds to be a lieutenant-commander i" 
the navy from the 1st day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Guy H. Burrage, promoted. 
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Commander Edward E. Wright to be a captain in the navy 
from the 1st day of July, 1909, vice Capt. Edward F. Qual- 
trough, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Kenneth McAlpine, an additional number 
in grade, to be a commander in the navy from the 24th day of 
June, 1909, with Lieut. Commander Charles H. Hayes, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Mark L. Bristol to be a commander in the 
navy from the Ist day of July, 1909, vice Commander John M. 
Orchard, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Henry F. Bryan to be a commander in the 
navy from the 1st day of July, 1909, vice Commander Ben W. 
Hodges, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Thomas Washington to be a commander in 
ihe navy from the 1st day of July, 1909, vice Commander Leo 
ID. Miner, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Archibald H. Davis to be a commander in 
the navy from the Ist day of July, 1909, vice Commander 
llarry George, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Frank Marble to be a commander in the 
navy from the 24th day of July, 1909, vice Commander William 
S. Benson, promoted. 

Lieut. Harry E. Yarnell to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
navy from the 1st day of July, 1909, vice Lieut. Commander 
Edward T. Witherspoon, promoted. 

Machinists Charles A. Rowe and Ernest Evans to be chief 
machinists in the navy from the 3d day of March, 1909, after 
the completion of six years’ service, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved on that date. 

POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA, 

Florence I. Dinwiddie to be postmaster at Bay Minette, Ala., 
in place of Ralph G. Green. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 19, 1909. 

John W. Kitchens to be postmaster at Heflin, Ala. 
became presidential January 1, 1908. 

Charles M. Sartain to be postmaster at Oakman, Ala. 
became presidential April 1, 1909. 

COLORADO. 

Charles E. Baer to be postmaster at Steamboat Springs, 
Colo., in place of Benjamin F. Niesz. Incumbent’s commission 
expired November 19, 1907. 


Office 
Office 
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SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES. 

James G. Bailey to be secretary of the embassy at Mexico, 
Mexico. 

Arthur Bailly-Blanchard to be secretary of the embassy at 
Paris, France. 

John H. Gregory, jr., to be second secretary of the embassy at 
Constantinople, Turkey. 

Hugh 8. Gibson to be second secretary of the embassy at 
London, England. 

Irwin B. Laughlin to be second secretary of the embassy at 
Paris, France. 

Balkam Schoyer to be second secretary of the embassy at Rio 
de Janeiro, Brazil. 

Charles S. Wilson to be second secretary of the embassy at 
Rome, Italy. 

Charles Campbell, jr., to be third secretary of the embassy at 
Tokyo, Japan. 

G. Andrews Moriarty, jr., to be third secretary of the embassy 
at Mexico, Mexico. 

Frank D. Arnold to be secretary of the legation at Guatemala, 
Guatemala. 

Alexander Benson to be secretary of the legation at La Paz, 
Bolivia. 

Philip Bayard to be secretary of the legation at Tangier, 
Morocco. 

Robert Woods Bliss to be secretary of the legation at Buenos 
Aires, Argentine Republic. 

William P. Cresson to be secretary of the legation at Lima, 
Peru. 

Francis Munroe Endicott to be secretary of the legation at 
Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic. 

Henry Coleman May to be secretary of the legation at Stock- 
holm, Sweden. 

Alexander R. Magruder to be secretary of the legation to 
Paraguay and Uruguay. 

J. Butler Wright to be secretary of the legation at Teguci- 
galpa, Honduras. 

Sheldon Whitehouse to be secretary of the legation at Ca- 
racas, Venezuela. 

Robert M. Winthrop to be secretary of the legation to Greece 
and Montenegro. 

William K. Wallace to be secretary of the legation at Copen- 


James E. Simpson to be postmaster at Lafayette, Colo., in | hagen, Denmark. 


place of Edgar E. Beckett. 
April 19, 1909. 
ILLINOIS. 
Isaac F. Landis to be postmaster at La Harpe, IIl., in place of 


William 0. Butler. Incumbent’s commission expired March 6, 
1909. 


MARYLAND. 


Robert F. Duer to be postmaster at Princess Anne, Md., in | 


place of William F. Lankford, deceased. 

Miflin W. Thomas to be postmaster at Chestertown, Md., in 
place of Miff_in W. Thomas. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 14, 1907. 

ono. 


; 
William H. Ray to be postmaster at Carrollton, Ohio, in place 
Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- | 


of William H. Ray. 
ary 27, 1909. 
OKLAHOMA. 
Gavin D. Duncan to be postmaster at Boswell, Okla. 
became presidential April 1, 1909. 


e SOUTH DAKOTA, 


Office 


J. R. Johnston to be postmaster at Edgemont, S. Dak., in | 
place of James M. Stewart, whose commission expired January 


13, 1907, and J. R. Calder, appointed (recess) June 5, 1908. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Exccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 4, 1909. 


CoLLectors or INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Millard T. Hartson, to be collector of internal revenue for the | 


district of Washington, Washington. 
_Alfred N. Rodway, to be collector of internal revenue for the 
eighteenth district of Ohio. 
al COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION. 
wane De Bruler, to be commissioner of immigration at Seattle, 
ash, > 
MINISTER. 


William F. Sands to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Guatemala. 


Incumbent’s commission expired | 





A. Campbell Turner to be secretary of the legation at Madrid, 
Spain. 

Seth Low Pierrepont to be secretary of the legation at San- 
tiago, Chile. 

U. Grant Smith to be secretary of the legation at Brussels, 


| Belgium. 


G. Cornell Tarler to be secretary of the legation and consul- 
general at Bangkok, Siam. 
Norval Richardson to be second secretary of the legation at 
Habana, Cuba. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAvy. 
COMMANDER TO BE A CAPTAIN. 
Edward E. Wright. 
LIEUTENANT-COMMANDERS TO BE COMMANDERS. 
Kenneth McAlpine, 
Mark L. Bristol, 
Henry F. Bryan, 
Thomas Washington, 
Archibald H. Davis, and 
Frank Marble. 
LIEUTENANTS TO BE LIEUTENANT-COMMANDERS, 
Harlan P. Perrill, 
William H. Reynolds, and 
Harry E. Yarnell. 
MACHINISTS TO BE CHIEF MACHINISTS, 
Charles A. Rowe, and 
Ernest Evans. 
POSTMASTERS. 

ALABAMA. 
Florence I. Dinwiddie, at Bay Minette, Ala. 
Charles M. Sartain, at Oakman, Ala. 
William S. Smith, at Fort Deposit, Ala. 

COLORADO. 
Charles E. Baer, at Steamboat Springs, Colo. 
James E. Simpson, at Lafayette, Colo. 

ILLINOIS. 
Isaac F. Landis, at La Harpe, Il. 
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MARYLAND. 
Duer, at Princess Anne, Md. 
Thomas, at Chestertown, Md. 
MICHIGAN. 

Burton D. Cady, at Port Huron, Mich. 

MISSISSIPPI. 
at Coffeeville, Miss. 

NEW YORK. 
Howard M. Brush, at Smithtown Branch, N. Y. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 
Saunders V. Hudson, at Apex, N. C. 
James B. Winders, at Warsaw, N. C. 
OHIO. 
Adolphus Baker, at Amherst, Ohio. 
Edward BE. Peterson, at Williamsburg, Ohio. 
William H. Ray, at Carrollton, Ohio. 
Charles A. Tracy, at Malta, Ohio. 
Howard J. Warner, at Jefferson, Ohio. 
OKLAHOMA, 

at Haskell, Okla. 


Robert F. 
Mifflin W. 


H. W. Durrant, 


James W. Brady, 
Gavin D. Duncan, at Boswell, Okla. 
James L. Gray, at Tuttle, Okla. 
James B. Miller, at Fort Gibson, Okla. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
William A. Abbott, at Waubay, 8. Dak. 
Amos H. Davis, at Parkston, S. Dak. 
James P. Turner, at Faulkton, 8S. Dak. 
Herbert B. Tysell, at Britton, 8S. Dak. 
TEXAS, 
Alexander McCullough, at Sourlake, Tex. 
Luther B. Johnson, at Celina, Tex. 
H. Schmidt, at Bremond, Tex, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, August 4, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and | 
approved. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bill of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. Rt. 6277. An act to authorize the building of a dam across 


the Savannah River at or near the mouth of Stevens Creek, be- 


tween the counties of Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, Ga. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading clerk, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9135) to 
raise revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles, in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 11572. An act to authorize the construction, mainte- 
nance, and operation of various bridges across and over certain 
navigable waters, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 11579. An act to amend an act relative to the erection 
of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee River. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed Sen- 
ate joint resolution (S. J. R. 16) authorizing the printing of 
reports upon preliminary examinations and surveys, etc., in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested. 


ADDITIONAL TEMPORARY CLERKS, COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the immediate consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 106. 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House compensation at the rate of $6 od diem for the services of four 
additional clerks to the Committee on Enrolled Bills for two days. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


[After a pause.] The 
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SUSPENSION OF CLAUSE 2, RULE XXIX. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
clause 2 of Rule XXIX, which requires the printing of a confer. 
ence report in the Recorp before it can be considered in tho 
House, thereby sending it over for one day, be suspended for 
the remainder of this special session. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the rule which requires the printing of coy- 
ference reports in the Recorp before they can be considered ya 
suspended for the remainder of this session. Is there objection 

Mr, MACON. I object to that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman wil! yo 
object. It will simply result in prolonging thi session. 

Mr. MACON. Why, Mr. Speaker, we can attend to these mat- 
ters as we get to them. Let each report stand upon its ow) 
merits. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then, I suppose I shall have to offer a rule 
and ask the Committee on Rules to bring it in, if the gentleman 
wants to object. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I hope that 
the gentleman will withdraw his objection, and that he wil! see 
that the business of this House ought not to be delayed to simply 
humor some whim of the gentleman. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that my whim 
and opinions are of as much importance as the gentleman’s ever 
were in the world, and I do not appreciate the gratuitous sug- 
gestion the gentleman has just made. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a 
recess for thirty minutes. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) the House 
took a recess for thirty minutes. 


AFTER RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker at 12 o'clock and 37 minutes p. m. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privi- 
leged report (H. Rept. No. 23) from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania submits 
a privileged report from the Committee on Rules, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 107. 


Resolved, That clause 2 of Rule XXIX be, and hereby is, suspended 
for the remainder of this session. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, Rule XXIX is the rule which 


| provides that conference reports shall lie over for one day to be 


printed in the Recorp. The rule also provides, however, that 
this shall not be required during the last six days of a session, 
and, as we all know, we are within the last six days of the ses- 
sion. This resolution now presented is within both the letter 
and the spirit of the rule. There is no conference report to 
which it can apply, I am advised, except the conference report 
on the deficiency bill. If the gentleman from Missouri desires 
any time now, I shall be glad to yield to him. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If any gentleman on this side 
wants to discuss this rule, I will yield him time. 

I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Macon]. 

Mr. MACON. I simply want to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Datzett] a question or two. Can the gen- 
tleman tell me how many conference reports there are ovt now 
to be brought into the House? 

Mr. DALZELL. One, as I understand it. 

Mr. MACON. Then can the gentleman see any difference 
between waiting until the report is made and then asring 
unanimous consent to suspend the rules and the bringing in 
of a special rule at this time for that purpose? 

Mr. DALZELL. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MACON. I asked if the gentleman could see any differ- 
ence between asking unanimous consent to suspend the rules 
at the time this one report is presented to the House and tlic 
bringing in of a special rule at this time for that purpose? 

Mr. DALZELL. Unanimous consent was asked, and, very 
much to the astonishment of everybody except one man, it ws 
refused. It becomes necessary, unless we are to be kept here 
three or four days beyond the time we can adjourn, to have 
this rule. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. MACON. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Crakk! 
has yielded me five minutes, 

Mr. Speaker, when the request was made by the gentlema! 
from New York [Mr. Payne] to the effect that Rule XXIX be 
suspended, I could not see any reason why a general suspensio!! 
of the rule should be made when the same request could be 
made for unanimous consent at the time of the bringing i! 
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of the report—the only report, as stated by the gentleman from 
pennsylvania—that is to be made to the House. 

The request for unanimous consent to suspend rule 29 when 
the report is presented to the House would have served the 
same purpose as this special rule does, and when I suggested to 


the gentleman from New York that I objected, I stated in con- 
nection therewith that I would like for all conference reports to 
stand for themselves. In other words, I think, Mr. Speaker, 
that all legislative propositions should generally stand upon 
their own bottom, just as tubs do. I can not see any reason 
for making a wholesale suspension of the rules when a suspen- 
sion at the proper time can be made by a simple-request for 
unanimous consent, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I submit the conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 11570) making appropriation to supply urgent 
deficiencies, and I ask unanimous consent~that the statement 
may be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota presents a 
conference report (H. Rept. No. 24) on the bill H. R. 11570 and 
asks unanimous consent that the statement may be read in lieu 
of the report. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The Clerk will read the statement. 

The conference report is as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


‘The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
11570) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in 
appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows : 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 6, | 


11, 12, 16, 20, 26, 28, 37, 38, 39, and 40. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 7, 9, 13, 14, 17, 18, 19, 21, 23, 
24, 9%, 27, 29, 38, 34, 35, 43, 44, 46, 47, 48, 50, 52, 57, 58, 59, 
60, 61, 62, and 68, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
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| disagreement to the amendment 
| and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


sum named in said amendment insert “ seventy-five thousand | 
dollars; ” and after the word “ dollars,” in line 5 of said amend- | 


ment, insert the words “to continue available during the fiscal 
year nineteen hundred and ten;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its dis- 


agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and | 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all after the word “ dollars,” in line 13, down to and including 
line 15 of said amendment and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: 

“A detailed statement showing expenditures, including sal- 


aries or rates of compensation paid, under this appropriation | 


shall be reported to Congress by the Secretary of, State on the 
first day of each regular session; and estimates for further ap- 


propriations hereunder shall include in detail salaries for all | 


persons to be employed and paid in the Department of State at 
Washington, D. C.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its dis- 


agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and | 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
Sum named in said amendment insert “ten thousand dollars; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
word rs Minneapolis,” in line two of said amendment, insert the 
following: “ St. Paul; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

Expenses of collecting the corporation tax: For expenses of 
collecting the corporation tax authorized by the act ‘to pro- 
vide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of 
the United States, and for other purposes,’ enacted at the first 
Session of the Sixty-first Congress, one hundred thousand dol- 
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lars, to continue available during the fiscal year nineteen hun- 
dred and ten.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
9 of said amendment, after the word “available,” insert the 
words: “during the fiscal yor nineteen hundred and ten;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For repairs and improvements to the Senate kitchens and 
restaurants in the Capitol building, to be expended by the 
Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds under the 
supervision of the Committee on Rules, United States Senate, 
fiscal year nineteen hundred and ten, five thousand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate nymbered 30, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to construct a bridge 
across the Duchesne River at or near Myton, Utah, fiscal year 
nineteen hundred and ten, twenty-five thousand dollars, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“To enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to pay expenses here- 
tofore or hereafter incurred in the relief of suffering, destitu- 
tion, and want among the Indians of the La Pointe Indian 
Agency, Wis., by reason of the destruction of their homes and 
farms by floods, ten thousand dollars, or so much thereof as 





| may be necessary, to continue available during the fiscal year 


nineteen hundred and ten: Provided, That a detailed report of 
all expenditures hereunder shall be made to the next session 
of Congress.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 32: That the House recede from 
of the Senate numbered 


its 
o~* 
ues 


In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For pay of Indian agent at Fort Berthold Agency, N. Dak., 
fiscal year nineteen hundred and ten, one thousand eight hun- 


| dred dollars.” 





And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For expenses of representing the interests of the Govern- 


ment in all matters of reappraisement and classification of im- 


ported goods, and of litigation incidental thereto, including sal- 
aries, traveling expenses, and rentals, to be expended under the 
direction of the Attorney-General, twenty-five thousand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“ Until otherwise provided by law, no bond shall be accepted 
from any surety or bonding company for any officer or employee 
of the United States which shall cost more than thirty-five per 
cent in excess of the rate of premium charged for a like bond 
during the calendar year nineteen hundred and eight: Provided, 
That hereafter the United States shall not pay any part of the 
premium or other cost of furnishing a bond required by law or 
otherwise of any officer or employee of the United States. 

“That a joint commission consisting of three Senators, to 
be appointed by the President of the Senate, and three Members 
of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, shall inquire into the rates of 
premium heretofore and now being charged, as well as those pro- 
posed to be charged, by surety or bonding companies for bonds 
of officers or employees of the United States, and report to Con- 
gress by bill or otherwise at its next session what regulation, 
if any, should be exercised under law or otherwise over the 
same; for the expenses of said commission, including all neces- 
sary expert, clerical, and other personal services, there is appro- 
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priated the sum of ten thousand dollars, which expenses shall | at the rate of one hundred dollars per month each; and for 
be paid upon vouchers approved jointly by the chairmen of said | three telephone operators, at the rate of seventy-five dollars per 
commission.” month each; im all, six thousand four hundred dollars, or « 

And the Senate agree to the same. much thereof as may be necessary.” ; 

Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its And the Senate agree to the same. 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and Amendment numbered 56: That the Honse recede from its dis. 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 6 of | agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 56, ang 
said amendment strike out the word “ten” and insert in lieu | agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out of 
thereof the word “ eight; ” and the Senate agree to the same. said amendment the word “official; ” and the Senate agree to 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its | the same. 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its dis. 
agree to the saine with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the | agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, ang 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines ¢ 

“For purchase of an automobile, including driving, main- | and 7 of said amendment strike out the following: “approved 
tenance, and care of the same, for use of the Vice-President, , nineteen hundred and nine,” and insert in lieu thereos 
six thousand dollars.” the words, “enacted during the first session of the Sixty-first 

An the Senate agree to the same. | Congress;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 7 | agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
of said amengment strike out the name “J. A. Klingaman” | word “Commission” in line 3 of said amendment insert the 
and insert in lieu thereof the name “J. L. Klingaman;” and in | following: “not to exceed three persons at any one time;” and 
line 11 strike out the word “‘ seven” and insert in lieu thereof | the Senate agree to the same. 
the word “ eight; ” and the Senate agree to the same. J. A. TAWNEY, 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from its dis- Watrer I. Suirn, 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and L. F. Lavineston, 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of Managers on the part of the House. 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: Evcene HAte, 

“To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the J. H. Garrincer, 
House of Representatives to pay to the officers and employees A. 8. Cray, 
of the Senate and the House borne on the annual and session Managers on the part of the Senate 
rolis on the first day of July, nineteen hundred and nine, intlud- . 
ing the Capitol police, the afficial reporters of the Senate and The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 
House, and W. A. Smith, Coneresszonat Recorp clerk, fer 
extra services during the first session. of the Sixty-first Congress STATEMENT. 


a sum egual to one month’s pay at the compensation then paid The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
them by law. the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R 

“To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay Herschel | 41570) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies su)- 
Shaw, Eustace D. Smith, Harold 8. G. Van Voorhis, W. P. Coe, | mit the following written statement in explanation of the effect 
William Watts, R. B. Alexander, C. A. Geisel, and T. A Farley, | of the action agreed upon and recommended in the accompany- 
elevator conductors, and John W. Evans, employed in connec- | jng conference report on the amendments of the Senate, namely : 
tion with the Senate Office Building, for extra services during It is recommended that the Senate recede from the following 
the first session of the Sixty-first Congress, a sum equal to one | amendments, namely: 
month's pay at the compensation paid them July first, nineteen No.1: Providing that the amounts for salaries shall be ac- 
hundred and nine. cepted in full payment. 

“To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay Russell Wil- No.6: To pay the claim of Marcus Ramadanovitch, alias 
liams, elevator conductor in the Senate Office Building, for | Radich. 
extra services during the first session of the Sixty-first Con- No. 11: Diverting the appropriation heretofore made for the 
gress, a sum equal to one month’s pay at the compensation now | construction of a wharf and storehouse at Waadah Island, 
paid him. Washington. - 

“To pay J. H. Jones for caring for and regulating the Senate No. 12: Authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to report 
chronometer, one hundred dollars. on bills for public buildings. 

“To pay J. C. Stewart for caring for and regulating the No. 16: To pay for plans for workhouse building in the Dis- 
House chronometer, one hundred dollars.” trict of Columbia. 

And the Senate agree to the same. No. 20: Appropriating $3,500 for repairs to the Pension Office 

Amendment numbered 53: That the House recede from its | pnilding. 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and No. 26: Restoring to the bill the provision to pay the audited 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the | account of Orville H. Southmayd, a deputy mineral surveyor. 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: No. 28: Appropriating $25,000 to complete the classification 
“For purchase of an automobile, including driving, main- | anq appraisement of the lands of the Yakima Indian Reserva- 
tenance, and care of the same, for use of the Speaker, six thou- tion, in Washington. 
sand dollars.” Nos. 36, 37, 38, 39, and 40: Providing for salaries and ¢x 
And the Senate agree to the same. penses of the United States court of customs appeals, insiea( 
Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its | of which an appropriation of $25,000 is inserted for expenses 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and | incident to litigation arising in the customs service. 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After said No. 41: Striking out the provision proposed by the Hous: 
amendment insert as a new paragraph the following: with reference to premiums on bonds of officials and employees 
“To continue during the first session of the Sixty-first Con- | of the United States, it being agreed to insert in the bil! a pro- 
gress the employment of the clerk of the Committee on Expendi- | vision limiting such premiums in cost to not more than > [er 
tures in the Navy Department and the clerk of the Committee | cent excess over the rate charged during the calendar year 10. 
on ixpenditures in the Department of Commerce and Labor, | and providing for a joint commission to inquire and report to 
who served in such capacity during the second session of the | the next session of Congress upon such premiums. 
Sixtieth Congress; in all, one thousand seven hundred and fifty- And it is recommended that the House agree to the followins 
two dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” amendments made by the Senate, namely : 
And the Senate agree to the same. No. 2: Appropriating $75,000 instead of $100,000 as propose! 
Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its | by the Senate to enable the President to secure information 20! 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and | to assist the officials of the Government in the administratio® 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the | of the customs laws relating to the maximum and minim 
amended paragraph and insert in lien thereof the following: rates. 
“For the following employees for the month of July, nineteen Nos. 3 and 4: Appropriating $100,000 under the Deparim« 
hundred and nine, and until the adjournment of the present ses- | of State for foreign trade and treaty relations. 
sion of Congress: Forty-six pages, including two riding pages, No. 5: Appropriating $10,000 instead of $15,000 as propose! 
four telephone pages, press-gallery page, and ten pages for duty | by the Senate for expenses of the meeting of the Internation! 
at the entrances to the Hall of the House, at two dollars and | Union for the Protection of Industrial Property, to be held 4! 
fifty cents per day each; fourteen messengers in the post-office, | Washington in 1910, 
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No. 7: To accept the franchise granted by the city of New 
York for the installation of pneumatic-tube service between the 
New York appraiser’s stores and custom-house in New York City. 

No. 8: Appropriating $1,659.23 to pay the audited account of 
the Minneapolis, St. Paul and Sault Ste. Marie Railroad. 

No. 9: Extending the time to December 1, 1909, for filing 
claims for refunding sums paid for documentary stamps. 

No, 10: Appropriating $100,000 specifically for collecting the 
corporation tax instead of diverting funds from other appro- 
priations for that purpose as proposed by the Senate. 

No, 13: To pay $333.89 to Charles Starek for services rendered 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

No. 14: Authorizing condemnation proceedings to secure lands 
for a workhouse and reformatory for the District of Columbia. 

No. 15: Authorizing the use of an unexpended balance for 
erection of portable schoolhouses in the District of Columbia. 

No. 17: To pay $1,500 as extra compensation to each of the 
officers composing the board to pass upon the eligibility of cer- 
tain colored troops for reenlistment in the army. 

No. 18: To settle accounts of States and Territories for pay- 
ments on account of the militia. 

No. 19: Authorizing payment to beneficiaries of officers and 
enlisted men of the army who dic from wounds or diseases not 
the resuit of their own misconduct. 

Nos. 21, 22, 23, and 24: Appropriating $3,500 for work at the 
Capitol; $5,000, instead of $9,540, for repairs to Senate kitchens 
and restaurants; $26,000 for additional eleyater service in the 
Senate wing of the Capitol; and $36,000 for maintenance of the 
Senate Office Building. 

No, 25: Authorizing the expenditure of $25,000 of the $1,000,- 
000 of the appropriation made to prevent depredations on public 
tiinber, ete., for expenses on account of indictments and punish- 
ment for recovery of damages for violations of land laws. 

No. 29: Authorizing the expenditure of $5,000 of moneys be- 
longing to the Winnebago Indians for expenses of their enroll- 
ment, 

No. 30: Appropriating $25,000 for a bridge across the Du- 
schene River in Utah. 

No. 31: Appropriating $10,000 to relieve the suffering, desti- 
tution, and want among the Indians of the La Pointe Indian 
Agency. Wis. 

No, 32: Appropriating $1,800 for pay of an Indian agent at 
Fort Berthold, N. Dak. 

Nos. 33, 34, and 35: Appropriating for the salary of the United 
States district judge for the northern district of Alabama. 

No. 42: Limiting the compensation of not exceeding 20 special 
agents in the Census Office to not exceeding $8 per day, instead 
of $10 per day as proposed by the Senate. 

Nos. 48, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, and 51: Relating to the Sen- 
ate, appropriates as follows: One thousand eight hundred and 
sixty dollars for pages for the Senate Chamber ; $6,000 for an au- 
tomobile for the Vice-President ; $25,000 for miscellaneous items; 
the unexpended balance of the appropriation for 1909 for repairs 
to the Maltby Building; $3,240 for the official reporters of the 
Senate; $8,400 for additional services to the Committee on Fi- 
nance; $250 to BE. L. Cornelius; and for the payment of one 
month’s compensation to employees of the House and Senate for 
extra services during the session. 

No. 52: Authorizes the consolidation of the Statement of Ap- 
propriations for the first session of the Sixty-first Congress with 
Statement of Appropriations for the second session of that 

ongress, 

Nos. 53, 54, 55, and 56: Relating to the House of Representa- 
tives, makes appropriations as follows: Six thousand dollars for 
in automobile for the Speaker; $400 to pay Herbert D. Brown; 
$1,752 for payment to clerks of Committees on Expenditures in 
the Departments of the Navy and Commerce and Labor; $6,400 
for session employees of the House for services from July 1 
until the close of the present session of Congress, and to reim- 
burse the stenographers to committees. 

Nos. 57, 58, 59, 60, and 61: To pay judgments of the Court of 
Claims and awards of the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission, 
duly certified to Congress. 

No. 62: For additional compensation to an employee in the 
Government Printing Office. 


_No. 63: Appropriating $24,000 for the Alaska-Yukon-Pacific | 
Exposition. 

No. 64: Authorizing contracts for the Isthmian Canal to the 
extent of the total amount of bonds authorized for the con- : 
struction of the canal. 

_No. 65: Authorizing pay and expenses of employees of the 
National Waterways Commission. 





J. A. TAWNEY, 

Watrter I. Smiru, 

L. F. Livryeston, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
Minnesota 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
this report. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota this: From the reading of the report it would seem 
that the conferees had exceeded their authority in some par- 
ticulars and inserted some new items in the report. I should 
like to ask the gentleman what they are. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know of any item, Mr. 
where the conferees have exceeded their authority. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to #eserve all points 
of order on the conference report. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the point of order comes too late. Discussion has already com- 
menced on the conference report. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin reserved all points of order after the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWooD] commenced interrogating me in re- 
gard to the report. 

The SPEAKER. 
report? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit that the 
gentleman from Alabama had only propounded a query on the 
very point on which I have made the point of order, and the 
discussion had not begun when I took the floor to make the 
point of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I suggest to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, the statement having been read, it is too late to make 
the point of order. . 

The SPEAKER. Let us get at the facts. One moment. The 
Chair wants to understand if the gentleman makes the point 
of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Wisconsin reserves all 
points of order, he says. 

The SPEAKER. At what time? 

Mr. TAWNEY. After I had made the motion to adopt the 
conference report, and the gentleman from Alabama had asked 
me certain questions regarding the conference report, and I 
had answered, and also after the statement had been read. 


I would like to ask the gentleman from 





Mr. Speaker, I wish to move the adoption of 


Speaker, 


The gentleman moves the adoption of the 


The SPEAKER. Until the point of order has been pre- 
sented, the Chair will not rule. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, my object was net to 


make the point of order, because I know that the House wants 
to pass upon the conference report, and that is the reason I did 
not object to the reading of the statement instead of the report. 
But I want to know from the gentleman himself, so that the 
House can be informed, as to what extent they have gone out- 
side of the amendments in the Senate bill in offering amend- 
ments in this report. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have not in mind now any Senate amend- 
ment that has been modified or added to where the modifica- 
tion or addition was not within the rule governing the jurisdic- 
tion and action of the conferees. 

Mr. MANN. Is not the gentleman from Alabama mislead by 
having before him the copy of the bill as reported to the Senate, 
and not as it passed? The amendments, I think, that the gentle- 
man had in his mind were inserted in the bill in the Senate after 
it was reported. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not had an opportunity to ex- 
amine the report which has just been presented. It struck me 
in listening to the reading that there were some new amend- 
ments included. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There are no new items. I will say to the 
House, and for the information of the gentleman from Alabama, 
he may have received that impression from the reading of the 
report in respect to the customs court of appeals, and the appro- 
priation agreed upon in conference for continuing the services 
of the customs attorneys and solicitors that are now employed 
in that service. That entire Senate amendment in respect to 
the salaries for attorneys and for the judges of the customs 
court of appeals has been dropped out entirely, and the con- 
ferees have substituted a provision appropriating only $25,000 
instead of about $250,000 this year to take care of litigation 
before the Board of General Appraisers and the courts growing 
out of the administration of the customs law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does not the report provide for the 
appointment of a commission that was not in either bill orig- 
inally ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. In connection with the bonding provision 
the Senate receded and concurred in the House provision with 
an amendment, which amendment permits the acceptance of 
corporate surety bonds where the premium charged is not in 
excess of 35 per cent of the premium charged in the calendar 
year 1908. On the rates that have recently been fixed by 
these corporate bonding companies, the government officials 
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and employees are obliged to pay on an average of 300 per cent 
‘in excess of the rate prior to January 1, 1909. 

Then, in addition to that, the amendment agreed to in con- 
ference provides for an investigation of the whole question of 
the bonding of government officials and government employees 
by corporate or other sureties with a view to determine in 
the future, if Congress provides for and desires that officers and 
employees shall continue to give surety bonds, what rate would 
be a reasonable rate. Now, that is the object of the investiga- 
tion that is authorized. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This commission, as I understand, was 
not in either the Senate or the House bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I beg your pardon; I did not quite hear what 
you said. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The question I asked was whether 
this commission was in either the House or Senate bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was not provided for in either the House 
or in the Senate, but it is germane to the subject of bonding 
government employees. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, the gentleman from Minnesota 
and I might differ on that proposition; but there is no point 
of order pending upon it. I do not know that it is material. I 
think the House should be informed, and the only information 
we can get is from the gentleman from Minnesota. We have 
not the printed record as to what is the provision for the com- 
mission. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The provision is this: In the modification of 
the House provision in regard to corporate surety bonds we 
have added a provision providing for the appointment of a 
joint commission consisting of three Members of the Senate 
and three Members of the House with power to investigate the 
whole subject of surety bonds which the law requires and which 
are given by officers and employees, with a view to ascertaining 
what a reasonable rate would be, based upon the loss experience 
of the Government, not with reference to the losses of the insur- 
ance companies generally, but the losses on government business. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What will be the expense? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The amount appropriated to defray the ex- 
pense is $10,000. I do not know who will constitute this com- 
mission, but I stated on the floor of the House in discussing 
the bonding provision originally that it was my purpose to offer, 
before the adjournment of this session, a House resolution au- 
thorizing and directing this investigation to be made. My 
thought then was, and now is, that all that would be necessary 
would be for this commission to employ, on behalf of the Senate 
and House, one good expert or actuary for the purpose of 
making the investigation in the first instance regarding the 
bonds given to the Government to secure it against loss, and 
then also to hear what the companies have to say regarding 
their experience in connection with the bonding of officers and 
employees, and if possible formulate at the next session of Con- 
gress some legislation that will protect the officers and em- 
ployees of the Government who are required to give bonds, and 
also protect the Government against the possibility of paying 
these exorbitant premium rates, either directly or indirectly, 
out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Pending that, what is the rate that the 
committee have agreed upon? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The rate is the rate in force prior to Janu- 
ary 1, 1809. They increased that rate 300 per cent. Now we 
have provided that the rate hereafter may be the rate in force 
prior to January 1, 1909, plus not exceeding 35 per cent, instead 
of 300 per cent. The bonding companies insisted very strenu- 
ously, both here and in the other end of the Capitol, that the 
rate prior to January 1, 1909, was an excessively low rate. It 
was necessary, therefore, for us either to require the enforce- 
ment of the rates prior to January 1, 1909, or such additional 
amount as might be reasonable in order to prevent the Govern- 
ment from exacting an unreasonably low rate. 

In the meantime, pending legislation, pending this investi- 
gation, no officer of the Government can accept a corporate 
surety bond where the rate is more than the rate in force dur- 
ing the calendar year 1908 on a like bond plus not to exceed 35 
per cent of that rate. Now, that is the purpose of the investi- 
gation, and that is the effect of the compromise provision. 

The House provision was that no officer of the Government 
should accept a corporate surety bond where the rate was in 
excess of the rate charged for the calendar year 1908, unless, 
in the judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury, such rate was 
unreasonably low, in which case he was authorized to accept a 
bond with an increased rate, which increase should not exceed 
50 per cent of the rate on a like bond during or for the calendar 
year 1908. That provision has been eliminated and 35 per cent 
has been substituted. 
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Mr. HINSHAW. Under the gentleman’s motion to adopt the 
conference report, how can the House get at any specific item 
in the bill to reject it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Under the rules of the House, in conference 
the report being a complete report, I will cay to the gentleman 
from Nebraska that there is no way whereby a separate yote 
can be had on any one item. The only way that it could be 
done would be to vote down the report, and then each item ip 
the conference report would be subject to amendment, 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Will the result of the conference report be that 
the cost of these bonds will generally be increased 35 per cent 
over the cost of 1908? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is entirely within the diseretion of the 
department, but they can not accept a bond where the increase 
is in excess of 35 per cent above the rates in force during the 
last year. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says it is entirely within the 
discretion of the department. The department has nothing ty 
do with these bonds except their acceptance. It has nothing to 
do with the payment for them. Now, does the conference ro- 
port give the department any discretion over the matter until] 
it gets up to 35 per cent above the cost heretofore? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It does. If the rate in the judgment of the 
head of the department is excessive, the department can re- 
ject it. 

Mr. MANN. Will that be in the law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it is not in this proposed law. 

Mr. MANN. ‘Then it will not be the fact. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is in the law now. 

Mr. MANN. What authority now has the department to 
reject a bond on the ground that the rate is excessive? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They have always had that authority. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, they can reject a bond; but can they reject 
it on the ground that the rate charged is excessive? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If they want to, they can. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. If this report is adopted, it will reduce 
the entire cost of the bond to 35 per cent more than the rate 
during the calendar year 1908. If this is rejected and the law 
stands as it is, it goes to 300 per cent; so it is a large saving, 
anyway. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; but according to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota they have no authority under existing law to reject the 
bonds, and the gentleman from Minnesota seems to assume that 
they will reject them if there be any advance over 35 per cent, 
but will not reject them if they are in excess of 300 per cent. 
I can not appreciate the logie of that situation. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. There is no law fixing any particular 
amount now. When we pass this there will be a law. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says they do not need to pay this 
price and the department may reject them—— 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. But this is a direction to the depart- 
ment; they can not go beyond it. 

Mr. MANN. I am not criticising the gentleman from Minne- 
sota; I have no doubt he has done the best he could on this 
matter. What is to be the expense of this commission ’ 

Mr. TAWNEY. The amount appropriated is only 310,000. 

Mr. MANN. And there is to be one person employed? 

Mr. TAWNEY. There will be, as there was in the Docker) 
Commission, one a representative of the House under the con 
mission and one a representative of the Senate under the com 
mission. When the Dockery Commission was appointed it was 
a joint legislative commission appointed for the purpose of 1 
vestigating the accounting system of the Government; one i 
countant on the part of the House and one on the part of the 
Senate was employed. Now I yield to the gentleman [tol 
Maryland. 

Mr. GILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I understand, accor 
ing to the provisions reported by the conference comuuiiitce. 
that it is proposed to permit the bonding companies to ask © 
per cent more than the rates in 1908. Now, I want to : 
gentleman from Minnesota this question: As I undersiand ‘|, 
the facts are the companies were in 1908 in very great con)” 
tition with each other as to rates, some companies charging ole 
rate and some charging another rate. For instance, in the Wil 
for the clerks and the letter carriers some companies charse: 
as low as 25 cents a thousand and some as high as 50 cen's 
thousand. Which of these two rates under this provision w'\' 
be taken to add to it the 35 per cent; will it be the maximum or 
the minimum rate? 4 

Mr. TAWNEY. In the administration of this law there wil! 
be no attention paid, I assume, to bonds as classes, and it is for 
that reason that the words “like bonds” are used in this pro 
vision, So if the letter carrier was paying only 25 cents 4 


ask the 
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thousand—which I dispute, as there has been but one case 
prought to the attention of either committee—if that is true, 
then the officer would not be authorized to accept his bond if the 
rate on the new bond was more than 35 per cent in excess of a 
©5-cent rate. 
: ur. GILL of Maryland. Then the effect of this provision 
would be to continue the discrimination between the different 
officers based upon what they individually had paid in 1908, 
and it does not make a uniform rate applicable to everybody, 
but permits one officer to be bonded at one price and another 
officer at another price for the same class of bond? 

Mr. TAWNBEY. That is the fault of the bonding companies, 
and not the fault of the Government, if any such condition 


xists. ; 
j Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will yield to the gentleman from New 
York 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to ask about the proposed cus- 
toms court. I understand that no provision was made for 
compensation of the judges and assistant attorneys-general and 
other officials of that court. My recollection is that the Senate 
twice’ by vote provided that the compensation should be less 
than the amount fixed in the proposed tariff act. What I wish 
to inquire is whether it is the purpose to have these officials 
appointed on the presumption that the compensation fixed in 
the tariff act will be as there provided, or is there any under- 
standing that these appointees must receive amounts much 
lower than those provided by the tariff act? 

Mr. TAWNBY. I will say that the question of fixing the 
compensation of judges of the customs court of appeals and 
the salaries of the assistant to the Attorney-General and at- 
tornevs in the tariff act is a question that received most- careful 
consideration by the conferees. There was wide diversity of 
opinion regarding the Senate amendment. The conferees con- 
cluded finally that this court could not be organized under any 
circumstances within sixty or ninety days after the tariff bill be- 
comes a law, and that until ninety days after the court is organ- 
ized the cireuit court of appeals and the circuit court of the United 
States will continue to exercise the same jurisdiction they now 
exercise in customs cases. So that in not providing for the 
compensation of the judges, and not appointing the judges 
until the compensation is provided by appropriation, no injury 
will result to the service of the Government in any litigation 
growing out of questions that may arise under the proposed 
new tariff law. 

Now, in my judgment, and I think it must be evident to any 
man who reads the existing law, it will not be possible to appoint 
any of the judges of the customs court of appeals until the 
appropriation is made for their compensation, which will be 
done early in the next session of this Congress. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. ‘Is not the gentleman mistaken about 
that? 

Mr. TAWNBEY. I desire to finish my statement. My reason 
for saying that is this: Section 1761 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States reads as follows: 

No money shall be paid from the Treasury as salary to any person 
appointed during the recess of the Senate, to fill a vacancy in any ex- 
isting office, if the vacancy existed while the Senate was in session and 
was by law required to be filled by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, until such appointee has been confirmed by the Senate. 

Now, if this tariff law passes, it will be passed during this 
session of Congress. The vacancy, therefore, will exist while 


the Senate is in session, and therefore an appointment nade | 


now, in my judgment, would not be a legal appointment. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not want to be understood 
as saying that it would not be a legal appointment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, the appointee could not be paid 
any compensation, because no money is appropriated. ‘The 
President would have the power to appoint, and then the ap- 
pointee would have his right to go to the Court of Claims for 
his compensation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I beg to differ with the gentleman. 
could not go to the Court of Claims. 

= MANN. They could as soon as their confirmation was 
made, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The tariff act will provide for certain 
places at a definite compensation. The provision of the revised 
statutes to which the gentleman refers would only be operative 
to prevent the payment of compensation to them in case the 
‘ppropriation had been made, but it does not affect whatever 
the legality of their appointment or their right to compensa- 
tion in the way provided by law. My belief is that the Presi- 
dent will be justified, if this appropriation bill be passed without 
‘ny appropriation for their compensation and with the law 
providing these places at a definite compensation, in urging 
men to take these places upon the assumption that the compen- 


They 
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sation will be the amount fixed in the tariff act; and the gentle- 
man will do just as he did regarding the position of the Treas- 
urer of the United States when this bill was before us—come 
in here and say that as the law was amended on the 4th of 
March increasing the compensation $2,000, it was the duty of 
Congress to appropriate the money. 


Mr. TAWNEY. That was increasing the compensation of an 
officer then in the employ of the Government. These judges are 
not now in the employ of the Government. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The tariff act will be signed by the 
President, and that will authorize him to appoint these judges: 
and if there be no limitation except the compensation fixed in 
that act, they unquestionably would be entitled to that amount. 
So that there may be no misunderstanding, will the gentleman 
from Minnesota state what he believes to be the understanding 
about the compensation of these officials to be created? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will state for the information of the House 
that, in my judgment, there will be no appointments made until 
Congress has appropriated for the salaries of these judges, and 
that it will not embarrass the Government in the least if these 
appointments are not made until Congress has had an oppor- 
tunity to carefully consider this question of compensation. 
There is a great difference of opinion and very serious opposi- 
tion to paying compensation to these judges in excess of the 
compensation received by circuit judges of the United States. 

Mr. MANN. What is the compensation fixed in the tariff pil] 
now in conference? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was because of the difficulty that con- 
fronted the conferees that we concluded that the whole subject, 
both of appointing and appropriating for the compensation of 
the judges of the customs court, could go over until the next 
session of Congress, when both Houses would have more time 
and be far better prepared to consider this question and deter- 
mine what provision should be adopted. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In the hope that the gentleman’s re- 
marks will be read in another place, I wanted a statement made 
that would convey the understanding of this House that the ap- 
pointees, if appointed before Congress convenes, would not 
come to Congress to receive an amount in excess of that fixed 
in the appropriation bill by the Senate, and if the gentleman 
would send a marked copy of. his remarks to the other end of 
the Avenue— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, I will say that it is quite unnecessary 
for me to send a marked copy of my remarks to the other end 
of the Avenue. I feel very confident, Mr. Speaker, that no action 
will be taken with reference to filling these positions or ap- 

pointing men to these positions in view of the situation as it 
exists here to-day in both Houses of Congress, and in view of 
the fact that the conferees, for the reason which I have given, 
have concluded to defer until the beginning of the next session 
of Congress the question of the compensation of these officers. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Minnesota yield to me? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. It seems to me this is one of those cases where 
the very astute gentleman from Minnesota has been over- 
whelmed by some astute gentleman in the Senate. The law 
which will soon’ be in effect provides that these judges shall be 
appointed at a compensation of $10,000 per annum. 





Mr. KEIFER. Each. 
Mr. MANN. I did not suppose it was necessary to say 


” 


“each,” and I do not care for the addendum. It is true that if 
no appropriation is made for their salaries, they can not draw 
| their salaries until they have been confirmed by the Senate, but 
the moment they have been confirmed by the Senate, and if 
Congress has not already made an appropriation for the $10,000 
a year, each judge can file a claim in the court of appeals and 
obtain a judgment in the Court of Claims. Now, what took 
place? The conferees on the part of the House and the Senate 
on the tariff bill fixed a salary of $10,000. I do not know 
whether it is right or not. In one of those moments of mental 
hallucination some gentlemen at some place in this Capitol who 
have been talking economy, but seldom practice what they 
preach in reference to economy, did put into this bill a pro 
vision fixing the salary, so far as the appropriation was con 
cerned, at $7,000, but I feel quite confident that there was no 
trouble on the part of the House conferees striking that appro 
priation out, because if that appropriation had been in, the 
salaries of these judges would have been fixed practically at 
$7,000 a year. Now it is fixed at $10,000 a year, and there was 
no one on the other side of this Capitol with the exception of a 
few gentlemen highly connected with the passage of the tariff 
bill who did not want the $10,000 a year. That is what we will 
get, $10,000 a year, and these judges will be appointed before 
the ink is fairly dry on the bill which creates them, because it 
is essential, just as much essential that their appointment be 
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made now as that it be made there next winter. We have taken 
away the jurisdiction of the other courts 
Mr. TAWNEY. No; we have not. 


Mr. MANN (continuing). And conferred the jurisdiction | 


upon this court. 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The conference committee thought 
that the matter ought to go over until next session, when (\). 
gress could finally settle this question. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Would this not have gone over just as woe} 
| and given the House the same opportunity to thrash it out if 


Mr. TAWNEY: No; we have not taken jurisdiction away you had agreed to the Senate amendment to make it seven thoy- 


from the federal courts at all. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I think we have. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman does not mean to say 
that, because the bill provides that upon and after the organi- 
gation of this court jurisdiction shall be transferred, and so 
forth, 

Mr. MANN. I understand that, so long as the courts’ last 
appeals can go to the Supreme Court of tke United States; 
but the very purpose of this act is to take away the jurisdiction 
of the lower courts and confer it upon this court, from which 
they can not take an appeal, and the very reason that caused 
the enactment of the legislation will cause the appointment of 
the judges at a compensation of $10,000 per, not $7,000. That 
is the reason that amendment went out. You did not have any 
trouble taking it out. There was no insistence by the Senate 
conferees that this provision should remain in the bill. Of 
course, I am not in the secrets of the conferees, but I know and 


you know there was no fight over that question. If you wanted | 


it out, nobody opposed it. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am not prepared to reply as to what | 


the conferees did except to say the statement of the gentleman 
is thoroughly unwarranted by the facts. 

Mr. MANN. By the facts as disclosed by the gentlemen on 
the conference committee; not by the facts as they are. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Without wishing to be discourteous, I | 


must say the gentleman’s statement is not correct. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman answer me one | 
question—whether the House managers expected by this amend- | 


ment that language would settle it definitely? 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. The Senate could not recede if the | 


House was willing to accept. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. It was their amendment, and if the | 


House conferees had simply agreed to the amendment, that took 
it out of conference and agreed to it. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is true, that it will be taken out 


of conference. If the gentleman is sure we ought to agree to 
the rates fixed in the Senate bill, then perhaps that is what the 
House conferees could have done. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman wants to discuss what the 
salary ought to be, that is all right, but to endeavor to say that 
this is stricken out for the purpose of keeping the salary at 

7,000, so that Congress might hereafter fix the salary, is to 
me-—well, I will not say. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman now says it was 
stricken out to keep the salary at seven thousand. It was 
stricken out because this question of salary ought to be 
thrashed out in both Houses of Congress. 

Mr. MANN. It never will be. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There will be no appointment and no 
money. 


Mr. MANN. It never will be thrashed out again. This is 
the cnly chance. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman is in error. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman might as well talk about thrash- 
ing out the salaries of the justices of the Supreme Court, fixed 
by law, the same as this is fixed. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If this bill were passed, they would be 
fixed by law—— 

Mr. MANN. If the bill were passed, so far as this salary is 
concerned, it would be fixed by the appropriation act for the 
ensuing year only, and the custom would remain as it has re- 
mained for years, under certain circumstances, of appropriating 
less money for the salaries fixed by law, as we do for all the 
governors of the Territories. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Neither House has had opportunity to 
really consider this question of salary. 

Mr. MANN. I refer the gentleman to the distinguished gentle- 
man from New York {[Mr. Payne], who I am sure would not 
accede to the proposition that the House has never had oppor- 
tunity to consider provisions of the tariff bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. We never had opportunity to consider 
the matter of salaries of the justices of this court. 

Mr. MANN. We had a conference committee sitting for three 
weeks, and which reported to the House. This conference com- 
mittee switched it over, and I suppose it could not cover a 
question in a day that this conference committee could not cover 
in three weeks, 


| sand? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It would not. This whole great force 
of attorneys named in the bill would have been immediately 
appointed and the salaries appropriated. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman means to say that this court 
will not be organized until Congress meets and makes provision » 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am satisfied it will not. 

Mr. MANN. Does he think he has reason for his satisfactio° 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think I have. 

Mr. MANN. I have great respect for the gentleman's reas). 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say, in reply to the gentleman froy 
Illinois, in adopting this report, which rejects the Senate ame d- 
ment in respect to the compensation to be paid to the judges of 
the customs court of appeals, we do not lose any control over 
the matter in the future at all, and when the compensation js 
fixed by an appropriation, no matter what amount is autliorized 
by law, the provision will be carried for the compensation for 
that fiscal year, with a provision whereby the acceptance of the 
salary must be in full for all services. We lose no control what- 
ever over this question of compensation. But I do submit, jy 
view of the differences of opinion in the two Houses respecting 
| the compensation to be paid to the judges of this new court and 
| as to the organization of the court, the whole subject should je 
| deferred until the next session, when both Houses will have 
time and opportunity to consider it. We retain absolute contro! 
| over the whole question. 

Mr. PARSONS. For what purpose is the $25,000 that is 
appropriated to be used? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The purpose of the $25,000 that is appro- 
priated is this: The tariff act, if it becomes law, will repea! the 
act of 1897, which act authorizes the employment of customs 
| solicitors and attorneys to take care of all customs cases before 
the Board of General Appraisers, and I think they are at 
| the present time looking after customs litigation in the federal 
courts. That law being repealed, of course, would make it im 
possible to continué their service. The amount expended for 
that service heretofore has been $24,400, and the $25,000 appro- 
priated is intended to continue that service for the fiscal 
year 1910. 

Mr. PARSONS. Will it not continue that service under the 
terms of the new tariff, and the attorneys under the new 
tariff will be appointed and get the compensation provided for 
in that bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It will simply afford the Department of 
Justice an opportunity to employ such counsel and attorneys 
as are necessary to conduct the customs litigation before the 
Board of General Appraisers and before the courts. It has no 
reference whatever to the provision in respect to the appoint- 
| ment of attorneys in connection with the customs court. 

Mr. PARSONS. It can be used in that way, can it not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ©* course they can discharge the attorneys 
they now have, unuer the appropriation we have made for this 
fiscal year, and appoint other attorneys. That is true. They 
have that right and that power, I admit; but whether that 
power will be exercised in that way I do not know. ‘The 
amount for the attorneys asked by the Senate was $42,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That was less than provitled for in 
the tariff law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That was very much less than provided in 
the tariff law. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. KEIrer]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Ohio wi'l pr- 
don me for one moment. 

Mr. KEIFER. Wait until I am through. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I just want to see if there can be some 
agreement as to the time for debate on this bill. There are 
some Members on this side of the House who desire to discuss 
the bill, and I want to ask the gentleman whether his ebject is 
to yield the floor and allow recognitions to be made or to agree 
upon a time? 

Mr. TAWNEY. How much time does the gentleman want? 
I do not desire to consume much time on this report. It is 
very essential that it should be sent to the Senate before it 
adjourns to-day. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly; but I do not presume it is 
necessary to get it there before 4 o’clock. I do-not care to 
discuss the report myself, but I understand that there «are 
gentlemen on this side who wish to discuss it, and I think «0 
hour and a half on this side will be required 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman agree to vote on the re- 
port at 3 o’elock, the time between now and then to be divided 
~qually ? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman has occupied a 
great deal of time. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. I have not occupied time in explaining the 
report, except 80 far as Members of the House have asked me 

estions. 
ve UNDERWOOD. As far as this-bill is concerned, we on 
this side have not attempted to make any points of order or 
to delay it, and we want at least an hour’s time on this side of 
the House. That is a request to which I think the gentleman 
ought to accede. 

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman from Alabama says he wants 
so much time. Now, I want a few minutes on this proposition 
against the report, and I should like to be taken into considera- 
tion in the time. I am opposed to the adoption of this confer- 
ence report. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I hope the gentleman from Minnesota 
will agree that the vote shall be taken at half after 3. That 
gives about two hours, and he can divide that between the two 
sides of the House. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will consent to take the 
vote at half past 3, that will give about an hour on each side. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As the gentleman has occupied a good 
deal of time, I think it is fair that we should have an hour. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have been answering questions asked me 
by gentlemen on both sides. 

“Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think this side of the House will need 
an hour’s time, and I do not think the gentleman ought to be- 
grudge us a few minutes. We have no disposition to delay. 
We only want legitimate debate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will give the gentleman one hour out of 
that time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask that the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Liyrneston], the senior minority member of the commit- 
tee, control the time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the vote on the conference report be taken at half past 3 o'clock, 
and that one hour of the time between now and then be al- 
lowed to the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. Livincston], and 
the remainder of the time be under the control of myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. O_tMstep). The gentleman 
from Minnesota asks unanimous consent that the vote on the 
motion to concur in the conference report be taken at 3.30 
p. m., and that of the intervening time one hour shall be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livineston], and 


the remainder of the time by the gentleman from Minnesota | 


[Mr. Tawney]. Is there objection? 

Mr. JAMES. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Does the gentleman from Minnesota know 
whether this $25,000 inserted here as a new provision is satis- 
factory to the Attorney-General and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury at present? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Attorney-General this morning called 
the attention of the conferees to the fact that if we made no 
appropriation for the salaries of the attorneys provided for by 
the tariff act the present force of attorneys employed in customs 
litigation would have to be discontinued, because the proposed 
tariff bill repeals the act of 1897. We are simply restoring the 
status during this fiscal year by appropriating $25,000 in lieu 
of the salaries that otherwise would be repealed by the enact- 
ment of the pending tariff bill. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Then it would be satisfactory to the de- 
partment? 

Mr. TAWNBY. Satisfactory to the department, and it is 
all they are asking for. All they expended last year was $24,400, 
and this gives them $25,000. 

Mr. JAMES. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not yield any further. 

Mr. JAMES. Then I object. 

“a SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky 
objects. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I supposed that consent had been given, and 
that this was coming out of my time. 

Mr. JAMES. No. I merely want to ask a question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman ask his question? 

Mr. JAMES. You said you wanted unanimous consent to 
take the vote on this at 3.30. I want to know whether or not 
that would preclude such other parliamentary rights as we 
have? For instance, to move to recommit this report to the 
ee of conference with instructions to strike out certain 


Mr. TAWNEY. It does not preclude anything, if we vote on 
the report. 
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Mr. JAMES. Does it deny us the right to make that motion? 

Mr, TAWNEY. That is a parliamentary question that should 
be addressed to the Speaker. I can not answer the gentleman 
from Kentucky. I do not think it does. 

_ JAMES. If the gentleman from Minnesota says it does 
not—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Kerrer}. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, before this last colloquy I sup- 
posed I had something to say on the matter that was under 
discussion relating to the customs court of appeals. It was 
suggested that if we did not make an appropriation for this 
court it might result in embarrassment in the administration 
of the tariff law that we are expected to pass. I want to say, 
in reenforcement of what was said by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Smirn], that the tariff law is so drawn 
as to seem to provide for just the case that is provided for in 
the amendment in the conference report. 

In the section of the tariff bill relating to the court of cus- 
toms appeal it says: 

After organization of said court no appeal shall be taken or allowed 
from any board of the United States general appraisers to any other 
court, and no appellate jurisdiction shall thereafter be exercised or 
allowed by any other court in cases decided by said board of United 
States appraisers. 

So that the present law will apply and run until this court 
of customs appeals is organized, and when that is done the 
powers exercised by the present courts as to tariff matters will 
be abrogated. 

Now it is important that this legislation proposed on this 
subject should be adopted, if we are to deal with the question 
of salaries of the judges of the customs court of appeals. I 
am not now undertaking to give my own opinion—I am not 
sure that I have one—as to what that salary should be. It 
seems that it is a higher salary for each of the judges of the 
court of customs appeals than is paid to the circuit court judges 
in the present circuit court of appeals. The latter judges, as 
I recollect, receive $7,000 per annum. In the adoption of the 
Constitution of the United States it was thought wise to put 
in a provision with reference to salaries to be paid to the jus- 





[After a 


| tices of the Supreme Court of the United States and the judges 


of the inferior courts. 
The customary rule in the States which has obtained gen- 





erally is that the salaries of judges shall not be increased dur- 
ing their term. Many of the States have a constitutional pro- 
| vision that prohibits an increase of salary during the terms of 
their judges. But the reverse of that rule is provided for in 
the Constitution of the United States, on the theory that some 


unfriendly legislation might destroy the courts, and it was there 
| fore provided in the Constitution of the United States that 
| after a judge has entered on his term his salary shall not be 


reduced. This provision is found in section 1 of Article III of 
| the Constitution, which reads: 


Section 1. The judicial power of the United States shall be invested 
in one Supreme Court, and in such inferior courts as the Congress may 


from time to time ordain and establish. The judges, both of the 
Supreme and inferior courts, shall hold their offices during good be- 
havior, and shall, at stated times, receive for their services a compen- 


sation which shall not be diminished during their continuance in office. 

If the court of customs appeals is organized and the judges 
| thereof are appointed under the law that is expected to be 
passed their salaries will be $10,000 a year, and could not be 
diminished during their term. 

Mr. MANN. It is a lucky thing that we have one man in the 
House old enough to remember the Constitution, or to ramem- 
ber the days when it was read. [Laughter.] 


| Mr. KEIFER. Thanks for the compliment—just about my 
age. [Laughter.] 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. HucuHes]. 

Mr. HUGHES of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against 
this deficiency bill because it makes appropriations for an un- 
necessary new court to deal with customs cases and for many 
other reasons, among them the unjustifiable appropriation to 
buy automobiles for the Vice-President and Speaker. We should 
not spend the people’s money for many of the purposes men- 
tioned in this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not my intention at this time to make any 
argument against the iniquitous Republican tariff bill. It has 
been demonstrated in this House during the course of the dis- 
cussion of it that it is sectional and in the interest of the 
favored few and the classes who have for more than forty years 
been allowed by the party now in control to abuse the taxing 
power of the Government for their benefit. This bill violates 
the Jeffersonian doctrine of “equal rights to all and special 
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‘privileges to none.” This bill will not raise the revenue re- 
quired to carry on the Government. Its authors knew this, 
for they inserted a provision for the issue of certificates by 
the Government, which are really interest-bearing bonds, to 
the amount of $290,000,000. This was done at the dictation of 
the high financiers of Wali street, who want these bonds to 
carry out their selfish schemes. 

Early in the discussion of this bill I showed how some of the 
features of this measure would affect the farmers of our coun- 
try by levying upon them taxes unnecessarily burdensome and 
by increasing some of the taxes wholly without any justifying 
reason. I now denounce this Payne-Aldrich bill as the worst 
tariff bill that has ever been enacted by the Congress. I be- 
lieve that the American people will repudiate the measure and 
rebuke the party responsible for its enactment. 

Mr. Speaker, during the last week the state agents of the 
Cooperative Farm Demonstration Work, under the direction 
of Dr. S. A. Knapp, of the Agricultural Department, have been 
in session in this city. I have attended these meeting as often 
as my congressional duties would permit. I have been in- 
structed and interested on account of the good work that these 
gentlemen have done and are now doing. I have here a news- 
paper interview given out by my friend here, Hon. Henry D. 
Criayvron, of Alabama, and published in the newspapers, touch- 
ing this subject. The matter is of such great importance to 
the cotton growers and the good that has been accomplished 
and is being accomplished by this work is so well told by Mr. 
CLayTon that I now read into the Recorp that interview. I 
hope it will fall into the hands of every cotton grower in my 
State. 

I have been a farmer all my life, and I know how to sym- 
pathize with the farmers, particularly with the southern 
farmers. I shall continue to use my best efforts to. encourage 
every movement that tends to benefit the cotton growers. The 
valne of the cotton exported from the United States represents 
the amount of the balance of trade in favor of the United 
States against foreign importations; that is to say, all other 
things that are exported from the United States would not pay 
for what is imported into the United States and leave any 
balance in favor of this country were it not for the cotton 
crop of the South. The part of that crop which is exported 
represents the balance of trade in favor of the United States 
of more than $400,000,000. Surely the cotton industry should 
be encouraged in every way. It is with a desire to do an 
humble part in this direction that 1 have made these remarks 
and print the interview to which I have referred: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., August 3, 1909. 


The very interesting meeting of the state agents of the Cooperative 
Farm Demonstration Work has about concluded its more than a week’s 
session at Washington. Congressman CLAYTON has given to your cor- 
respondent the following interview, which will be of interest to all 
cotton planters: 


HON. HENRY D. CLAYTON'S INTERVIEW. 


Mr. CLAYTON said: 

“The Farmers’ Cooperative Demonstration Work, under the jurisdic- 
tion of Dr. S. A. Knapp, is doing great good for the southern farmers. 
They are beginning to realize the practical benefit to be derived from 
the lectures and the demonstration work being done by Doctor Knapp 
and his corps of assistants throughout the cotton-growing States. 

“Doctor Knapp’s assistants from the 11 cotton-growing States have 
been here the last week, and he has been holding with them a series 
of meetings, discussing and considering various agricultural problems 
in the cotton States. Conditions of the agricultural interests have been 
fully discussed and plans and views for the future work have been 
considered. The States infested by the boll weevil are represented by 
Messrs. Proctor and Quicksall, of Texas; Bentley, of Arkansas; Evans, 
of Louisiana; Tate and Moss, of Mississippi; and the States not yet 
affected by the boll weevil were represented by Messrs. Wilson and 
J. C. Phelps, of Alabama; Williams, of South Carolina; Hudson, of 
North Carolina; Meharge, of Florida; Gentry, of Georgia; and Sandy, 
of Virginia. 

* Doctor eee warns the cotton growers in the States not yet in- 
fested that the boll weevil is coming. NM is now within about 80 miles 
from the west line of Alabama. It travels at the rate of 35 to 40 
miles a year. At this rate it will soon appear in Alabama, and will 
steadily make its way eastward to Georgia and the other cotton States. 

“Among the objects sought to be accomplished by the work is to aid 
the farmers in the boll-weevil infested districts to overcome or min- 
imize the boll-weevil injury. The demonstration work has shown that 
great good has been and can be ere yang: by an intelligent follow- 
ing of the advice and methods advocated by those engaged in this work. 
The weevil hibernates in the cotton fields and in adjoining woodlands. 
As early as the spring will permit—and earlier when the spring is early 
than when the spring is late—the old weevil comes out and seeks the 
young cotton plant and infests it. As soon as the squares appear it 
bores into or punctures the aenme and deposits its egg, and the gum 
or exudation of the young p nt fills up the hole or opening. The 
square soon dies and falls off, and before long the larva in it, under 
the influence of the sunshine, hatches. This takes about twenty-one 
days from the time of the deposit of the egg to bring the weevil to 
maturity, and then this new crop is ready for business. It is said that 
12,000,000 may be the family in one season of one pair of weevils. 

*“ How to overcome or circumvent the destruction wrought by the boll 
weevil is the problem that the southern farmer mast solve. He owes 
it to himself, to our great section that God has blessed with well-nigh 
a monopoly of the cotton production of the world; he owes it to hu- 
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manity, that must look to the fleecy staple of Dixie for the most part 
for raiment wherewith to clothe its nakedness. Doctor Knapp and his 
assistants have shown how the boll-weevil injury may be at least min- 
imized. Their work has demonstrated the wisdom of pursuing the 
following plans: 

“The first recommendation is that the farmer reduce his acreage, so 
that he can intensify in preparation and in cultivation, and aisc in 
fertilization where fertilization is needed. Then, when the first weevils 
appear the women and children ought to go through the cotton fielq 
row by row, and pick off the boll weevil, just as is done in the tobacco. 
growing States with the tobacco worm. Then, when the squares fa)| 
off—and those that do not fall off, but are dead—they are gathered 
together and burned. This ordinarily has to be done at least two or 
three times a season. It ought to be done as often as necessary. It js 
estimated that with the cheap help on a farm this does not cost over 

2 per acre, and in fact on many of the farms where there is an abun. 
dance of cheap labor the cost is almost inappreciable. 

“The advantages to come from the decreased acreage of cotton are 
twofold. In the first place, it facilitates intensive cultural methods 
and intensive methods increase the i per acre. It is more 
profitable, of course, to cultivate land that will make a bale of cotton 
per acre than land that will protees only a third of a bale per acre. 
which is about the average of cotton production in the South. It js 
obvious that the squares containi the boll weevil can be gathered of 
of 10 acres more quickly and at less cost than off of 20 acres. The 
other advantage to come from the decreased cotton acreage is the diver 
sity of crops. More land can be devoted to corn, oats, and cowpeas. 
all of them being valuable staple crops. Of course this would fil! the 
southern cribs with corn and help to lessen the quantity of bacon 
that the South buys from the West. We would always have good, 
wholesome corn bread and not bread made from meal cuit of damaged 
corn, which is giving to the negroes in some sections of the South the 
disease known as ‘ pelagra.’ It would also save the life of many a mule 
and horse that is lost on account of being fed on ship and damaged 
corn. Good, home-raised corn and oats would add to the usefulness 
and prolong the lives of our horses and mules. Besides, many of the 
farmers would have corn, oats, and peas to sell to the population in 
the near-by towns and cities, and this would keep money at home that 
now goes to the West for feedstuffs. 

“Of course it does not now take a chemist to know the value that 
cowpeas add to land as a source of nitrogen gathered from the air, tle 
air being composed, as every intelligent farmer knows who has been 
reading the bulletins published by the Department of Agriculture, of 
about 80 per cent of nitrogen, which is the most costly ingredient of 
commercial fertilizers. 

“Another thing which has been determined by Doctor Knapp and his 
coworkers is that it is advisable to plant early varieties of cotton that 
will grow off and mature early. Doctor Knapp regards this as very 
important in the fight against the boll weevil. 

**It does one good to go into the different parts of Alabama, where 
the white man—the small farmer—lives on and cultivates his own land. 
Nearly every one of these small farmers ‘lives at home and boards at 
the same place,’ which is a boast that they have a right to make and 
are proud to make. In every such community in Alabama the farming 
lands are valuable, the farms are well conducted, the houses and build. 
ings are good, and in the midst of such farms or near by are fine 
Casee and good schools, and the citizens are intelligent and pro 
gressive. 

“Doctor Knapp and his assistants are endeavoring to impress upon 
the cotton growers where the weevil has not yet made its advent the 
Sopra of preparing against its coming, and the methods mentioned 
will prepare the farmer to meet the very skirmish line of this enemy, 
and if the weevil can not be oy exterminated, it can be kept in a 
state of subjection. The trouble has been with the average cotton 

rower, who has not prepared to meet the weevil when it came, that 
e became panic-stricken and disgusted and sold out his land for what- 
ever he could get and moved away. In many communities where the 
weevil has appeared, the wise and gritty farmer stayed, kept his land, 
and sometimes bought more at give-away prices. Every farmer in in- 
fested communities who has stayed at home and fought the weevil! in 
an intelligent way has succeed and is succeeding, and some of them 
fo! that they are making more money than they ever did before. ‘(od 
helps, those that help themselves.’ He has given the southern farmer 
the best climate and the best soil, so far as variety of productions is 
concerned, on the face of the globe. The cotton grower has weathered 
sometimes short crops, sometimes wholly inadequate 
prices. But the world must have this product of his labor. His com- 
mon sense, his resourcefulness, and his gameness have enabled him to 
succeed. The boll weevil need not discomfit him if he will continue 
and increase intelligent methods, both for producing and marketing his 
cotton, make every lick count, use his muscle and brain together, and 
he will receive and enjoy, as he should, his just share in the wealth he 
creates. Let the farmers continue to unite and cooperate among them 
selves for better production, for better prices, and for better marketing 
of their crops. am glad that they are cooperating everywhere wit! 
the agricultural departments in our States and with our Department of 
Agriculture here in Washington. 

**In Alabama this demonstration work is being carried on in a »rac- 
tical way under the direction of Mr. R. Wilson, state agent for ‘hat 
purpose, and in east and south Alabama under the immediate direction 
of Assistant State Agent J. C. Phelps, of Lee County. It is hoped 
that our farmers will continue to cooperate most heartily with them in 
this work. Doctor Knapp assured Congressmen Dent, Heruin, Rich 
ARDSON, Burnett, TAYLOR, UNDERWOOD, CRraIG, and CuarTon that he 
would send these demonstrators into different parts of the State to 
get local cooperation for carrying on this work as rapidly as the meaus 
at his disposal will permit. 

a ~~ that not only every farmer in Alabama, and, for that mat- 
ter, in the entire South, will join with the Department of Agriculture 
in encouraging or carrying on this work, but I also trust that this 
useful endeavor will receive the friendly aid of our bankers, merchants. 
professional men, and business men generally. The wise industrial 
gospel being preached by Doctor Knapp and his assistants ought to 
spread.’ 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I now yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Stsson]. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that anything that 
one might say on this or any other bill as a rule has any effect 
on any Member's vote. I understand that a great many speeclies 
are made for home consumption; but in this particular bi!! |! 
does seem to me that if it is an urgent deficiency bill, there has 
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been injected into the bill many matters which ought not to be 
put into a pill of this kind at this particular time. 

Mr. TAWNBY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. SISSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNBY. Does the gentleman now include in those 
matters the public building at West Point, Miss.? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SISSON. I will state to the gentleman from Minnesota 
that that item is an item which ought to have been in the last 
pill which passed the House. It was an appropriation which 
was made, and I do not want to take up too much time with 
that. It is in the bill, and properly there. 

Mr. MANN. It is subject to a point of order in this bill, and 
it onght to have been made. 

Mr. SISSON. Yes; that may be true. But the matter of the 
West Point post-office appropriation will not, nor will any other 
matter affecting my district, deter me from the performance of 
what I conceive to be my duty. {Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman makes that statement after the 
item is in the bill. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SISSON. I make the statement now, as I would make it 
then, and I say another thing, that when you go before the 
country on the proposition that you are a party of business men, 
vou will, as certainly as the night follows the day, be met by 
the proposition, if you have proper opposition, that a good busi- 
ness man when his business affairs are in such a condition that 
his expenses are outrunning his income, cuts his expenses down 
as a good business man and does not increase them. Every day 
we are running behind about $3,000,000. In addition to that 
the Treasury report the other day—I have not looked at it this 
morning—shows that we are running behind $118,000,000; and 
this is certainly not the time when, as good business men, any 
party ought to commit itself to the proposition of fastening per- 
manently upon this House the charge of $6,000 annually for an 
automobile for the Speaker and $6,000 for an automobile for 
the Vice-President. There is no more good reason why the 
Speaker of this House should ride in an automobile or why the 
Vice-President should than the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations or any other individual here. On the contrary, 
as Members of the House, you all find you have infinitely more 
to do that would eall for an automobile than has the Speaker of 
the House or the Vice-President. 

The heads of the departments and the chiefs of the depart- 
ments are already riding in automobiles at the expense of the 
Government. Now it is proposed for that reason not to deny 
this privilege to the Speaker of the House and the Vice-Presi- 
dent. Upon the same reasoning, where will it end? One ex- 
travagance calls for another. 

Why should these particular officers be singled out and given 
automobiles for their own use? Why should the head of each 
department be given this high privilege? Have these Republican 
officers too much of royalty in them to ride on the electric cars 
which run in every direction in the city of Washington every 
five minutes? Are they too good and too sacred to ride with 
plain and honest people? If this is to be the rule, then why not 
have the Government furnish the United States Senators each 
in automobile? When each Senator has one at the expense of 
the Government, then comes the question, Why not each Member 
of Congress? Then how long before each officer of the Govern- 
ment will want outriders in livery? Why should we begin to 
ape royalty? Will the people always submit to this extrava- 
gance? Each army and naval officer will soon be adding to his 
uniform an automobile. If the Republican party keeps up this 
pace many years, where will be the glory of our simple demo- 
cratic institutions? Extravagance and debauchery will be the 
fad and fashion of the hour. You Republicans have instituted 
a hew régime and are taking away from our great Republic all 
those qualities which have caused it to be admired by all liberty- 
loving people in the world. 

You have denied this House the right to vote upon these 
items separately, because you know that even some Republicans 
would have enough decency to vote against many of these out- 
rageous provisions, 

_ But there is another matter that I want to call to the atten- 
tion of the House. I would not nor do I intend to intentionally 
gain the ill will of any man. I want every man’s friendship, I 
want every man’s good will, but I would not purchase the 
friendship or good will of any man by withholding the expres- 
Sion of an honest opinion which I entertain in reference to the 
expenditures of this Government. A man who would withhold 
that opinion here is unworthy to occupy a seat in this House. 
The other day I saw fit and proper to oppose the item of the 
extra month’s salary to the employees. I want to say here 
and now that I believe every employee is entitled to fair and 
honest compensation for the services which he renders, The 
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laborer is worthy of his hire, and we ought as a body to be 
willing to do that which is proper by the employees. If these 
employees are not getting enough salary, then raise the salary 
as honest men ought to do, but the United States Government 
ought not to go into the tipping business, and that is why I am 
opposed to paying the one month’s extra salary. It is not right 
in principle. Public funds are sacred and should be guarded 
sacredly. I have little confidence in any man who will guard 
with care his own pocketbook and act otherwise when dealing 
with public funds. But since I made that speech here on the 
floor of this House there have been some few employees who 
have looked at me with a thundercloud upon their brows like 
unto that on the face of mighty Jove. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OLMSTED). 
the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SISSON. I will ask the gentleman from Georgia to 
yield me two minutes more in order that I may finish what I 
have to say. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
tleman. 

Mr. SISSON. I want to say to those of the employees of 
either House that should see fit and proper to be dissatisfied 
with a vote that I cast here that I owe my allegiance not to 
the employees, but to the suffering taxpayers of this country. 
The time has come in this Government, it seems to me, when we 
may properly paraphrase a remark of Lincoln, that this has 
got to be a Government of employees, for employees, by em- 
ployees. I say here, too, that when the time comes and the 
people of this country shall be thoroughly aroused and the bot- 
tom of the till in the Treasury shall be reached you may be 
driven from power because of your excessive extravagance. 
It is not in the mind of a people to oppose honest and legiti- 
mate appropriations, if the appropriation happens to be one 
which is proper and just. There are many just and proper 
appropriations which ought to be withheld when the Govern- 
ment is running behind in its expenses. If you had a man man- 
aging your business, and he ran behind and the business got 
in debt, and he did not cut down the expenses, you would dis- 
charge such a manager. The American people may do that in 
the next election with the Republican party, which is managing 
the Federal Treasury at this time, [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzaerarp]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire regard- 
ing Senate amendment No. 64, which authorizes the President 
to cause to be entered into such contracts not to exceed the 
amount of the bond issue authorized in what will be, I assume, 
the new tariff law, for the payment of the construction of the 
Panama Canal. I wish the gentleman from Minnesota would 
explain the purpose of this amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the original authorization for 
the construction of the canal was limited to $130,000,000. 

Now, when we began the work of constructing the canal the 
War Department, under whose jurisdiction the canal is being 
constructed, obtained authority to construct the canal by con- 
tract. Of course, the expenditures under the contract had to be 
limited to the cost fixed in the law. Since that time the limit 
of cost has been removed, but the limit to which the Govern- 
ment has been authorized to issue bonds for that purpose has 
not been removed, and it is proposed to increase the limit to 
$295,000,000. Now, it is simply to extend the authority which 
the War Department now has to contract for the construction 
of the canal under the new authorization. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My recollection is that we removed all 
limitations upon the authority to enter into contracts the time 
the last administration was fooling around with a man named 
Oliver, and after authority was given the bids were rejected. 
That is my recollection. 

Mr. MANN. No; if the gentleman will pardon me, we re- 
moved the limitation of cost, which was originally $140,000,000, 
but the authority to enter into contract under the Spooner Act 
was $130,000,000. 
been changed, and they can not enter into contracts at all, 
except where the money is already appropriated, and if this 
change is not made, so that authority is given to enter into con- 
tracts in the future, they will be required to have the money 
appropriated before they can make a contract, as, for instance, 
they are doing on the Gatun locks and dam for cement and other 
things. pia 5 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman said the limitation of 
cost was removed, but the limitation to contract was not - 

Mr. MANN. Not increased. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have a distinct recollection of the time 
the bids were in the War Department, for the purpose of having 


— 





The time of 


I yield two minutes more to the gen- 


That authority to enter into contract has never 















































ini at 


FO Ae IEE OPT TRE CSPI Tar Oe 
SE Sane : 


coop sip oq tncdn nak 


sone 


ae SADE, SCE Ey 


etter ie AT tehegealaaargod ro 


oe cree 


St ee 


SE REN OSS SAL 


g “2 
Same 





4906 


.the entire work done by contract. The Committee on Appro- 
priations was induced to insert a provision, I believe, in one of 
the sundry civil bills, to remove the limitation upon the power of 
the Government to contract upon the theory that the Govern- 
ment wished te have the work done by contract, and after the 
authority was given on that theory bids were all rejected, and 
the administration then in power proceeded to go ahead and do 
the work as authorized by law. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will remember, the proposed 
Oliver contract did not provide for the payment of a certain 
fixed sum, and did not interfere with the law fixing the limita- 
tion at $130,000,000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
man from New York. 

Mr. MANN. The proposed Oliver contract was a contract for 
the payment on a percentage basis, simply superintending, and 
did not interfere with the law limiting the amount of contract 
to $130,000,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
intelligible to him—— 

Mr. MANN. Well, it is to everyone else in the House. 
may require some time to be intelligible to the gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I was just about to say it was not in- 
telligible to anybody who could hear what the gentleman was 
saying. ‘The truth of it is, I have no doubt the gentleman from 
Minnesota will now admit he was induced to incorporate the 
provision to which I referred in one of the sundry civil bills in 
the belief that the administration wanted to do the work by con- 
tract. All that has been stated about the Oliver bid was known 
at the time this authority was asked for, and the then pending 
bid was used to induce Congress to give the authority, but the 
bid was rejected and the administration proceeded to do the 
work regardless of this contract authority. I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Minnesota another question. How much is it 
proposed to pay to any officer or employee of the Government 
heretofore or hereafter employed by the National Waterways 
Commission, notwithstanding the restriction of the Revised 
Statutes? I understand the provisions of the Revised Statutes 
prohibit the payment of additional compensation to army or 
naval officers unless specifically authorized. 

This provision must cover some special cases. Will the gentle- 
man state what is proposed to be done under this provision? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is a Senate amendment modified in 
conference in this respect: The chairman of the Waterways 
Commission, Senator Burton, has employed two men collect- 
ing data for the use of the commission. 

Mr, FITZGERALD. Employed without authority of law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The first part is to pay these two men. I 
do not know whether they are appointed by authority of law or 
not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Minnesota would 
not make an appropriation without ascertaining whether the 
men were employed under authority of law or employed on 
somebody's say-so? 

Mr. TAWNEY. But the amendment as it was originally 
adopted was a wide-open amendment, allowing them to employ 
as many people as they saw fit. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is the amendment I have before 
me? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. Now, the provision agreed upon by 
Congress limits it to the employment of three people. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Without any authority for future em- 
ployment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Without any authority whatever. We cut 
out everything except the employment of three people. My 
recollection is that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smiru] 
drew the modified provision, I do not remember the exact 
language of it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, in the few minutes I have 
remaining I wish to refer again to the action of the conference 
committee regarding the compensation of the judges of the new 
custums court of appeals. When the provision in the tariff act 
was pending before the Senate it, upon a vote, reduced the 
amount of the compensation of these judges from $10,000 to 
$7,000 a year, and fixed the compensation of the assistant to 
the Attorney-General at $6,500 a year instead of $10,000. Those 
provisions came to the House as Senate amendments. The 
House had no opportunity to pass upon them, but evidently the 
House conferees insisted wpon the higher compensation being 
fixed before they would consent to the creation of the court. 
When this appropriation bill was pending in the Senate the 
Senate again by a vote fixed the compensation of these judges 
at $7,000, and the compensation of the assistant attorney-general 
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at the reduced rate. The bill came to the House, and now these 
amendments are eliminated from the bill. In spite of the stato. 
ment of the gentleman from Minnesota, there can be no doubt 
that if the tariff bill be passed the President will have power 
to appoint these judges at a compensation of $10,000 a year 
and, as has been pointed out by the gentleman from Ohio | \r. 
Kerrer}, under the provisions of the Constitution their eo». 
pensation will not be within the jurisdiction of the Congress 
to reduce it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Ly- 
INGSTON] consent to vacate the order? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That would not be fair, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Tawney] to use some of his time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have used more time than the gentleman 
from Georgia has, and have not as much left. Mr. Chairman, 
how much time has been consumed on the two sides? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgi, 
[Mr. Livineston] has forty minutes remaining and the gentle- 
man from Mimnesota [Mr. Tawney] forty-five. 

Mr. SMALL. Will the gentleman from Minnesota answer g 
question ? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield a minute to the gentleman fro 
North Carolina [Mr. SMALL]. 

Mr. SMALL. I wish to inquire as to Senate amendment 
No, 12, whether the conferees receded from that amendment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. What was the amendment about? 

Mr. SMALL. The Secretary of the Treasury is directed to 
make a report on the erection of public buildings, and so forth. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Senate receded. It is a provision that 
has gone out. 

Mr. SMALL. I am glad of that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. Humpurey]. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I want to ask the gentle- 
man in regard to an item that is on page 17 of the print of the 
bill as I have it here, namely, an appropriation for $24,000 to 
enable the Secretary of the Interior to complete the classifica- 
tion and appraisement of the lands of the Yakima Indian Reser- 
vation, and ask him why it was stricken out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to ask out of 
whose time this inquiry comes? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘The inquiry is coming out of my time. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I understand, Mr. Speaker, 
that was stricken from the bill in the conference report. The 
item is on page 15 at the bottom of the page. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I want to know why that 
was done, because, as I understand the situation, the party is 
already in the field. They will do the work. It is simply a loan, 

|anyway. It has to be refunded from the sale of the land; but 
it does increase the expense as well as delay the work. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Senate conferees were not in a position 
to give us any information regarding the urgency of the item, 
and the conferees on the part of the House insisted that this was 
one of those items that could well wait until the next session of 
Congress, until we could have an opportunity to investigate the 
matter. 

| Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That is an error so far as 

| that is concerned. The party is already there, and it wil! in- 
crease the expense. I want to ask another question in regard to 

‘a Senate amendment providing for $5,000 for the purchase of a 

| wharf at Port Angeles, in the State of Washington. I wider- 
stand this has also gone out. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘That has gone out; but that was not a direct 
appropriation for this purpose. That amendment proposed to 
divert a part of an appropriation which was obtained some two 
years ago for the improvement of a harbor that could not be 
improved; and we thought, in view of the fact that the appro- 
priation was made upen information furnished to the conferees, 
as I understand by a Member of the Senate interested, and the 
information was so imperfect as to render it impossible to make 
that improvement for which the appropriation was made. we 
ought to wait until the next session of Congress to cousider 
whether this proposed new improvement was of the same char 
acter or not, and one that ought to be made, and could be made 
if we made the appropriation. I do not believe in making ®)- 
propriations for one thing that can not be accomplished, «nd 
then, under the guise of having once appropriated the money. £° 
on and divert that appropriation to another purpose; and, there 
fore, the House conferees insisted upon its going out. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I want to say to the ¢e"- 
tleman that the department requested that this change be mile, 
and the information was afferded to the committee, ani |t 
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showed that while an appropriation of some $25,000 was made 
for the building of the wharf 

Mr. TAWNEY. What page is that? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I can not find it here. 

But after they made the investigation they discovered it would 
cost more than had been provided, and then the department dis- 
covered that the Navy Department had some wharf property 
down at Port Angeles, and that this property could be pur- 
chased for $5,000 and would serve the purpose and save the 
Government $17,000 by making the change. The necessity is 
this: Following the Valencia disaster, one of the worst that 
ever occurred in this country, an appropriation was made for 
the building of a life-saving tug. That tug has been built 
and sent out there, and until this wharf is secured it is practi- 
cally of no use. Not only will this save the Government $17,000, 
put we will have that tug where it will be.of some service. 
Where it is now, the tug has to go 100 miles for coal. There is 
creat emergency for that item. 
“Mir. FITZGERALD. How is it that the department never 
discovered this very desirable opportunity to save money until 
they found they could not spend what was appropriated under 
the law? Then they suddenly make some wonderful discovery 
by which they may commence te save money, but never discover 
it until they find that the amount that has been allowed can 
not be expended. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. They can expend it, and 
my understanding is that they will proceed to expend this $5,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; they can not spend it. They can 
not expend the appropriation that has been made by diverting 
it to snother purpose. We took care of that, and it would be 
a misdemeanor to divert money appropriated for one purpose to 
another purpose. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. As a result of the refusal 
to give $5,000 you are going to keep the tug that was appro- 
priated for, which has been built, and is out there now, idle; 
and if a wreck occurs, probably a large number of people will be 
destroyed, Such a thing is likely to occur at any time. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. It was upon the same representation that 
Congress made an appropriation for the improvement of the 
harbor at Neah Bay, which improvement now turns out can not 
be made. Beeause of the rocks which are located there it is 
impossible to do it. 

Now they want to divert the appropriation to some other 
purpose, and the conferees on the part of the House felt that 
before authorizing a diversion, which was equivalent to an 
appropriation, we ought to have more information than the 
Senate conferees could give us. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The information was fur- 
nished to the gentleman’s committee. I took it in there myself. 
He got the report explaining the whole matter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That was not sufficient to convince me that 
it ought to have gone into the bill originally. 

Mr. STAFFORD. In the discussion concerning the bonding 
feature no mention was made as to that provision in the House 
amendment which forbade the Government to pay the premium 
on bonds carried by employees in the Indian Service. Will the 
gentleman tell the House whether that has been adhered to in 
the conference? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It has. That is, the Senate receded from 
that provision and it is still carried in this bill. 

Mr. STAFFORD. So that there is no preference to be given 
to one branch of the service over others? 

Mr. TAWNBY. No; there is no discrimination in favor of 
any bureau. The law which authorized the payment of pre- 
miums out of the Treasury direct is repealed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. In connection with amendment No. 4, 





to the Secretary of State to enable him to make certain in- 
quiries as to foreign trade relations, and providing for the ex- 
pense of necessary employees at the seat of government or else- 
where, will the gentleman kindly explain what the character of 
the work is that is to be covered by that appropriation? What 
is the special need of that large appropriation? 

Mr. TAWNBY. When the Senate amendments were consid- 
ered a few days ago in Committee of the Whole I stated the 
purpose of that appropriation, and also published in the Recorp 
at the same time a letter from the Secretary of State, in which 
~ explained very exhaustively the necessity for this appro- 
riation. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I recall now that the gentleman asked 
unanimous consent to insert the letter in the Recorp. 

_Mr. TAWNEY. It is not only on account of the administra- 
tion of the maximum and minimum provisions of the tariff act, 
but the work of the department, especially in connection with 
our interests in the Orient and in South America, by reason of 
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which provides for an appropriation of $100,000 to be granted | 


the recent conventions that have been entered into. Our in- 
creased trade and increased financial interests that we have 
there has imposed a great deal of additional work upon the 
State Department, which makes this necessary. The House con- 
ferees have agreed to the Senate amendment with certain modi- 
fications, that when the estimates are hereafter submitted for 
this service they shall be accompanied with specific estimates 
for the exact personnel and compensation to be paid to the 
persons employed here at the seat of government. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was presented 
for consideration in the House, I reserved all points of order. 
Since that time the various amendments have been fully con- 
sidered, and I wish to withdraw the points of order that I then 
made. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I find here an appropriation of $100,000 
for defraying the necessary expenses incurred in connection 
with foreign trade relations, which will come under the juris- 
diction of the Department of State. The gentleman will recall 
that last March, just before Congress adjourned, a former 
governor of West Virginia by the name of Dawson was reported 
to be in the way of the Republicans who controlled West Vir- 
ginia and was to be sent out on some kind of a trade mission 
to China, at a compensation of $12,000 a year and his expenses. 
It was further asserted that the administration was so anxious 
to get him out of the country that it was going to provide him 
with sufficient money to take his family with him, so that this 
Republican quarrel in West Virginia might be patched up, and 
incidentally to enable him to make some inquiries, more or less 
valuable, regarding our trade relations in the countries in 
which he was expected to sojourn until after certain trouble- 
some questions had been settled regarding the filling of vacan- 
cies to occur in places in West Virginia. Now, will the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota state to the House what political ex- 
igencies and in what particular State it is necessary to remove, 
temporarily at least, to some distant land some former goy- 
ernor or other distinguished and troublesome member of the 
Republican party which necessitates this appropriation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that this appropriation has no relation to such employment as 
he has just described. The gentleman he refers to as having 
been appointed from the State of West Virginia to go to the 
Orient was appointed, as I am informed, by the President of 
the United States as a special agent. He was not appointed 
by the Secretary of State. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. As a commission all by himself? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is my recollection of it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Was that one of the commissions that 
was appointed without authority of law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that my information is that the 
gentleman never started, because of certain action taken by 
Congress. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Outside of the fact that he failed to 
start, my recital of the facts is substantially correct, I under- 
stand? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know whether the gentleman's re- 
cital of facts is correct or not. 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia rose. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will yield to the gentleman from West 
Virginia. 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. I want to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that the recital of facts made by the gentleman from 
New York is not correct. Whatever troubles the Republicans 
of West Virginia have had they have been able to settle among 
themselves to their entire satisfaction, and I think to the reason- 
able satisfaction of the Democrats of West Virginia. [Laughter 
on the Republican side. ] 

The appointment of Governor Dawson was made at a time 
when there were no longer any such troubles and so could not 
have been made with reference to them, but was made, I have 
no doubt, because he is a man who has had wide publie ex- 
perience and whose ability would well qualify him for that 
commission to which he was appointed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to get information, as I am in- 
terested in the matter. Was he not very prominently discussed 
as a possible candidate for the United States Senate? 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. I do not think he was at 
that time. So far as I know, he is not now prominently dis- 
cussed in that connection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. He may not be now, but he was then. 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. Discussion on the subject 
of the United States Senatorship has naturally increased 
greatly from that time to this; but neither then nor since has 
his name been generally canvassed, I think if there was any 
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consideration outside of the interest of the Government in the 
matter—if there was any inducement to Governor Dawson to 
‘go abroad, or any inducement to anyone to recommend that he 
be appointed to such a position—it grew out of the state of 
Governor Dawson's health, and not out of any political exigency. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman does not mean to 
assert that this place was selected for him and the matter was 
arranged so that he might take a trip for the benefit of his 
health? 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. I do not mean to assert 
anything of the sert. I said, and repeat, that the change of 
climate he would have had was the only thing that would in- 
duce him to undertake a work of that kind. He is a man whose 
capacity for usefulness in this country has been and is such 
that nothing but a consideration such as I have mentioned 
would be any inducement to him to go abroad on such an 
errand. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was the gentleman’s statement that 
he thought the condition of his health was such—— 

Mr. HUBBARD. of West Virginia. I say that it is the only 
consideration which would induce him to go abroad. I made 
that statement to satisfy the gentleman from New York that 
there was nothing whatever in the information which evidently 
has come to his ears as to any other reason why anybody 
should think of his going or he himself should think of going. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Regardless of his health and the politi- 
eal exigencies in West Virginia, the fact is that he did not go, and 
after the publication of the facts which I have endeavored to 
state was made in the papers, the Committee on Appropriations 
substantially reduced the amount that was asked for by the 
Department of Commerce and Labor to enable the contem- 
plated work to be done. Would the gentleman think that the 
fact that the appropriation was not made, or that your difficul- 
ties were adjusted in West Virginia in some other way, or that 
the governor’s health was improved was the reason that made 
it unnecessary for him to go to the Far East? 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. The “gentleman from 
West Virginia” has no necessity of thinking anything else ex- 
cept that the gentleman from New York is absolutely mistaken 
as to the influences that prompted the appointment of Governor 
Dawson. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Who offered the appointment to him? 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. I am unable to state 
that. I am unable to give the gentleman any information on 
the subject or say anything that would convey any light to 
the gentleman from New York, except that the reason which 
he has suggested for the appointment I have every reason to be- 
lieve had nothing to do with such an appointment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I submit before this proceeds 
any further that the gentleman from Georgia should yield to 
these gentlemen a part of his time; this is all coming out of 
my time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The information I had justifies the 
statement I made, and it was a matter of public notoriety in 
reputable newspapers throughout the country. 

Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia. Nevertheless it was a mis- 
take. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am afraid, from the sources from 
which the information was gathered, that there must have been 
some foundation for the statement. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garrett}. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I note that the appropriation 
of $12,000 for automobiles and carriage hire for the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States and the Speaker of the House remains 
in this bill. Of course relatively speaking that is a small 
amount, and a small matter, and my observation has been that 
one of the most unpopular things that a Representative can do 
here, so far as his fellow-Representatives are concerned, is to 
protest against appropriations similar to this. Yet, Mr. Speaker, 
I dare say that there are not a score of Members of this House 
who deep down in their hearts do not resent the proposition 
involved in this appropriation. Through all the history of the 
Republic it has never been deemed necessary to make an appro- 
priation of that sort. What renders it essential now? This is 
an emergency appropriation bill. What tremendous emergency 
is it that renders it necessary to make an appropriation now for 
earriage hire and for automobiles for those distinguished offi- 
cers? We all know, so far as the Vice-Presidents of the United 
States are concerned, that there is not a justice of the peace in 
the land, however limited his jurisdiction, who does not perform 
more important service and work than the Vice-President of the 
Wnited States. The Speaker, I admit, performs a good deal 
mere. What is it now that renders it necessary at this time to 
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enter upon this new proposition? I have not protested agains 
some of the appropriations here—not so much, perhaps, as { 
have felt like doing—beeause, Mr. Speaker, I, in common w jt) 
all the Members of the House, do not want to get myself iy, 4 
position where I shall be looked upon with cynical glances py 
my fellow-Members and sneered at as a demagogue. And | a1 
not demagoging now. I am speaking against an appropriation 
that, I venture to repeat, not twenty Members of this Hovse 
would approve of if it stood alone as a substantive proposition. 
With these items in it I am going to vote against this conferejce 
report, however small the amount may be and however little j¢ 
may seem. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has ex. 
pired. - 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, in that minute I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if he does not believe that 
the Members of Congress have more use for an automobile 
or some other conveyance in their daily visits to the departments 
in the discharge of their duties than either the Speaker or the 
Vice-President; and that being so, what does the gentleman 
think the country would think if Congress were to appropriate 
sufficient money to provide each Member with an automobile? 

Mr. GARRETT. Well, I think the country would not a». 
prove of it, and I do not know that the country will pay any 
particular attention to this appropriation as it stands. I do 
not know that the country will pay any particular attention, 
but I do not think they will approve, of course, an appropria- 
tion for an automobile for each individual Member. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norrrs]. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, the part of this conference re 
port to which I desire to call particular attention has been re 
ferred to by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garrett]. This 
conference report contains a great many important and just 
items. It is called an “‘ urgent deficiency bill.” It seems to we 
that our conferees have been wrong, however, in ever agreeing 
to quite a number of items for which there is no urgency what 
ever, and one of those is the question of automobiles for the 
Vice-President and the Speaker. If that is a question that ought 
to be deliberated upon, or if it is necessary that such an ‘p- 
propriation should be made, it ought to be at a time when we 
are not just ready for adjournment, not in the last hours of 
the session, and then brought in with a whole lot of other items, 
compelling us either to vote for ail of them or none of the. 

To vote against what we do not want we must necessarily 
vote against what we do want and what we admit we oug)iit to 
have in the appropriation bill. Now, it is said, or was said, | 
think, the other day here upon the floor of this House in regard 
to this particular item, that as far as the Speaker was concerned 
he did not want it. Now, if that be true, and I take it thai it is 
I have heard it all over the floor of the House that the Speaker 
did not care for this item, that he preferred that it should not 
be in the bill, then, in the name of God, let us not force the 
Speaker in his old age to go into the automobile business. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman inform the House if the 
House conferees were aware of the desire of the Speaker tha! 
no automobile or an appropriation of $6,000 was wanted by 
him, and whether or not, with that information, they resisted. 
then, to the utmost this appropriation or aecepted it withou! 
opposition? 

Mr. NORRIS. Well, I can not give the gentleman from Ke 
tucky the information he desires, and I prefer not to go into a 
criticism as to how bitterly the House conferees resisted this 
particular amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow me to make a ver) 
brief answer? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Not in my time. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have no objection, if the gentlemai 
Georgia will permit. 

Mr. KEIFER. I want to say I thought it was understood 
by the conferees on the part of the House that if they gave a0 
automobile to the Vice-President the Speaker should have one 
also. 


from 


Mr. JAMES. Then, if we gave an automobile to one man whe 
did want it, we must then force one upon a man who does 10! 
want it. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think I will correct the gentleman by answer 
ing that if we give an automobile to a man who has no use 
for it, as the Vice-President, we ought to force an automolile 
on the Speaker, who says he does not want it. ‘ 

Mr. JAMES. And I would like to say that character of lezis- 
lation is what always raids the Treasury. 
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Mr. NORRIS. And that character of legislation is always 
dangerous and wrong, in my judgment, to bring in here upon 
the very eve of adjournment, when we can not give proper con- 
sideration to these items. I believe the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Garrett] was right when he said that there are not 
o9 men in this House who down deep in their hearts favor 
this appropriation. It comes here to us so that we can not vote 
against this proposition unless we vote against all of them, and 
as far as I am concerned I am willing, even though it keeps us 
here longer, to vote against the entire report in order to get an 
opportunity to vote against this particular item that nobody 
wants. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Now, if this is put 
in here—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 

xpired. 
‘ Ar, LIVINGSTON. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. NORRIS. I was about to suggest the idea that comes to 
me from one of the suggestions which were made. If we should 
buy this automobile for the Speaker and he should become an 
adept and an expert in the management of it, as he undoubtedly 
would in a short time, his natural inclination to run over people 
when assisted by an automobile would make it dangerous for 
everybody in the community. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] And it seems to me that for these reasons, 
as well as others I do not have time to mention, this report 
ought to be sent back to conference and some of these particu- 
lar items, this amongst the others, should be stricken out. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 

gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox]. 
' Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise more for the pur- 
pose of getting information than anything else. I want to ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations whether or 
not there is any danger of duplication in this appropriation bill 
as reported back from the committee of conference? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that there is not. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I find an item here of $75,000 or 
$100,000 for the President of the United States, in relation to 
the tariff bill, and another item of $100,000 to the Secretary of 
State, largely relating to the same measure. Now, I wish the 
gentlenfan would differentiate between the duties of the em- 
ployees to be employed by the President to look after the work 
in that particular and the work of employees to be employed by 
the Secretary of State to look after the tariff legislation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say, in answer to the gentleman from 
Indiana, that there is a very marked distinction between the 
services of the people who are to be compensated by these two 
appropriations. The appropriation of $75,000 to be expended 
in the discretion of the President is for the purpose of en- 
abling him to employ experts to investigate tariff conditions 
growing out of existing tariff laws and regulations in foreign 
countries and to determine whether or not in the administra- 
tion of these laws and regulations there is any discrimination 
against the products of the United States. It is purely for 
investigative purposes along these lines. The appropriation of 
$100,000 for the Department of State in connection with the 
administration of the minimum and maximum provisions fol- 
lows the investigation, and their duties will require them to 
negotiate with the representatives of foreign countries with a 
view to removing these restrictions or discriminations against 
the produets of the United States. The one is for investigative 
purposes; the other is for negotiations with foreign countries 
in respect to discriminations. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Do I understand this to be the distinc- 
tion so far as the relative duties are concerned, that one is 
simply to investigate and determine the facts, and the other 
set of employees is to follow up and negotiate and make 
treaties? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is, to a certafh extent, true, but the 
employment of the people by the President under the $75,000 
appropriation will be temporary employment. The President 
must determine, between now and the 31st of next March, what 
countries, by reason of their tariff laws and regulations, dis- 
criminate against the products of the United States, and what 
countries do not discriminate. On the 3ist of March the maxi- 
mum provision of the pending tariff law will become operative, 
and that maximum provision will apply to all countries except 
those that do not discriminate against the products of the 
United States, as ascertained by the President; and it is there- 
fore necessary for him to obtain this information. 

it is going to require all of the time and quite a large force 
for him to obtain that information to prevent going into effect 
against countries which do not discriminate against our prod- 


ucts the maximum rate of 25 per cent increase over the mini- 
mum rate. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Indiana {Mr. Cox], has expired. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I want a few minutes more. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will yield two minutes more. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I wish to ask in regard to the appro- 
priation to the Secretary of State, and providing for the main- 
tenance of a division of states in the eastern countries, whether 
or not that is a new provision or an old provision of the law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is an expansion of an existing provision, 
an expansion of existing service in the State Department, or 
enlargement of the service, made necessary with the increasing 
interests of the people of the United States in the trade and 
commerce of the Orient and Latin countries. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Can the gentleman tell us where these 
places will be established? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not to establish places in foreign coun- 
tries; it is to look after the general service here at the seat 
of government, for taking care of the correspondence, to deter- 
mine all questions that arise out of our increased interests in 
the commerce and trade of that section of the world. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Has that been brought about as the re- 
sult of the new tariff bill in any way? 

Mr. TAWNBY. It has not; and, as I said before, there are 
two necessities for this $100,000: One growing out of our in- 
creased trade and commerce in these oriental and Latin-Ameri- 
ean countries, and the other is the increased duties that are 
imposed upon the State Department, growing out of the admin- 
istration of the maximum and minimum provision. 

Mr. COX, of Indiana, Then, trade has increased so rapidly 
in the East that it is impossible for our consuls to take charge 
of it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana 
that he is as familiar with the effort that has been made by 
our Government to obtain a part of the loan which China has 
recently negotiated as I am. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Through newspaper report. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, it is a fact, and the gentleman knows 
it to be a fact as well as I do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Indiana has again expired. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES]. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. TAwWNeEy] a question with reference to 
the appropriation for automobiles. I notice that this is a bill 
“to supply urgent deficiencies.” Now, what character of par- 
liamentary legerdemain is it that proposes to appropriate for 
automobiles, not in existence and never authorized before, in 
an urgent deficiency bill—to originally buy them? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why, the bill was a deficiency bill when it 
was introduced in the House. The House put a number of 
provisions on it that perhaps were not deficiency provisions 
or urgent deficiencies. But I am not responsible for the 
amendments that were offered and adopted, either in the House 
or in the Senate. If they changed the character of the bill so as 
to necessitate a new name for the bill, I am not responsible. 

Mr. JAMES. Then, as a matter of fact, these appropriations 
are not urgent deficiencies? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Some of them are not. 

Mr. JAMES. I am speaking of those with reference to au- 
tomobiles. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will examine the title of 
the bill, he will find it is for “deficiencies and for other pur- 
poses.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. JAMES. This is one of the other purposes. [Renewed 
laughter. } . 

Mr. TAWNEY. This comes under the head of “other pur- 
poses.” 

Mr. JAMES. I would like the gentleman to explain this 
amendment 46 of miscellaneous items for the fiscal year 1909, 
$25,000. What is that for? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is a deficiency appropriation in the 
miscellaneous appropriation of the Senate. It is the same as 
the miscellaneous appropriations for the contingent expenses on 
the part of the House. I have in my hand here a book of over 
400 pages, in fine print, which enumerates all the miscellaneous 
expenditures of the Senate; and if the gentleman wishes to be 
informed, I would respectfully refer him to this book. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Why not print it in the Recorp? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is the annual report of the Secretary of 
the Senate. I have not had time to look it all through. 

Mr. JAMES. So you have not examined the book? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; I have glanced at it. 
Mr. JAMES. Glanced at it? 
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Mr. TAWNEY. For example, I would state for the infor- 
mation of the gentleman, the first item of expenditure under the 
head of miscellaneous expenses is newspapers. 

Mr. SABATH. They are not economizing on the other side 
of the building, are they? They have not adopted the Presi- 
dent’s views as to economy. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The first item under miscellaneous expendi- 
tures is for the Atlanta Constitution, $8 [laughter]; Baltimore 
Sun, $4; Boston Transcript, $9; Bradstreet’s Report, $5; Brook- 
lyn Eagle, $8; Brooklyn Times, $6; Cincinnati Enquirer, $14; 
Denver Republican, $9; Grand Forks Evening Times, N. Dak.; 
Houston Post, $8; Los Angeles Times and Mirror, $4.50; Louis- 
ville Courier-Journal, $8. 

Mr. NORRIS. Too high. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. New Orleans Democrat, $12. 

Mr. NORRIS. Very high. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, there are two pages of expenditures 
for newspapers. 

Mr. JAMES. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. JAMES. 
apollinaris? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know. I have not gone into all the 
details of these expenditures, covering some two or three hun- 
dred pages. I have not had time to go through them, but I 
will give the book to the gentleman from Kentucky, and he can 
examine it and inform himself. I only read these because they 
are the first items under the head of “ Miscellaneous expendi- 
tures,” and I have read them in his time. 

Mr. JAMES. I do not think any comments are necessary. 
I think the book speaks for itself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BARNHART.]. 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, yesterday we heard it 
stated on the fioor of the House that one of the beneficiaries of 
this automobile appropriation was a gentleman of such simple 
tastes that he scorned underwear that cost more than a dollar 
and a half a suit. Ever since then I have been wondering if it 
would not be the royal diadem of ridiculousness for us to at- 
tempt to force a gentleman of such simple and modest tastes as 
that into a $6,000 automobile. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

I was sorry that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] 
stopped reading before he got through with his newspaper list. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I stopped reading because the time of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JAMEs] had expired. 

Mr. BARNHART. I should like to inquire if there is any pro- 
vision in that appropriation for newspapers, for any emolu- 
ment to the New York World and Indianapolis News for 
their defense of the Appropriations Committee in the last Con- 
gress? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am unable to say whether there is any ap- 
propriation. I think both papers, however, are on the pay roll 
of the Senate. 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I should like to vote for a 
good many items in this bill. But I have heard so much dis- 
cussion: from gentlemen on both sides of this House to-day of 
the injustice of many items and of the undue haste in attempt- 
ing to force the bill through here that it does seem to me that 
we ought to recommit it and get a good many of its objection- 
able features eliminated. It has been said, and not disputed, on 
the floor by several gentlemen that they do not believe there are 
20 Members of this House who would vote for these items one 
by one if they were given the opportunity. If that be true, how 
are we going to explain ourselves when we go back to our con- 
stituents if in the last hours of this session of Congress we per- 
mit an appropriation bill to go through here which we said 
originally should amount to less than $400,000, but which is 
now increased by the Senate, as I understand it, to more than 
$1,000,000? How can we justify ourselves by saying that we 
passed it hurriedly and at the last minute because a whole lot 
of us wanted to go home? 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman seems to have read this 
conference report very carefully. Does he find anywhere in 
the conference report where the chauffeurs, or drivers of the 
automobiles, are provided for? 

Mr. BARNHART. I suppose they would come in under that 
$25,000, but I think they gave it to them on the general theory 
of the benefit of the doubt. 

Mr. MURDOCK. No; you can not get a chauffeur in on 
the benefit of a doubt. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman knows that from experience? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes. I want to know how the chauffeur 
comes in. Is it as an extra laborer? 


Who gets these newspapers? 
The Senate. 
Is there any appropriation for lemonade and 
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Mr. JAMES. The amendment includes the driving and main. 
tenance. That includes a chauffeur. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Then the automobile is not to cost $6,000 
but is to cost a sum which, plus the driver’s salary, will make 
$6,000 ? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The $6,000 includes maintenance |x. 

Mr. ASHBROOK. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee if he knows whether or not there is any truth in the 
report which is in circulation, that inasmuch as the Speaker js 
already provided with an automobile, this one that we are about 
to purchase is to be for the use of the distinguished gentleinay 
from New York [Mr. Dwient]? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I know nothing about that. I do not think 
there is anything that would justify the insinuations that the 
gentleman makes, either. 

Mr. ASHBROOK. He has been very busy in the past few 
hours. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I know he has been very busy in keeping 
Members of the House here to attend to their duties, and he has 
incurred the ill will of some Members who are anxious to get 
home, while their duties require them to remain here in the 
House. 

Mr. SABATH. That applies to Members on the other side of 
the House. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will say to the gentleman 
from Ohio that my colleague [Mr. Dwient] has his own auto- 
mobile, and is not dependent on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions for one. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BENNET]. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that 
I shall use that much time, because I simply want to take the 
first opportunity I have had in connection with this provision 
for salaries for the customs court to say that, so far as | am 
personally concerned, as a Representative, I am opposed to that 
whole customs-court proposition from start to finish. It seems 
to me it is an unnecessary waste of anywhere from $150,000 to 
$200,000 of the people’s money. I do not suppose that there 
would be very much chance of beating in both branches of the 
National Legislature a proposition which creates five new places 
for very excellent gentlemen at $10,000 a year. 

The proposition for the attorneys does not import any extra 
expense, as it actually decreases the number of attorneys used 
in that work by one, and therefore, as far as the expenditure is 
concerned, it applies almost entirely to the judges and clerks. 
But the whole court is unnecessary. Justice is administered 
to-day in customs cases as well as it is in any other class of 
cases. ; 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Did the gentleman from New 
York hear the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] the other 
day, when he presented the conference report, say that in his 
opinion the establishment of the customs court would save the 
Government millions of dollars a year? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I read the gentleman's remarks, 
but I entirely disagree with him. I come from a city where we 
have most of these cases, and I believe our federal judzes, 
Democrats and Republicans, for we have both, administer the 
law justly and fairly. I am opposed to these special courts. 
This court will only have about 100 cases a year—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. About 200 cases, I think. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Well, make it two hundred. 
That is not very much for five judges. It will be a fine series 
of expeditions for the five judges and clerks and the marslials 
and the attendants to go all over the United States, and if for 
no other purpose I hope to remain in Congress long enoug! ‘0 
vote for the repeal of+that particular section in the tariff law 
about to be enacted. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Let me ask the gentleman, Would 
it not be better to send the conference report back to the con- 
ferees with instructions to strike out this objectionable feature? 
I am heartily with the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The particular bill that has that 
authorization of the customs court is now beyond our power. 

Mr, MURDOCK. By your help. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes; by my assistance; but that 
provision came in the bill before us as a part of a whole. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But we are providing for an 
appropriation for it now. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No; we are not appropriating 
for it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I hope the project that 
the Appropriation Committee introduced in the sundry civil bi!! 
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last year, and that went out and that has gone out three years 
in another place, will come back in again, and that is the 
central bureau of supplies. I think that while we are talking 
about economy in little things we ought to take up the system 
of government contracts. So far as I have been able to get at 
it, it is all wrong, and I think the action of the Appropriations 
Committee, with which I do not always agree, is absolutely 
right and deserves the support of every Member of this House 
in the efforts which it makes every year to get a standardization 
of contracts, as you might call it. ° 

There was one contract in connection with the cement in 
Panama where a man who got the contract was $800,000 higher 
than the lowest bidder, and within my own experience of only 
four years in this body in 10 separate cases the lowest bidder 
for the contract has failed to get the contract. Such a situation 
as that is wrong. It has got so that the best people in the large 
cities, especially from where I come, do not bid for government 
contracts, because they say they are not fair and square. I 
hope the Appropriation Committee will carry out the programme 
it started in connection with this thing and give us in this Con- 
gress the central bureau of supplies and an absolute super- 
vision of contracts, so that we will feel that when a man puts 
in a fair and square bid, if he is the lowest man with proper 
material, he will get the contract, no matter who he is, or where 
he comes from, or what there is about it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, my objection to this bill is 
the tendency toward extravagant appropriations that its con- 
tents evidence. I admit that some items in this bill should be 
passed now. ‘There are some of the items in this bill, however, 
that should not pass at all, and there are some other items that 
ought to go over until next winter. An urgent deficiency bill 
ought never to contain anything that is not absolutely necessary 
at the time of its passage. Of necessity it does not receive the 
consideration by the committee or by the House that is received 
when such items are presented in the regular course, and I think 
it would be very wise, if we could do so, to send this bill back 
to the committee and require the committee to trim it half in 
two. 

There are one or two items that I want to state my reasons 
for objecting to, and the reason why I shall vote against the 
report. I know some people criticise me for the position that I 
take personally in reference to appropriations so far as I am 
concerned. I know some people are inclined to say that my 
votes are governed by a spirit of attempting to play the dema- 
gogue, but I know myself that they are not. I voted in this 
House against the additional mileage, not because I thought it 
made any difference to my people or that they would elect me 
to Congress or not elect me to Congress whichever way I voted. 
I voted against the extra salary, not so much on the ground 
that the old compensation was full compensation, for I recog- 
nize the fact that the cost of living has increased, but I realized 
then, as I realize now, that in the last eight years the expenses 
of this Government have been piling up day by day and week 
by week and year by year. The expenses of this Government 
have nearly doubled since Mr. Roosevelt became President of the 
United States. If we had pursued in the last seven years the 
same economy that was pursued in former administrations there 
would be no deficit in the Treasury to-day; there would be no 
necessity for issuing bonds; and there would be no necessity 
for the corporation tax that is placed in the tariff bill. We 
would be well within the revenues of the Government. No man 
can economize unless he learns how to economize at home; and 
when the question came before us to vote for an increase in our 
Salaries I realized in this great Government that that did not 
mean so much, but I also realized that whenever this House com- 
mitted itself to a proposition of increasing its own salaries we 
were going at tremendous strides toward increasing the entire 
expenditures of the Government. And we have. In every 
branch of the Government since that time there has been no 


to make of the Speaker or of the Vice-President. I do not know 
that this proposition has emanated from them or that they de- 
sire it. I do not make this criticism in the nature of a personal 
criticism of those gentlemen, but I do make it in the nature of 
a criticism of Members of this House. If we want to cut down 
the national expenditures, if we want to bring the national ex- 
penditures within the revenues that are raised by this Govern- 
ment, it is time for us to start, and start right now. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Otcorr]. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I asked the gentleman for only 
two minutes because I do not want to discuss this bill; but I 
do want to publicly voice my entire antagonism to the estab- 
lishment of this customs court. I am sure that it is not neces- 
sary, and when I say that I mean that I have had from the 
judges of the federal courts in New York and from the district 
attorney for the southern district of New York statements 
which I wish to put in the Recorp under the general order made 
in connection with this bill, stating that this court is entirely 
unnecessary. From my own personal standpoint as a man who 
at times has practiced law, I can not possibly imagine anyone 
desiring to appeal from one board of specialists to another board 
of specialists. If I am beaten in the defense of a criminal, I 
do not want to get three men who have made a specialty in 
trying criminal cases to decide an appeal. I want to go to 
some people who have thought of other than one particular 
subject. The establishment of this court is not necessary on 
account of the expedition of business; and, really, Mr. Speaker, 
as I have talked with people generally in regard to this court, 
I have wondered who it was that was so anxious to have it 
¢ eated. 

I have not found but one man who seems to be strongly for 
it. What pleases me, however, is that in this conference re- 
port no distinct appropriation for its expense is made, and I 
hope after hearing the remarks of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. SmirH] made this morning that the court will not be or- 
ganized until after Congress is again in session, so that before 
an appropriation is made for the expenses of the court a bill 
may be introduced and passed by the Congress abolishing the 
court entirely. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp. I presume I already have it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from New York? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota 
has twenty minutes remaining. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KeEtrer]. 

Mr. KBIFER. Mr. Speaker, I would not again take the 
floor but for the severe criticism that has been made on this 
report, because it carries in it an appropriation for employees 
of the Senate and the House. The distinguished gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Sisson], after criticising that provision with 
great severity, offered a loud prophecy that it will result some- 
time in the people turning the party which does such a thing 
as that out of power. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
complimented me a little while ago over the fact that I was old 
enough to remember some part of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

I am also old enough to remember that this matter of appro- 
priating at the end of a session an extra month’s pay for the 
employees of the House existed long ago. I joined with the 
Democratic party in the Forty-fifth Congress, 1877-S, and along 












































check—executive, legislative, or judicial—and unless we are | there, the Forty-sixth Congress, the Forty-eighth Congress, and 
Willing to call a halt here, in the Hall of this House, we will | along there, when we had distinguished Democrats [laughter 
hever call a halt in the country at large or in the other branches | and applause on the Republican side], leaders, great economists 


of the Government. 


There are two small appropriations in this bill amounting to 
relatively nothing, so far as they are concerned. One is to give 
the Speaker of this House and the other the Vice-President of 
the United States an automobile or a carriage, a mere drop in an 
ocean of expenditures, an infinitesimal amount; but where are 
we going to stop these appropriations? We have increased the 
salaries of the Speaker and of the Vice-President within the last 
few years from $8,000 to $12,000, along the general line of in- 
creases. We have increased the President’s salary and the 
judges’ salaries and the salaries of the army officers and the 
uavy Officers, Where are we going to stop? I have no criticism 


who are still cited as examples, such men as Mr. Holman of 
Indiana, Mr. Randall of Pennsylvania, Mr. Carlisle of Ken- 
tucky, Proctor Knott of Kentucky, McKenzie of Kentucky, 
Blackburn of Kentucky, and the great Adlai E. Stevenson 
of Illinois, since Vice-President of the United States, and we 
were all together on this proposition, and I do not think that 
there was anybody prophesying that they would be turned 
out of power because we did that just and proper thing. It 
is older, as a rule, to do this than my personal knowledge 
with Congress. ‘The theory of the rule for the payment of 
a month’s extra pay to employees of the House is that as 
they are usually brought here for the session from distant 
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arts, from the districts in the different States as a fair 
node of distribution of the patronage, that they should be 
paid something on account of extra expenses. They come here 
now as they did long ago, and we pay them now not as much 
in proportion to increased cost of living as they were paid 
long ago. We pay them for the session only, and generally 
with the greatest economy they spend that salary during the 
session. They draw no mileage and nothing for expenses, and 
this rule grew up out of the idea that at the end of a session 
they ought to have an extra month’s pay to enable them to go 
home. I have heard it said on the floor long ago in a Demo- 
cratic House, that it was better perhaps to appropriate this 
extra month’s pay than for the Members to contribute to pay 
their expenses home [laughter], and I think the rule grew up 
out of such a matter as that. I rose simply to say that I do 
not believe that there is any violation of principle, certainly 
not of rule, when we appropriate an extra month’s pay to our 
employees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Ohio has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that there are 
any other gentlemen who desire any time. If there is any 
gentleman in the House who wishes to ask me a question con- 
cerning the conference report before I proceed to occupy the 
remaining time, I will be glad to answer it, if I can. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 
Does not the gentleman think every item in this bill could go 
over until next December without any serious embarrassment 
to the public service? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I presume, Mr. Speaker, if Congress had not 
been in session the Government would have gone on just the 
same. But, Mr. Speaker, I know from personal examination 
and from information that I have obtained that a great many 
of these items are absolutely urgent and at this time necessary. 
Take, for example, the item of $75,000 to enable the President 
to obtain the information which he must have before the 31st 
day of March in order to prevent the maximum rates provided 
for in the tariff bill going into effect against the countries that 
do not discriminate against our products. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does not the gentleman think that the Gov- 
ernment would save money if all the matters embraced in this 
bill would go over until December and the Committee on Appro- 
priations of this House could have full time to examine them 
and pass upon their merits? 

Mr. TAWNEY. So far as the deficiencies are concerned, Mr. 
Speaker, I. believe that there is not an item in this bill that 
would not be included in the deficiency bill after a carefui con- 
sideration by the Appropriation Committee of this House when 
that committee is appointed. 

Mr. CLAYTON. You mean a deficiency bill as you originally 
drafted it and introduced it here? 

Mr. TAWNEY. And as the conferees have agreed. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Do you agree that all of these Senate items 
are proper? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If they were not, the House conferees would 
not have consented to them. 

Mr. CLAYTON, But does not the gentleman know, and has 
it not been said very frequently by himself and other gentlemen 
of the Appropi‘ation Committee of this House, that in the 
closing hours they have been compelled to yield the things they 
did not fully agree to in order to get a report and to get a 
measure through Congress so that an early adjournment could 
be reached? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘The gentleman is just as capable of answer- 
ing that question as I am. He has been here as long as I have. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Not quite. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He knows what the practice of both Houses 
of Congress is with respect to adjusting differences between the 
two Houses in matters of this kind. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And for that reason, if you will permit me, I 
will say that I will give it as my opinion that there are items in 
this bill that are improper, and if this matter could be post- 
poned until next December the Government would save some 
of the money that is now sought to be appropriated in this 
measure, 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cray- 
Ton] and other gentlemen upon that side of the House were sin- 
cerely in earnest when advocating economy, or if they advocated 
it with the same degree of force and eloquence when Congress 
is in session making appropriations as they are now pretending 
to oppose appropriations, there would be far less criticism of 
the Congress for appropriations than there is at this present 
time. 


The time of the gentleman 
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Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman certainly does not mean {o 
say that the “gentleman from Alabama” is not sincere in }js 
opposition to this pending measure? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I inferred from the smile on the gentlemay’s 
face that he was simply asking me these questions for fun. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman made a very wrong inference. 
I again repeat the question. Does he mean to say that those of 
us on this side who oppose the measure are not serious in our 
opposition to it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not say that the gentleman is not sin- 
cere; no. . 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman is quite sincere, and sha}! 
vote against this measure with all the emphasis he is capable 
of, and he wishes he had enough votes to beat it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word in con- 
clusion. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Minnesota what was done with Senate amendment 
No. 6, as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the claim of Marcus 
Ramadanovitch, alias Radich, a Montenegrin subject, for property 
stated to have been ——— by the United States military authori- 
ties in Texas during the month of October, 1865, $6,396. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That was stricken out. The Senate receded, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Was that for the purpose of buy- 
ing these automobiles for the Speaker and Vice-President ‘ 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the items that are principally 
objected to in this bill are the appropriations for the State De- 
partment and to enable the President to obtain information 
prior to the time when the maximum rates take effect; and then, 
last, but not least, so far as criticism is concerned, is the item 
appropriating $6,000 for an automobile for the Vice-President of 
the United States and $6,000 for an automobile for the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives. 

In regard to the appropriations that are now carried in this 
bill, as a result of this conference, for the State Department and 
for the President, I do not believe that there is any Member on 
this floor who sincerely questions the advisability of making 
these appropriations, or the necessity for making them, at this 
particular time. 

Now, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] a few moments 
ago, in discussing the fact that the appropriation for the sala- 
ries of the customs court of appeals was sfricken out, stated to 
the House that it was his impression that somebody had taken 
advantage of the House conferees, and that, as a result of our 
not appropriating at this time for their salaries, these judges 
would be appointed, and that hereafter they would receive the 
maximum amount authorized by the pending tariff bill. 1 want 
to say, Mr. Speaker, that if any Member of this House thinks 
that there was any motive of that kind that prompted the con- 
ferees in asking that this provision go out in respect to tle 


| court of appeals, he is entirely mistaken. 


Ihe authority for establishing a new judicial tribunal is car- 
ried in the tariff bill. It was first introduced in the Senate. 
It came to the House in a conference report. It was not con 
sidered except by the conferees, and there was no opportunity 
for its consideration on the floor of this House. Furthermore, 
in the closing hours of this session we were asked to put into 
effect the judicial machinery thus authorized by appropriatins 
the money for the salary of the judges and the attorneys wit! 
out full and free consideration or discussion. I think it would 
be a mistake for us to do this, and for that reason I insisicd 
that at the next session of Congress we would have far better 
opportunity to consider what compensation should be allowed 
to the judges of this new court. For that reason, and thiat 
reason alone, the House conferees felt that it would be in ‘lie 
interest of better legislation and more efficient machinery for 
earrying out and administering the provisions of the tariff !aw 
for us to wait until the next session of Congress, whew (le 
matter can be considered and discussed fully in both Houses o! 
Congress. 

Now, in respect, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Before the gentleman proces, 
I would like to ask him in respect to the amendment on page ~>. 
for the payment of certain officers and employees of the Seu: 
and House an extra month’s compensation. May I inquire o! 
the gentleman if the secretaries to the individual Senators «re 
embraced in that provision for an extra month’s pay? Do they 
get the extra month’s pay? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The secretaries for Senators will get that 
extra month’s pay if they are on the list of Senate employees. 
My understanding is that they are. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The secretaries to Members of 
the House would not participate in that extra month’s pay: 
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Mr. TAWNEY. The secretaries to Senators are employees 
of the Senate; the secretaries to Members are employees of 
Members. That is a matter that the House will have to deal 
with hereafter. If the Members of the House want their sec- 
retaries to become employees of the House rather than personal 
employees, then they should be placed on the roll, in which case 
the Members’ secretaries would receive the extra month’s pay 
just the same as the secretaries of Senators do new. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I ask the gentleman just 
another question? I am not objecting to this amendment, be- 
cause I know the custom. The gentleman remembers that when 
this identical amendment was offered on the floor here that the 
conferees have agreed to a point of order was made to it, and 
there was an effort at the time to include in that amendment a 
provision providing for paying secretaries to Members of the 
House an extra month’s pay. The point of order was made 
against that amendment also, Now, does not the gentleman think 
it would be fair to provide for an extra month’s compensation to 
the secretaries of Members of the House, as well as to secre- 
taries to Senators, who now receive $1,800 a year, while secre- 
taries to Members only get $1,500? 

Mr. TAWNEY. This amendment does not provide an extra 
month’s compensation to secretaries of Senators as such, but 
as employees of the Senate; and if we had agreed to this amend- 
ment with an amendment including the secretaries to Members, 
the conferees on the part of the House would have been criticised 
for attempting to deal with something that relates to the in- 
dividual Member personally; and we concluded it better for 
Members of the House to take this subject up at the next session 
of Congress, and determine whether they want their secretaries 
to become employees of the House or continue them as their 
personal employees, 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I agree with the gentleman on 
that. I think it would be proper; but I think we ought to put 
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our secretaries on something like the same footing on which 
the secretaries to Senators stand; if necessary, put them on the 
roll as employees of the House. 

Mr. CLAYTON, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 

question ? 
Mr. TAWNEY. I can not yield now. In the three minutes 
remaining I want to refer to the provision in regard to auto- 
mobiles, authorizing the purchase of automobiles for the Vice- | 
President and the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
The Members who are now here will recall legislation that was 
enacted in the Fifty-eighth Congress which gives to the head of | 
every Department of our Government carriages and horses, and | 
even the secretary to the President of the United States. Con- 
gress has already authorized, has long since authorized, and 
annually appropriates for horses and carriages for the heads 
of the departments and for the secretary to the President of the 
United States. 

Prior to the Fifty-eighth Congress appropriations were made 
not only for these officers of the Government, but also for car- 
riages and horses for bureau chiefs and other subordinate em- 
ployees. In that Congress we stopped the practice of appro- 
priating money for the subordinate employees or bureau chiefs, 
but at the same time we expressly authorized the purchase of 
carriages and horses for the heads of the several executive 
departments. When there has been any attempt since then to 
provide the same facilities for the head of each of the two legis- 
lative branches of our Government, gentlemen have delivered 
themselves of speeches denouncing that proposition merely for | 
home consumption, forgetting all the time to tell their constitu- | 
ents that they are voting appropriations to provide horses and 
carriages for the heads of the executive departments. They 
vote to authorize the purchase of carriages and horses for the | 
heads of the exeeutive departments and then attempt to make 
the people believe they are opposed to expenditures of this kind 
by opposing appropriations for the same accommodations for | 
the Vice-President and Speaker of the House of Representa- | 
lives, the two most important officers in the Government except | 
that of President of the United States. I think, Mr. Speaker, | 
that as Members of the House and Members of the Senate, | 
we owe it to ourselves, we owe it to the dignity of the bodies to | 
Which we belong, to at least place the heads of our respective | 
bodies on an equality with the secretary to the President and on 
in ejuality with the heads of the several executive departments 
of our Government in respect to furnishing them with suitable | 
ueans of transportation. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate has ex- 
Pired. The question in on adopting the conference report. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman rise? 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I rise for the purpose of offering a 
motion to recommit with instructions on these automobile sec- 
tions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from-Missouri 
presents a motion, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I reserve a point of order on the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill H. R. 11570 be recommitted to the conferees 
with instructions to the House conferees to further insist on the dis- 
agreement of the House te Senate amendments No. 45 and No. 53. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve a point of 
order and to ask the gentleman from Missouri under what rule 
he offers this motion. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Under the general rule. 

Mr. TAWNEY. All rules are general. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, the gentleman ought to find 
out for himself. It is the very same rule under which the chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee moved to recommit the 
conference report on the tariff bill the other day. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know that the gentleman can invoke 
as a rule what somebody else did. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It has been the rule from time im- 
memorial. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no rule to recommit a conference 
report. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There is no difference between a 
conference report and a bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to say to my colleague that it is 
under Rule XIII, I think, known as the “ Fitzgerald amend- 
ment.” : 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the precedents of the 
House and Senate establish the fact. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the 
motion is not debatable. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I make the point of order that the instrue- 
tions are not in order; that it is not in order to recommit this 
report to the conference committee with instructions. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly it is. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I insist that it is. There is to use 
in arguing that kind of a proposition. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that the universal 
practice has been that when a conference report was considered, 


| it must be voted either up or down; and if voted down, then 
| the conference report is open to discussion and amendment and 


separate votes on the various recommendations of the conferees. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. O_tmstep). The Chair is 


| prepared to rule. It has repeatedly been ruled in order to move 


to recommit a conference report, with or without instructions, 
where, as in this case, the other body has not discharged its man- 


| agers (5 Hinds’ Precedents, secs. 6545, 6550, 6609). The so- 


called “ Fitzgerald amendment” (to Rule XVI, par. 4), to which 
reference has been made, does not, in the opinion of the present 
occupant of the chair, have any bearing in this case, as it applies 
only “on the passage of a bill or joint resolution,” and is not 
applicable to a conference report. The point of order is over- 
ruled. [Applause.] The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas 
and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 109, nays 119, 
answered “ present ” 16, not voting 143, as follows: 
YEAS—109. 
Johnson, Ky. Rucker, Mo. 
Johnson, Ohio Sabath 


Ashbrook Fitzgerald Kendall Sheppard 
Barnhart Floyd, Ark. Kinkaid, Nebr. Sims 
Bartlett, Ga. Foster, Ill. Kopp Sisson 
Bell, Ga. Gallagher Korbly Slemp 
Booher Gardner, N. J. Latta Smith, Tex. 
Borland Garrett Lenroot Spight 
Brantley Gill, Md. .indbergh Stafford 
Byrns Gill, Mo. Livingston Stanley 
Candler Gilmore Lloyd Stephens, Tex. 
Carlin Gordon McCreary Talbott 
Cary Griggs Mcfaughlin, Mich.Tayior, Ala 
Clark, Mo. Hamilton Macon Taylor, Colo. 
Clayton Hamlin Maguire, Nebr. Thomas, Ky. 
Cline Hardwick Mays Thomas, N. C. 
Collier Hardy Moon, Tenn. Tou Velle 
Cooper, Wis. Heflin Morrison Townsend. 

| Covington Helm Moss Underwood 
Cox, Ind. Hinshaw Murdock Wallace 
Cravens Hollingsworth Nicholis Watkins 
Cullop Houston Norris Webb 
Davis Hubbard, Iowa Patterson Wickliffe 
De Armond Hubbard, W. Va. Poindexter Wilson, Pa. 
Dent Hughes, Ga. Rainey Woods, Iowa 
Dickson, Miss. Hull, Tenn. Ransdell, La. 
Dixon, Ind. James Rauch 
Driscoll, D. A. Jamieson Rothermel 
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Alexander, N. Y. 


Allen 
Austin 
Barchfeld 
Barnard 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Brownlow 
Burke, Pa. 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burleigh 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Cassidy 
Chapman 
Cole 
Cooper, Pa. 
Coudrdy 
Cowles 
Creager 
Crow 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Denby 
Diekema 
Dodds 
Douglas 


Ames 

Bennet, N. Y. 
Bradley 
Clark, Fla. 


Adair 
Adamson 
Anderson 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Barclay 
Bartlett, Ney. 
Beall, Tex. 
Boehne 
Boutell 
Bowers 
Broussard 
Burgess 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Butler 
Byrd 
Campbell 
Cantrill 
Capron 
Carter 
Conry 
Cook 

Cox, Ohio 
Craig 
Davidson 
Dawson 
Denver 
Dies 
Durey 
Edwards, Ga. 
Ellerbe 
Estopinal 
Fairchild 
Ferris 


So the motion to recommit with instructions was not agreed to. 
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NAYS—119. 


Dwight 
Edwards, Ky. 
Elvins 
Englebright 
Fassett 

Focht 

Fordney 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 
Gaines 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Good 

Graff 

Grant 

Greene 
Guernsey 
Hamer 

Hanna 

Hawley 


Heald —- 


Henry, Conn. 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hull, lowa 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Kahn 
Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—16. 


Cocks, N. Y. 
Draper 
Driscoll, M. E. 
Ellis 


Kennedy, Ohio 
Knapp 
Knowland 
Kronmiller 
Kiistermann 
Lafean 
Langham 
Langley 
Lawrence 
Longworth 
Loudenslager 
McCall 
McGuire, Okla. 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
MecMorran 
Malby 

Mann 

Miller, Kans. 
Mondell 
Moore, Pa. 
Morgan, Mo. 
Morgan, Okla, 
Needham 

Nye 

Olcott 
Olmsted 
Parker 
Parsons 


Keliher 
Law 
McDermott 
Murphy 


NOT VOTING—143. 


Fish 
Flood, Va. 
Foelker 
Fornes 
Foss 
Fowler 
Fuller 
Garner, Pa. 
Garner, Tex. 
Gillespie 
Gillett 
Glass 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Goulden 
Graham, IIL 
Graham, Pa. 
Gregg 
Griest 
Gronna 
Hamill 
Hammond 
Harrison 
Haugen 
Hay 
Hayes 
Henry, Tex. 
Higgins 

Till 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Howard 
Huff 
Hughes, N. J, 
Hughes, W. Va. 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones 

Joyce 
Kinkead, N. J. 
Kitchin 
Lamb 
Lassiter 

Lee 

Lever 
Lindsay 

Loud 
Lovering 
Lowden 
Lundin 
McHenr 


McLachian, Cal. 


Madden 
Madison 
Martin, Colo. 
Martin, 8S. Dak. 
Maynard 
Miller, Minn. 
Millington 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morehead 
Morse 

Mudd 

Nelson 
O’Connell 
Oldfield 

Page 

Palmer, A. M. 
Palmer, H. W. 
Pearre 


The following pairs were announced: 
For the session : 


Payne 
Plumley | 
Pratt 

Pray 

Priv 

Pujo 
Reynolds 
Rodenberg 
Scott 
Sheffield 
Simmons 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Southwick 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Tener 
Tilson 
Tirrell 
Vreeland 
Washburn 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Wilson, Ill. 
Young, N. Y. 


Padgett 
Richardson 
Small 
Wanger 


Perkins 
Peters 
Pickett 

Pou 

—— Tex. 


Robinson 
Rucker, Colo. 
Russell 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sharp 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Slayden 
Smith, Cal. 
Snapp 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Sterling 
Sulzer 
Swasey 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohio 
Volstead 
Weeks 
Weisse 
Willett 
Wood, N. J. 
Woodyard 
Young, Mich. 


Aveust 4 


Mr. THISTLEWoop with Mr. OLDFIELD. 
Mr. STertine with Mr. DENVER. 
Mr. Mappen with Mr. BuRLESON. 
Mr. Bennet of New York with Mr. GoLproc Lr. 
Mr. Newson with Mr. BorHNe. 
Mr. Foss with Mr. Papert. 
Mr. Law with Mr. WILLert. 
Mr. Gronna with Mr. Byrp. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. Humpnreys of Mississippi. 
Mr. VotsTeaD with Mr. WEISSE. 
Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
. Swasey with Mr. SHARP, 
Rogerts with Mr. RUSSELL. 

. Prickett with Mr. Ranpett of Texas. 

. Perkins with Mr. Pov. 

. Pearre with Mr. PErers. 

. Henry W. Patmer with Mr. A. MrrcHeLL PALMenr. 

. Mupp with Mr. PAGE. 

. Mrcter of Kansas with Mr. O’CoNnNELL. 
Mr. Martin of South Dakota with Mr. Moore of Texas. 
Mr. McLacutan of California with Mr. McHenry. 
Mr. Lovertne with Mr. LEVER. 
Mr. Loup with Mr. L&e. 
Mr. Joyce with Mr. LAmMs. 
Mr. Hucues of West Virginia with Mr. KINKeEap of New 


Jersey. 


Mr. Hx with Mr. Jones. 

Mr. Havcen with Mr. Henry of Texas. 
Mr. Griest with Mr. Hay. 

Mr. Gorser with Mr. Granam of Lllinois. 
Mr. Gittetr with Mr. GopwIn. 

Mr. Garner of Pennsylvania with Mr. Garner of Texas, 
Mr. Futier with Mr. Froop of Virginia. 
Mr. Fowier with Mr. EsToprnat. 

Mr. Fisu with Mr. ELLerse. 

Mr. Durey with Mr. Cox of Ohio, 

Mr. Dawson with Mr. CANTRILL. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. Byrp. 

Mr. Cook with Mr. Buresss. 


* Mr. Capron with Mr. Brovussarp. 


Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. Bowers. 

Mr. Bovrett with Mr. Beart of Texas, 

Mr. Barcitay with Mr. ANSBERRY. 

Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. ANDERSON. 

Mr. Murruy with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. ForLKer with Mr. Harrison. 

Mr. Grauam of Pennsylvania with Mr. Ciark of Florida. 
Mr. MoreweaD with Mr. SMALL, 

Mr. Hayes with Mr, BURNETT. 

Mr. Horr with Mr. Hircucock. 

Mr. Sperry with Mr. Craic. 

Mr. Weeks with Mr. KeLiHer. 

Mr. AMES. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with Mr, Lassiter, and 


I wish to be reported as voting “‘ present,” instead of “ no.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the gentle- 


man’s name. 


The Clerk called the name of Mr. Ames, and he answered 


“ present.” 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on tlie 


Mr. Anprvs with Mr. Rrorpan. 
Mr. Brapiey with Mr. GouLpEn. 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 
For the balance of the session : 


i 
motion of the gentleman from Minnesota to adopt the conference 
Mr. Youne of Michigan with Mr. Fornes. 


report. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays, 59, 
answered “ present” 15, not voting 150, as follows: 


YEAS—137. 


eves 
ordney 
Foster, Vt. 
Foulkrod 


Mr, Speaker, on that I demand the 


Mr. Cocks of New York with Mr. Hucues of New Jersey. 
Mr. Bennett of Kentucky with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

Mr. Reeper with Mr. Jonnson of South Carolina. 

Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. SHEeRiry. 

Mr. LuNDIN with Mr. McDrRMoTT. 

Mr. Draper with Mr. SHERWOOD. 

Mr. Stwmons with Mr. Danter A. DRISCOLL. 

Mr. Micuaet EB. Driscornt with Mr. Supzer. 

Mr. Hieerns with Mr. Rep. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. Frrris. 

Mr. Smrru of California with Mr. Roprnson, 

Mr. Farrcnip with Mr. Dies. 

Mr. Er11s with Mr. Greaa. 

Mr. Lowpen with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. Mintineton with Mr. Linpsay. 

Mr. Butter of Pennsylvania with Mr. Martrn of Colorado. 
Mr. Ames with Mr. LASSITER. 

Mr. Snapp with Mr, RHINOCK. 


Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hull,lowa 
Humphrey, Was). 
Kahn 

Keifer 

Kendall 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Knap 
Knowland 


Alexander, N. Y¥. Cooper, Wis. 
Allen Coudrey 
Austin 
Barchfeld Creager 
Barnard Crow 
Bartholdt Crumpacker 
Bates Currier 
Bingham 

Brownlow 

Burke, Pa. 

Burke, 8. Dak. 

Burleigh 

Calder 

Calderhead 

Cary 

Cassidy 

Chapman 

Cole 

Cooper, Pa. 


Cowles 


Guernsey 
Hamer Kopp 
Hamilton Kronmiller 
Hanna Kiistermann 
Hawley Lafean 
Langham 


Heald 
Hollingsworth Langley 
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Lawrence Poors, 3 re a Pevaee? Ohio The Clerk read as follows: 
Tar toedn Morgan. Okla. enberg ener Resolved, etc., That at any time prior to the assembling of Congress 
Longworth Mu ik tt Tilson in December, 1 , all reports of preliminary examinations and surveys 
Loudenslager Needham Sheffield Tirrell heretofore authorized pd Congress that may be prepared and ready for 
McCreary ye Bimmons Townsend ae nee. et ~ — of Pe. Sesevtes of War, be printed by 
McGuire, Okla. Oleott lem reelan ocuments 0 e Sixty-first Congress. 
McKinlay, Cal. Olmered cain ue || Whee Mr, ALEXANDER of New York. Mr: Speaker, I now ask 
ae inner "Parsons Southwick Wiley unanimous consent to substitute for the resolution which the 
McLaughlin, Mich. Payne sietens ¥ oot. * J. Clerk has just read, Senate joint resolution 16, which has passed 
MeMorram Polndenter Seema, bitem, Youn. ny the Senate, and which now lies upon the Speaker's table, being 
ean Pratt Sturgiss identical in contents. 
Miller, Kans. ay | nae The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
Mondell — ay mous consent to consider Senate joint resolution 16, now upon 
NAYS—85. the Speaker’s table, in lieu of the one just read, being identical 
in contents. Is there objection? 
i Dent Hughes, Ga. Sabath . ‘ Z 
a Mo. Dickson, Miss. Hull, Tenn. Sheppard Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman if this 
Ashbrook Dixon, Ind. James Sims applies only to the river and harbor preliminary surveys? 
sarabart Oe Ge | Scan Ky. Sanh Tex Mr, ALEXANDER of New York. That is all. There were 
oa Gat Finley " Korbly | ~— Spight about 240 surveys ordered in the last river and harbor bill, and 
Booher Fitzgerald Latta Stanley of these perhaps one-half have not yet been printed. This 
Borland Floyd, Ark. Livingston Stephens, Tex. resolution simply enables the Engineer in Chief to publish the 
Brantley Foster, Ill, Lloyd Taylor, Ala. : 
Broussard Gallagher Macon a Taylor, Colo. ae = a ee in J mhz et d 
Byrns aguire, Nebr. omas, Ky. Mr. NN. s resolution does not pass, then the en- 
= oar + a Sete Senay — Cc. gineer keeps the information to himself until Congress meets in 
“lark, Mo. Gilmore Morrison Underwood December, and puts it all in at once. _ 
Clayton Gordon Moss waltess Mr, ALEXANDER of New York. Yes; when such a resolu- 
Cline arn <sCnoris aaane tion as this is not passed it is the rule to hold them up until 
Collier Hamlin Norris Webb 
Covington Hardwick Patterson Wickliffe Congress reassembles. er ictear 
Cox, Ind. ardy Raine Wilson, Pa. Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to ask the gentleman if this is not 
yo te felon — ay the fact, that the department has money and the authority to 
De araiiiel Houston Rucker, Mo. have these reports printed, notwithstanding the fact that the 
re “i Committee on Rivers and Harbors is not appointed and that 
ANSWERED “PRESENT” 15. Congress may not be in session? Is not the purpose of this 
Ames Driscoll, M. B. Law Richardson simply to change the expense of printing these reports from the 
Bradley | Ellis ; meet a allotment for the printing for the War Department to the allot- 
Ses Na ¥. souneee. Ohio Padoetk cage ment for the congressional printing? 
Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Not at all. Frequently this 
NOT VOTING—150. authority is obtained in the regular river and harbor bill. 
Adair Flood, Va. Humphreys, Miss. Perkins When not so obtained it is usual to secure it by a joint resolu- 
Adamson Foelker Johnson, 8. C. Peters tion, similar to the one pending. There has always been some 
Andersen eruee — —" question whether these reports should be printed during vaca- 
Ansberry Fowler Kinkaid, Nebr. Randell, Tex. tion, unless preceded by action of Congress. Only yesterday Mr. 
Anthony Fuller Kinkead, N. J. eeder Burton, of the Senate, and the Acting Engineer in Chief had a 
ee aaenne, ~~ — aetna conference as to whether power existed anywhere for the publi- 
Beall. Tex. Gillespie Lassiter Riordan eation of these reports during vacation, unless preceded by rt 
penaet, HZ. Sito i neces. action of Congress. That is the purpose of offering this resolu- i 
ennett, AY. ilass ver o tion. It has just passed the Senate. | 
— coe om orn tte. Mr. TAWNEY. Let me interrupt the gentleman for a mo- i 
Bowers Goldfogle Lovering Russell ment. That may be the purpose for obtaining this authority; H 
ee ——. mW oy | a but the question is whether, after having authorized the print- 
Burnett Graham, Pa. MeCall Sharp ing of these as a congressional document, you would not trans- ii 
Butler Gregg ieelieosy Sherley fer the charge for the printing from the allotment for printing tH 
Byre Griest McLachlan, Cal. Sherwood for the department to the allotment for printing for Congress. oa} 
a Groasa Sane ooiee ts Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. There is no change in the 
Conon, a d Martin C 1 — method “As I no poorsené i the fu id f th War Depart il 
apron ammon artin, Colo. . pp e ~ af Ww unc Ss ( ° nd 0 e ar Wepée P 
Clark Fla prruen aerate Dak. — ment pays for composition and plates for maps. This resolu- B 
Conry on Miller. Minn. Sterling tion simply makes it proper for the Public Printer to print the } 
Cook Hayes Millington Sulzer reports. ; 
Cox, Ohio Henry, Conn. Moon, Pa. Talbott InV > » COS » printi 1 
Craiz themes’ Tex. Sloeee. Wer. Thistlewood a eres ae no then the cost = — a 
Davidson Hig ns Morehead Thomas, Ohio s en ee = the 7 tear or the bape wager or the depart- 
awson Morse olstea mental printing. nder this provision the cost—— ; 
Denver Hinshaw Mudd Weeks Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Not at all : 
Dies Nel Weisse Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Not at all. 
Durey on Oconnell Willett Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, yes; it is. i 
Setories} Howard. | Olafeld ey Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. This makes no change so 4 
“STOP owell, ode age is » ea The mT >» 
Fairchild Hu Palmer, A. M. Young, Mich. far as the charge of printing is conce red. rhe department H 
Ferris Hughes, N. J. Palmer, H. W. pays for the plates and composition and Congress is charged 
Fish Hughes, W.Va. Pearre with the printing only. j 
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So the conference report was adopted. 


ADIS 


Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact that now where a survey of this 


sort is made by direction of Congress the department does not 
disclose the report until it is submitted to Congress? 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. They do not disclose it be- 
cause it is in manuscript. 

Mr. MANN. And they will not disclose it to anybody. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. They simply can not. 

Mr. MANN. They will not even furnish it to the newspapers. 
I know of my own experience of their having declined to give 
| the information, on the ground that this was information pre- 

pared for Congress and it was not courtesy to furnish it to peo- 
ple outside. I believe the real effect of this is that this is 
Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- | information which can be published as people want it and make 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following joint | it public before the next session of Congress. 
resolution, authorizing the printing of reports upon preliminary | Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. The real purpose of the 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Witson of Illinois with Mr. GruespPre. 

Mr. Capron with Mr. Horson. 

Mr. HrinsHaw with Mr. Tasorr. 7 

he result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. TAWNEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
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examinations and surveys, and so forth, which I send to the resolution is that it may be printed so that when Members of 
desk and ask to have read. 


Congress ask for reports of certain surveys, the department 
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during vacation can furnish them or they can be had through 
the Rivers and Harbors Committee. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understood the gentleman from New York 
to say that heretofore these reports have been printed- inde- 
pendent of any congressional action. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. No. We have always had 
this authority either in the rivers and harbors act itself or by 
joint resolution passed preliminary to the printing of the 
reports. 

Mr. MANN. . These reports are printed as part of the report 
of the Chief of Engineers and are also printed separately, 
but they are not given out until they are submitted to Con- 
gress. : 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. I ask for a vote, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York that he substitute Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 16, now on the Speaker’s table, for the joint resolution 
which the Clerk read, and for its present consideration? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the Senate joint resolution was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ALEXANDER of New York, a motion to re- 
eonsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bill of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 


H. R. 9135. An act to raise revenue for the Philippine Islands, 
and for other purposes. 


OMNIBUS BRIDGE BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill H. R. 11572, an | 
act to authorize the construction, maintenance, and operation of 
various bridges across and over certain navigable waters, and 
for other purposes, with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LOCK AND DAM IN TENNESSEE RIVER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill H. R. 11579, an | 
act to amend an act relative to the erection of a lock and dam in 


the aid of navigation in the Tennessee River, with a Senate 
amendment. 


The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 


tend my remarks on the urgent deficiency appropriation bill in 
the RECORD. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD, by unanimous consent, was granted leave 
of absence until the end of the session on account of sickness | 
in his family. , 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BARCHFELD, by unanimous consent, was granted leave 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of BE. H. Brady, Sixtieth Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 


ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 29 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXIL, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 12218) for the 
incorporation of the Alpha Beta Zeta Sorority—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 12219) ig 
amend the acts to regulate commerce so as to provide that inter. 
state railroads may grant free or reduced transportation to bong 
fide members of the United Confederate Veterans’ associations 
while attending annual reunions—to the Committee on Inter. 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROTHERMEL: A bill (H. R. 12220) to increase the 
appropriation for the enlargement of the federal building at 
Reading, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings ang 
Grounds. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 12221) to provide for the 
investigation of controversies affecting interstate commerce, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 12222) to provide for the 
erection of an army and navy hospital at Knoxville, Tenn —jo 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Resolution (H. Res. 107) suspending clause 
2 of Rule XXIX for the remainder of the session—to the Com. 
mittee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 12223) granting an increase of 
pension to Melville T. Wadlin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 12224) granting an increase 
of pension to George Neumann—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12225) granting an increase of pension to 
John Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 12226) making appropri- 
ation to pay the heirs of the estate of Samuel Lee, deceased, 
in full for any claim for pay and allowances made by reason of 
the election of said Lee to the Forty-seventh Congress and his 


| services therein—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12227) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 12228) granting an increase of 
pension to Adolphus W. Beeny—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. HUBBARD of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12229) granting 


| an increase of pension to William H. Robinson—to the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12230) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Hanthorne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12231) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12232) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12233) granting an increase of pension 
John Pekelder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12234) granting an increase of pension 
Tempest Meyers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12235) granting an increase of pension 
Francis M, McLeery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12236) granting an increase of pension 
Baker Mote—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12237) granting an increase of pension 


| Jesse J. Dennis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12238) granting an increase of pension t' 
William E. Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12239) granting an increase of pension 
Robert Henry Ives—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 12240) granting an increase of pension 
Elias M. Rumple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 
Also, a bill (H. R, 12241) granting an increase of pensiot 
Bradford J. Peasley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12242) granting an increase of pension ' 
Washington M. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 122438) granting an increase of pension 
John J. Wilder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12244) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas N. Hatherton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensivns. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12245) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Schmitz—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ‘ 
Also, a bill (H. R 12246) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Jacob Latch—to the Committee 00 
Military Affairs. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 12247) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William M. Carroll—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 12248) granting an increase 

of pension to Luther F. Heath—to the Committee on Invalid 
*ensions, 
: By Mr. LAW: A bill (H. R. 12249) for the relief of L. G. 
Andrews, executor of the estate of Frederick Smith, deceased, 
late acting chief boatswain’s mate, United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 12250) for the relief of the 
trustees of Unity Church, Giles County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 12251) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma 8. Brinton—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 12252) granting an increase 
of pension to George -R. Church—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

ty Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Frank Fields 
and 6 other citizens of Fayette City, Pa., favoring legislation 
for further restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Frank Fields, J. A. Mathews, Arthur Stimel, 
Albert Carr, James Ward, Guy Sturgis, and Thomas A. Jones, 
favoring stricter legislation relative to immigrants—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Petition of sheet and tin plate 
workers of Martins Ferry, Ohio, favoring investigation of indus- 
trial conditions in steel mills and car shops—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUBBARD of Iowa: Papers to accompany bills for 
relief of Jessie J. Dennis, William E. Cooper, Elias M. Rumple, 
Robert Henry Ives, Baker Mote, Bradford J. Peasley, William 
H. Robinson, and John J. Wilder—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Gideon Welles Naval Veterans’ 
Association, No. 1, of Connecticut, relative to removal of the 
U. S. battle ship Maine in Habana Harbor, Cuba—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Albert Phetteplace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STURGISS: Petition of Thomas R. Crittenden and 
20 others, of Horton, W. Va., favoring pension increase for 
military services and for old age—to the Committee on Pensions. 





SENATE. 
Trurspay, August 5, 1909. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Hate and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The Mies amu Without objection, the Journal is 
approved. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
11570) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in 
appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
ee and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
OLlOWS: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 6, 
11, 12, 16, 20, 26, 28, 37, 38, 39, and 40. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 7, 9, 13, 14, 17, 18, 19, 21, 23, 
24, 25, 27, 29, 33, 34, 35, 43, 44, 46, 47, 48, 50, 52, 57, 58, 59, 60, 
61, 62, and 63, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said 
amendment insert “seventy-five thousand dollars;” and after 
the word “dollars,” in line 5 of said amendment, insert the 
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words “to continue available during the fiscal year nineteen 
hundred and ten;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out al} after the word “ dollars,” 
in line 13, down to and including line 15 of said amendment, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“A detailed statement showing expenditures, including sal- 
aries or rates of compensation paid, under this appropriation 
shall be reported to Congress by the Secretary of State on the 
first day of each regular session; and estimates for further ap- 
propriations hereunder shall include in detail salaries for all 
persons to be employed and paid in the Department of State at 
Washington, D. C.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amend- 
ment insert “ten thousand dollars;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word “ Minneapolis,” in line 
2 of said amendment, insert the following: “St. Paul;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“ Expenses of collecting the corporation tax: For expenses of 
eollecting the corporation tax authorized by the act ‘to pro- 
vide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of 
the United States, and for other purposes,’ enacted at the first 
session of the Sixty-first Congress, one hundred thousand dol- 
lars, to continue available during the fiscal year nineteen hun- 
dred and ten.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 9 of said amendment, after 
the word “available,” insert the words: “during the fiseal 
year nineteen hundred and ten;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“For repairs and improvements to the Senate kitchens and 
restaurants in the Capitol building, to be expended by the 
Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds under the 
supervision of the Committee on Rules, United States Senate, 
fiscal year nineteen hundred and ten, five thousand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to construct a bridge 
across the Duchesne River at or near Myton, Utah, fiscal year 


| nineteen hundred and ten, twenty-five thousand dollars, or so 
| much thereof as may be necessary.” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

‘‘'T> enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to pay expenses here- 
tofore or hereafter incurred in the relief of suffering, destitu- 
tion, and want among the Indians of the La Pointe Indian 
Agency, Wis., by reason of the destruction of their homes and 
farms by floods, ten thousand dollars, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to continue available during the fiscal year 
nineteen hundred and ten: Provided, That a detailed report of 
all expenditures hereunder shall be made to the next session 
of Congress.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 32, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In iieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: 

“For pay of Indian agent at Fort Berthold Agency, N. Dak., 
fiscal year nineteen hundred and ten, one thousand eight hun- 
dred dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“For expenses of representing the interests of the Govern- 
ment in all matters of reappraisement and classification of im- 
ported goods, and of litigation incidental thereto, including sal- 
aries, traveling expenses, and rentals, to be expended under the 
direction of the Attorney-General, twenty-five thousand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by 
said amendment insert the following: 

“ Until otherwise provided by law, no bond shall be accepted 
from any surety or bonding company for any officer or employee 
of the United States which shall cost more than thirty-five per 
cent in excess of the rate of premium charged for a like bond 
during the calendar year nineteen hundred and eight: Provided, 
That hereafter the United States shall not pay any part of the 
premium or other cost of furnishing a bond required by law or 
otherwise of any officer or employee of the United States. 

“That a joint commis*ion consisting of three Senators, to 
be appointed by the Presiuent of the Senate, and three Members 
of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, shall inquire into the rates of 
premium heretofore and now being charged, as well as those pro- 
posed to be charged, by surety or bonding companies for bonds 
of officers or employees of the United States, and report to Con- 
gress by bill or otherwise at its next session what regulation, 
if any, should be exercised under law or otherwise over the 
same; for the expenses of said commission, including all neces- 
sary expert, clerical, and other personal services, there is appro- 
priated the sum of ten thousand dollars, which expenses shall 
be paid upon vouchers approved jointly by the chairmen of said 
commission,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 6 of said amendment strike out 
the word “ten” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ eight; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“For purchase of an automobile, including driving, main- 
tenance, and care of the same, for use of the Vice-President, 
six thousand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 7 of said amendment strike out 
the name “J. A, Klingaman” and insert in lieu thereof the 
name “J, L. Klingaman;” and in line 11 strike out the word 
“seven”? and insert in lieu thereof the word “eight;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives to pay to the officers and employees 
of the Senate and the House borne on the annual and session 
rolls on the first day of July, nineteen hundred and nine, includ- 
ing the Capitol police, the official reporters of the Senate and 
House, and W. A. Smith, CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp clerk, for 
extra services during the first session of the Sixty-first Congress 
a sum equal to one month’s pay at the compensation then paid 
them by law. 

“To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay Herschel 
Shaw, Eustace D. Smith, Harold 8S. G. Van Voorhis, W. P. Coe, 
William Watts, R. B. Alexander, C. A. Geisel, and T. A. Farley, 
elevator conductors, and John W. Evans, employed in connec- 
tion with the Senate Office Building, for extra services during 
the first session of the Sixty-first Congress, a sum equal to one 
month’s pay at the compensation paid them July first, nineteen 
hundred and nine. 

“To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay Russell Wil- 
liams, elevator conductor in the Senate Office Building, for 
extra services during the first session of the Sixty-first Con- 
gress, a sum equal to one month’s pay at the compensation now 
paid him. 

“To pay J. H. Jones for caring for and regulating the Senate 
chronometer, one hundred dollars. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


“To pay J. C. Stewart for caring for and regulating the 
House chronometer, one hundred dollars,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amen. 
ment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to the same with 4), 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by saiq 
amendment insert the following: 

“ For the purchase of an automobile, including driving, wai). 
tenance, and care of the same, for use of the Speaker, six thoy 
sand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with ay 
amendment as follows: After said amendment insert as a ney 
paragraph the following: 

“To continue during the first session of the Sixty-first Con- 
gress the employment of the clerk of the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Navy Department and the clerk of the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and Labor. 
who served in such capacity during the second session of the 
Sixtieth Congress; in all, one thousand seven hundred and fifty 
two dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the ameud- 
ment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the amended paragraph ani 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

‘For the following employees for the month of July, nineteen 
hundred and nine, and until the adjournment of the present ses- 
sion of Congress: Forty-six pages, including two riding pages. 
four telephone pages, press-gallery page, and ten pages for duty 
at the entrances to the Hall of the House, at two dollars and 
fifty cents per day each; fourteen messengers in the post-office 
at the rate of one hundred dollars per month each; and for 
three telephone operators, at the rate of seventy-five dollars per 
month each; in all, six thousand four hundred dollars, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out of said amendment the word 
“ official; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lines 6 and 7 of said amendment 
strike out the following: “ approved , nineteen hundred 
and nine,” and insert in lieu thereof the words, “ enacted during 
the first session of the Sixty-first Congress;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 65, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word “ Commission” in line 
3 of said amendment insert the following: “‘ not to exceed three 
persons at any one time;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

EvuGENE HALe, 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

A. 8. Cray, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J. A. TAWNEY, 

Water I. Situ, 

L, F. Livineston, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. JONES. I should like to ask the chairman of the com 
mittee with reference to the provision in the bill as it passed 
the Senate providing an appropriation for continuing the 4)- 
praisement on the Yakima Indian Reservation. What was tlic 
objection to leaving that in the bill? 

Mr. HALE. There was not felt to be information enous) 
and it was not of such a pressing nature that it needed to be 
put in the bill, But I will say to the Senator that it will be 
carefully looked after in the next bill, It is only a question 
of time. 

Mr. JONES. Of course there is no question but that the }ro 
vision will be made in the next bill. The only trouble is that 
this involves a delay in the work and will cause increased ¢\ 
pense. That was the only reason why I was anxious to have 
it in this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to (he 
conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I understand tha' 
by the conference report which has just been agreed to the 
item has been stricken out which provided for the custots 
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court. My understanding further is that the striking out of 
the provision for an appropriation postpones at least until fur- 
ther action by the Senate and House the organization and 
evyervthing else connected with that court. With that under- 
standing I east my vote for the conference report as presented. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the joint resolution (8S. J. R. 16) authorizing the print- 
ing of reports upon preliminary examinations and surveys, etc. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate te the bill (H. R. 11572) to 
authorize the construction, maintenance, and operation of 
various bridges across and over certain navigable waters, and 
for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11579) to 
amend an act relative to the erection of a lock and dam in the 
aid of navigation in the Tennessee River. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zeus of Jacksonville, Fla., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution granting right of suffrage to 
women, which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of New 
York, remonstrating against an increase of the duty on gloves, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, Utah, and Nebraska, praying for a reduction of the duty 
on raw and refined sugars, which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Vilas, Pa., 
praying for the ratification of the extradition treaty with Rus- 
sia, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. JONES. I present a telegram, in the nature of a me- 
morial, from the Washington Live Stock Association. It is 
short, and I ask that it may be read. 

There being no objection, the telegram was read and ordered 
to lie on the table, as follows: 


SEATTLE, WASH., August 4, 1909. 
Senator W. L. JONES, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Three handred members Washington Live Stock Association protest 
strongly against the removal of duty on hides. 
8S. B. NeLson, Secretary. 
Mr. OLIVER. I present a telegram from the United Sons of 
Vulean, of Pittsburg, which I ask may be read. 
There being no objection, the telegram was read and ordered 
to lie on the table, as follows: 
PITTsBuRrG, Pa., August 5, 1909. 
Hon. G. T. OLIVER, 
Washington, D. C.: 


McArdele and Williams are breaking sfrike of Sons of Vulcan in 
bs — manner as tin-plate company is breaking theirs. So in- 
orm Senate. 


Unitep Sons or VULCAN, 
MICHAEL McCuNp, 
Secretary-Treasurer. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of Gideon Welles 
Naval Veteran Association, No. 1, of New Haven, Conn., pray- 
ing for the remoyal of the wreck of the battle ship Maine from 
Habana Harbor, which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented the petition of Rebecca Robinson, of 
Princeton, Ind., praying that she be granted a pension, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented an affidavit in support of the claim of 
Thomas Carr, late of Company B, Seventy-ninth Regiment Indi- 
ana Volunteer Infantry, praying that he be granted an increase 
of pension, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


DECISIONS IN CUSTOMS CASES. 


Mr. SMOOT. I am directed by the Committee on Printing to 
report a joint resolution, and I ask for its present consideration. 
The joint resolution (8S. J. R. 43) authorizing the revision, 
binding, and reprinting of Treasury Document No. 2499 was 
read the first time by its title. 
. Mr. CULBERSON. What is the document, I will ask the 
Senator? 
_ Mr. SMOOT. It is a digest of the customs decisions. In 
1896 it was brought down to date, and the joint resolution sim- 
ply authorizes bringing it down so as to include the pending 
tariff act when passed. 
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The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Senate joint resolution 43. 

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to employ Thomas J. Doherty, at a cost of not to 
exceed $1,000, payable out of any funds not otherwise appropriated, 
which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose, to revise Treasury 
Document No. 2499, issued in 1908, by the elimination therefrom of 
obsolete matter and the insertion therein, in appropriate order, in ac- 
cordance with the existing plan of said document, the tariff act of 1909, 
and an appropriate digest of the decisions in customs cases made by 
the courts and the Board of United States General Appraisers under ex 
isting customs laws subsequent to the publication of said docum-nt 
down to the date of the passage of said tariff act of 1909: that said 
document be reindexed, reprinted, and bound in numbers not to exceed 
1,000 copies, for the official use of the Treasury Department and the 
Board of United States General Appraisers. And the superintendent of 
documents is hereby authorized to reprint this document, when thus 
completed, for sale at $5 per copy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolutien? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

ty Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 3108) to provide for the removal of the present 
grade crossing and construction of a new grade crossing on the 
line of Q street NE., District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. OLIVER (by request) : 

A bill (S. 3104) to create a nonpartisan revenue and indus- 
trial commission; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 3105) granting an increase of pension to William 
Walton (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIEL: 

A bill (S. 3106) for the relief of the estate of Peter Sheets, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S, 3107) for the relief of Lettie Myers; 

(By request) a bill (S. 3108) for the relief of Emma C. Fran- 
ner, George W. Seaton, Hiram K. Seaton, Howard Seaton, Mary 
Seaton, Blanche Seaton, George W. Taylor, Edward Taylor, and 
Catharine Pomeroy ; 

A bill (S. 3109) for the relief of the heirs of S. P. C. Henkel, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3110) for the relief of Sallie R. Walton; 

A bill (S. 3111) for the relief of Charles A. Newlon; 

A bill (S. 3112) for the relief of the estate of Henry S. Wil- 
liams, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3113) for the relief of the estate of Arthur F. 
Clift, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3114) for the relief of the estate of William 
Fletcher, deceased ; 

(By request) a bill (S. 3115) for the relief of the estate of 
J. C. Bailey, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3116) for the relief of the trustees of Smith Creek 
Baptist Church, of New Market, Va.; 

A bill (S. 3117) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Lee, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3118) giving jurisdiction to the Court of Claims to 
ascertain the interest of Anna M. Fitzhugh, and the value of 
such interest, in the wood taken from the estate of Ravens- 
worth by the military authorities of the United States; 

A bill (S. 3119) providing for the payment of a specified sum 
to the estate of Henry Yonge, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3120) for the relief of the estate of Horace L. Kent, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3121) for the relief of the estate of William IL. 
Hollis, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3122) for the relief of the heirs of Elizabeth L. 
Jenks, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3123) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claims of George Boushell and 
others ; 

A bill (S, 3124) for the relief of the esiate of Harvey Bailey, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3125) for the relief of James and William Crooks; 

A bill (S. 3126) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of Henry 

\ Fitzhugh, deceased ; 
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A bill (8S. 3127) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of Robert Waters; 

A bill (S. 3128) for the relief of Isaac W. Airey; 

A bill (S. 3129) for the relief of the Richmond Locomotive 
hea successor of the Richmond Locomotive and Machine 

Orks; 

A bill (8. 3130) for the relief of Susan J. Stegler ; 

A bill (S. 3131) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of Mary 
Lutholtz, deceased ; 

A bill (8S. 3182) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
Ste in the matter of the claim of Sarah Lou Smith and 
others; 

A bill (S. 3133) for the relief of William F. McKimmy, ad- 
ministrator of John McKimmy, deceased ; 

A bill (8S. 3134) for the relief of Robert Michaels; 

A bill (S. 3135) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel C. Hull, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3136) for the relief of Thomas B. Miller, legal heir 
of Milton R. Muzzy; 

A bill (8S. 3137) for the relief of the estate of Peter Sheets, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 8138) for the relief of the estate of Isaac Haynes, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3139) for the relief of Edmonia Brooke Taliaferro: 

A bill (S. 3140) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas P. 
Mathews; 

A bill (8S. 3141) for the relief of the heirs of the late Mrs. 
Mary Ann Randolph Custis Lee; 

; A vod (S. 3142) for the relief of the heirs of J, H. McVeigh, 
aecea sed ° 

A bill (8S. 3148) for the relief of N. C. McNeel, 
of estate of Paul McNeel, deceased: 

A bill (8S. 3144) for the relief of the heirs 
James L, Miller, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3145) for the relief of the heirs 
Susan Richards, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3146) for the relief of the heirs 
William D. Wright, deceased; 

A bill (8S. 3147) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of Henry M. 
Baker, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3148) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of John H. 
Baker, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3149) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of Robert N. 
Blake, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 3150) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of Francis M. Brabham; 

A bill (8S. 3151) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of Caroline Carter; 

A bill (S. 3152) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of Francis F. Curtis; 

A bill (S. 3158) for the relief of Richard K. Hughlett;: 

(By request) a bill (S. 3154) for the relief of the estate of 
Sina Hughlett, deceased ; 

A bill (S, 3155) for the relief of the estate of Arthur F. Clift, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 8156) for the relief of the estate of Richard W. 
Aikin, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3157) for the relief of the estate of William 
Fletcher, deceased ; 

(By request) a bill (S. 3158) for the relief of the estate of 
J. C. Bailey, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3159) for the relief of the Seaboard and Roanoke 
Railroad Company ; 

A bill (S. 3160) for the relief of Frederick Hughson; 

A bill (8S. 3161) for the relief of the estate of Thomas John- 
gon, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3162) for the relief of David R. Mister; 

A bill (8S. 3168) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Miller; 

A bill (8S. 3164) for the relief of the estate of Dr. Bailey 
Shumate; 

A bill (S. 3165) for the relief of Lettie Myers: 

(By request) a bill (S. 3166) for the relief of Emma C. Fran- 
ner, George W. Seaton, Hiram K. Seaton, Howard Seaton, Mary 
Seaton, Blanche Seaton, George W. Taylor, Edward Taylor, and 
Catharine Pomeroy ; 

A bill (S. 8167) for the relief of C. A. Sprinkel; 

A bill (S. 3168) for the relief of Sallie R. Walton; 

A bill (S. 3169) for the relief James W. Nickens; 

A bill (S. 83170) for the relief of William Mason; 

A bill (S. 3171) for the relief of Pickrell & Brooks; 

A bill (S. 3172) for the relief of Charles A. Newlon; and 


administrator 
and estate of 
and estate of 


and estate of 
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A bill (S. 3173) for the relief of the estate of Henry sg, 
Williams, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3174) granting an increase of pension to Sinnett A. 
Duling; 

A bill (8S. 3175) granting a pension to Louisa C. Sandy; 

A bill (S. 3176) granting a pension to William F. Wyble: 

A bill (S. 3177) granting an increase of pension to America J. 
Austin ; 

A bill (8. 
Force ; 

A bill (8. 
Whitty ; 

A bill (S. 3180) granting a pension to Ada A. Harris; 

A bill (S. 3181) granting a pension to Mattie Ashby Birney: 

A bill (S. 3182) granting an increase of pension to Michae! 
Sullivan ; 

A bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to Ellen Bernard Lee: 

A bill (S. 8184) granting a pension to Mary Elizabeth 
McCann ; 

A bill (S. 3185) granting a pension to Marcelina Jerusha 
Cox; 

A bill (8S. 3186) granting a pension to Mrs. Frank Babbitt 
Shelden ; 

A bill (S. 3187) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Preston: 

A bill (S. 3188) granting an increase of pension to R. D. 
Gardner ; 

A bill (S. 3189) granting an increase of pension to Mary §. 
Hollis; and 

A bill (S. 3190) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Allen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (8. 3191) for the relief of J. N. Whittaker; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

(By request) a bill (S. 3192) to compensate H. D. Chapman 
and J. W. Hicks, patentees of certain improvements in sight ad- 
justments for guns which were used by the United States with- 
out their permission or consent; to the Committee on Patents. 

A bill (8S. 3193) to provide for the building of a public avenue 
on the south side of the Potomac River from the city of Wasb- 
ington to Mount Vernon; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

A bill (8S. 3194) for the improvement of the national boule- 
vard at Fredericksburg, Va., owned by the United States; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3195) to provide for the construction of a memoria! 
bridge across the Potomac River from Washington to the Arling- 
ton estate property; to the Committee on Commerce, 


ESTIMATED REVENUES, 


8178) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Pp. 


3179) granting an increase of pension to Elizabet}, 


Mr. HEYBURN. I submit a concurrent resolution, which I 
ask may be read and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The concurrent resolution (S. C. Res. 12) was read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution 12. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed 15,000 copies of the document entitled “ Psti- 
mated Revenues, together with Comparative Tables,” prepared under 
the direction of the Committee on Finance, Sixty-first Congress, first 
session, with certain additional matter hereto attached; 5,000 copies 
for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. SMOOT subsequently, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the foregoing concurrent resolution, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unaui- 
mous consent, and agreed to. 

SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS IN 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN 
(S. Res. 
printed : 


OREGON, 


submitted the following resolution 
72), which was ordered to lie on the table and be 


Senate resolution 72. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
salaries of those who served as een ge at st-offices in the State 
of Oregon in biennial terms tween July 1, 1864, and June °°), 
1874, whose names and periods of service appear in applications 
fore 1887 on file in the Meee the salary of each former pos! 
master to be stated for each specified term of service by commissicns 
and box rents as shown by the registered returns of each former pos 
master on file in the Sixth Auditor’s Office, and to show the ex! 
excess of the salary by commissions and box rents over the salary pid 
in every case where the paid salary is 10 per cent less than (1! 
salary by box rents and commissfons; and to ee in all respects 
with the public order of the Postmaster-General of February 17. 15*!. 
for stating such salary accounts of former postmasters undey “he «' 
of March 3, 1883; and to enable the Secretary of the Treastry the 
better to comply with this resolution, the Postmaster-General is here) 
directed to turn over to the Sixth Auditor all the data now in bis 
hands pertaining to each and every such claim. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a resolution (S. Res. 77), which 
I ask may be read and lie on the table. 








1909. 
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The resolution was read and ordered to lie on the table, as 


follows: Senate resolution 77. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, end he is hereby, 
directed to have audited and reported for payment to the Senate the 
calaries of those who served as postmasters at post-offices in the State 
of New Hampshire in biennial terms between July 1, 1864, and June 30, 
1874, whose names and periods of service appear in applications be- 
fore 1887 on file in the gees the salary of each former post- 
master to be stated for each specified term of service by commissions 
and box rents as shown by the registered returns of cach former post- 
master on file in the Sixth Auditor's Office, and to show the exact 
excess of the salary by commissions and box rents over the salary paid 
in every case where the paid salary is 10 per cent less than the 
salary by box rents and commissions; and to comply in all respects 
with the public order of the Postmaster-Gereral of February 17, 1884, 
for stating such salary accounts of former postmasters under the act 
of March 8, 1888; and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury the 
petter to comply with this resolution, the Postmaster-General is hereby 
directed to turn over to the Sixth Auditor all the data now in his 
hands pertaining to each and every such claim. 


THE TARIFF, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H.R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 


duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and | 


for other purposes. 
Mr. DOLLIVER obtained the floor. 


Mr. FLINT. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me for a | 


few moments, as I shall have to leave the Chamber. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President, the advocates of lower tariff 
rates, in searching for evidence, choose as one of their favorite 
examples the ordinary outer wearing apparel of the people of 
this country. 

In auswer to the arguments, I invite the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the price which the average woman has to pay for her 
suit, coat, or skirt, the price which the average man has to pay 
for an ordinary suit of clothes, and the portion of the amount 
paid by the consumer for these garments that goes to the manu- 
facturer of the cloth used in them. 


WOMEN’S WEAR. 


The goods entering into women’s wear may be divided into 
two classes: (a) Those sold over the retail counter and (b) 
those used by the cutting-yp trade. A large portion of the do- 
mestic fabric sold over the retail counter to the woman who 
mikes her own clothing retails at 50 cents to $1 per yard. An 
examination of a large part of such 50 cents and $1 per yard 
retail fabrics shows that only about 27 cents of the 50 cents 
paid by the consumer on the 50-cent grade of cloth and only 53 
cents of the $1 paid on the $1-grade goods goes to the domestic 
manufacturer. 

The great difference between the net returns to the manufac- 
turer and the price paid by the consumer—23 cents in the first 
instance and 47 cents in the second—represents the cost of dis- 
tribution. 

According to information which I have gathered there is great 
competition between domestic and foreign dress goods which 
retail at $1 per yard. The testimony of those who have made a 
special study of this business in different States is that the ma- 
jority of 574-cent and 62}-cent dress fabrics which are sold by 
the retailers at $1 are of foreign manufacture and are purchased 
from foreign importing houses, and in fabrics retailing at higher 
prices than $1.50 per yard the domestic manufacturers can not 
compete with the foreign product, and have been practically 
driven from the market. 

In recent years a vast quantity of dress goods go to what is 
known as the “cutting-up trade;” that is, the manufacture of 
women’s ready-to-wear garments. These garments are sold to 
the jobber and by the jobber in turn sold to the retailer. It 
is a necessity therefore, in order to have a correct understand- 
ing of this subject, to consider what portion of the price paid 
for a garment by a woman who does not have to make her own 
clothing goes to the manufacturer of the cloth and what portion 
is represented by the cost of distribution. 

These figures are furnished by reliable skirt, coat, and suit 
manufacturers of New York City. In a lady's skirt retailing 
it $10, wholesale price was $7, the cost of manufacture $4.85. 
rhe manufacturer of the cloth entering into the making of this 
skirt received $2.62, the manufacturer of materials entering 
into the trimmings received about $1.14; total, $3.76, or less 
than 38 per cent of the price paid by the consumer. 

In a lady's coat retailing at $18 the wholesale price was $12, 
the cost of the manufacturer $8.61. The cost of the cloth enter- 
ing into the manufacture of this coat was $1.86, and the lining 


A 


$2.23; total, $4.09, or less than 23 per cent of the amount paid 
by-the consumer for the garment. 

In a lady’s suit retailing at $25 the wholesale price was $15 
and less, and the cost of the manufacture $9.75 to $10. For 
the cloth used in the manufacture of this suit the manufacturer 
received $3.93; the manufacturer of the lining, $1.31; trimmings, 
75 cents; total, $5.99, or less than 24 per cent of the price paid 
by the consumer of the garment. 

In the higher priced garments, in which the cut, design, and 
style enter more largely into the price, the percentage or return 
to the manufacturer of the fabric is much less. A careful 
study of these figures will demonstrate to anyone that the tariff 
is not a material factor in determining the retail price of ladies’ 
clothing. 

I have some additional data regarding the cost, wholesale and 
retail price of women’s skirts, which I will have inserted at this 
point, as follows: 

Women’s skirts. 


Retail price. Wholesale | Cost to 


price. maker. 
I EE a a np eciwnee : $6.00 $5.4 
a la ene 3.50 | 3.22 
a Nc senad 6.00 | 5.37 


MEN’S CLOTHING. 


A very large proportion of the domestic fabric used in making 
men’s clothing is sold to ready-to-wear clothing manufacturers. 
Very little of this goods is sold direct to the consumer, as men 
do not in these days buy cloth and make their suits nor have 
them made. An analysis of the prices received for the cloth, 
the cost of manufacture, and the profit of the jobber and re- 
tailer will show the percentage of the cost to the consumer 
which is represented by the original cost of the cloth. 

In one of the lowest grades and cheapest suits, retailing at 
$9, the wholesale price was $6.75, while the manufacturer of 
the cloth received $3.56 net, or less than 40 per cent of the 
retail price. 

In a 3-piece suit for ordinary wear, retailing at $15, the 
wholesale price was $9.50 to $10, and the amount received by 
the manufacturer of the cloth was $3.49, lining $1.19, total 
$4.68, or 31 per cent of the retail price. 

In a suit retailing at $22, sold very generally throughout 
the country, the outer cloth used in the manufacture of the 
garment costs $5.29, the trimmings $2.11, total $7.40, or less 
than 34 per cent of the $22 paid by the consumer. 

These illustrations show the great difference between the 
amount received by the manufacturer of the cloth and the 
price paid by the purchaser of the garment and the very small 
percentage of the retail price that is represented by the origina! 
cost of the material. Consequently a change in the price of the 
material, caused by a change in the tariff either on the fabrics 
or on the wool would have very little effect, if any, on the price 
paid by the consumer. These figures demonstrate that the 
high retail prices can not be charged to the tariff on foreign 
fabries or to the tariff on wool. 

I also have statements showing the cost of merchant tailor 
clothing and clothing made by what are known as “tailors to 
the trade,” which I will have inserted here, They are as 
follows: 

Men’s suits—tailor made, 








atai iee Cost of ; Es 

Retail price. | material. Labor. 
QOS BUHIC . . <2. nono enn noes ene e ees eecene see eee- $13.25 $12.00 
$40 suit.............--.------------------- saccade tetera 16.75 12.50 
$60 suit...........-.--~~-------~---2--------------------- 17.56 15.00 

Men's suits tailors to the trade. 

; a eee anette a 

at ing Wholesale Cost to 

Retail price. price. maker. 
liek iceuminddbabinten sen sseteees $10.75 $7.37 
Lil ieatiidnnnamdentiieeemaneien ; 13. .2 





I have statements showing imports of ladies’ gloves for 1906, 
showing average value, amount of tariff, and present retail 
price, and also statement showing the average import value per 
dozen, duty, retail price per pair, and profit, on different kinds 
of ladies’ gloves imported in 1906 and 1207, which are as follows: 
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Imports of ladtes’ gloves for 1906. 
LADIE s’ 


LAMB GLOVES. 


. Total | Present re- 
—— cost per | tail price 
° pair. per pair. 


Dozens 
imported. 


Average 


| 
Length in inches. | value. 


Not over 14 
Over 14 and not over 17... 
Over 17 


379,683 
27,084 


L ADIES’ KID GL OVE Ss. 


$6.48 $3.00 $0.79 

8.00 3.75 .98 | 

11.90 4.75 1.38 | 
| 


Not over 14. ‘ 
Over 14 and not over es 
Over 17 


245,917 
14,208 7 


74,970 $8. 00-8. 


_LADIB s’ sc HMASCHE N GLOVES. 


Not over 14 $3.06 $1. 
Over 14 and not over 17_._- 2,707 5.24 
Over 17 76 7.27 


@ on 
we 





Ladies’ gloves. 
1906. 


To 
| Aver- 
age | Price, | 


| retail. | 


Kind. Length in inches. Duty. 'Total.| Profit. 


Schmaschen. 


i 89 
Lamb... 


75 
110 
100 
100 


Over 14, not over 17-- 131 


Over 17 


| aia 
| | pv Percent. 





Schmaschen 
Lamb 
| Over14,not over 17.. 
| Over 17. 
| Under 14 
...| Over14,not over 17.. 
| Over 17 


8.04 


9.16 


a faa 
BSBSRU5 








POTTERY WARE. 
I have collected data concerning the factory cost, the whole- 
sale selling price, and the retail selling price of pottery ware. 


This information was obtained from retail stores in large cities 


in various parts of the country and New York department 
stores. 
On a 100-piece dinner set, china, of French make, the retail 


price in New York is $70, the wholesale price was $28.50, and 


the import price $10.09. 

On a 100-piece dinner set also made in France, import and 
wholesale price the same as the above, the retail price in Wash- 
ington is $45. 

The retail price in Washington for a 100-piece dinner set, 
French make, was $40, the wholesale price $22.65, and the im- 
port price $8.15; while on a similar set, with an import price of 
$8.90, the wholesale price was $17 and the retail price $27.50. 

The import price of a 100-piece dinner set, china, Austrian 
make, was $5.45, and the retail price in Washington was $20 
and in New York $25. 

A 100-piece dinner set, earthenware, English make, retails in 
Washington at $20, wholesale price $12.50, import price $5.10. 

In American-made goods, a 100-piece dinner set, for which 
the factory price was $5.85, retails in Washington at $9; another 
costing $6.75 at the factory retails at $10; another costing $4.85 


| 
Para- | 
graph 
— Article. Quantity. 
ate 
bill. 


| 


90 | Plain Rockingham ware: 
Globe teapots, 36s., England 

Salt-glazed common stoneware: 
Corn-cake caps, England 

Decorated china: 
Bread and butter plates, France 
Chop dish, France 
eR BR. ws actin enktdde saan ss eutebas 
Covered dishes, France 
Blue and white print cup and saucer, 

Japan. 
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Foreign 
market 
value, 


Aveust 5, 
retails at $8; while one set costing as low as $3 at the factory 
retails at $4. ’ 

From these figures it will be seen that American-made goods. 
for which the factory cost was practically the same as the jy. 
port price, including the duty, on the foreign-made goods, se|) 
at retail at less than one-half the price. 

On a dinner set costing $10.90 to import, and selling at ret,j) 
at from $45 to $70, it does not require very much argument to 
convince any fair-minded person that the duty on this imported 
article has no effect whatever on the selling price. 

The American-made goods referred to are sold direct from 
the factory to the retailer, while the imported goods have the 
importer’s profit as well as the profit of the retailer. 

In addition to the large profit which the importer adds jo 
the cost of the goods, he also adds other charges which hive 
never been paid. For example, he will import under inyoice 
and consular certificate a large number of orders, paying one 
consular fee of $2.50, and then charge each of his customers the 
full amount of this fee. In other cases, on goods that are 
bought f. o. b. seaboard, the importer deducts the inland freight 
before paying the duty, but in billing the goods to their cus. 
tomers they add this freight to the invoice. It is therefore 
evident that the retailer not only pays very large profits to the 
importer, but also other charges from which the Government 
derives no benefit, but which increases the price to the con- 
sumer. 

As a general proposition, the retailer sells American goods 
at less profit than imported goods. This he can afford to do, 
since he is not required to carry as much stock, and thereby 
requiring less capital, and his risk of loss through breakage, 
change of styles, shrinkage in value, and so forth, is not so 

reat. 
r I submit a statement of the data which I have collected, 
which is as follows: 





Import | Wholesale 


| Retail 
price. | 


price, 


270.0 
45.00 
40.00 
97.0 
41,0 
40.00 
25.00 
20.00 
20 m 


SP POMP RSs: 


esgsneses 


elo 
15 
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DSRS CUPS GRE GRUNT c ccccccccswccuccucoseuseas 


I have collected data covering various articles of merchen- 
dise, which have actually been imported in the United States, 
showing the foreign market value, the rate of duty which would 
be assessed under the Senate bill, the landed cost in New York, 
the retail price in New York, and the per cent of the cost and 
of the selling price represented by the duty fixed in this bill. 

I will submit these figures to the Senate, giving in each in- 
stance the paragraph of the bill under which the merchandise 
referred to was imported. 

I ask that the matter be incorporated in my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request wil! 
be granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Equivalent ad 
valoremis 


Rate of duty, Senate bill. 





10% 


189 


313 
319 


322 


827 


328 


BS i 


344 
344 


345 





Article, Quantity. 
a a eran 
Decorated china—Continued. io | 
Cup and saucer, Germany........----- Each cup and saucer. ..-| 
Dinner plates, France. ............----- | Dozen. ......--------+:- 
Dinner set, Austria...................- POP O06. 2... ccc ceccesece 
Dinner set, earthenware, England...... a ae ae 
Dinner set, earthenware, France... .... S SOD on odkcosceands | 
Dinner set, earthenware, France.......)..... Sis dsartacscencess 
Dinner set, earthenware, England...... PE eSedcccencécds 
te ge ee ener SNS sc cs uccdetts oc 
Dlg 0 ia dbie deloe cocccedaacevcs i nicictnes aheunecsn | 
Dish, pickle, France. .................. T osad Pientansasccutatho’ 
Ramikins, France.............. weevils POEs acc ccuseneces ! 
Soup plates, France...................-|..... Pah wtbe cnccke ccd 
ro Ph ansedbedeccevontssccee Raine 0 bb baaneneden 
White china, France: } 
ee Ne ee td sido vccansdovad: | 
Coupe soup plates... .. Mdvedaidhsieiee~au RS pas Gincenissdiscianiden 
A aise dnc deen ccccccteene Th nie ee 
Teacups and saucers ................... ia dad | SRA RRS 
eS eee eee Pe sakvatectenctucstuwes | 
Open vegetable dish.................... ey dn Seseek ivgten 
CO a doenciccisdecdcenchiccad Gpiadiesatestevre | 
Se techn ne ccackecsoseclscéus iiciscontntweaurits 
WERE I hd ines ccdce cscs ceveuedss. ee: hasseccadciscianwes 
QUOT Na dacs dicccdbe dics icciccceces Ree at BB Si vcedsiiccs i caccss | 
COR cide deeptencaacericcvcsccss lisees Dcnntiieceietdnt } 
CO SE Go nn. ce capitate cccccsccesces leased Ginoceaseccacoavenas 
PON Wii a Fs cd thiwtnccoadeicesesecsx Rie aa Sct incdeutecddp 
Glass lamp shade, Germany................ } gear aS | 
10-inch ring top, opal glass lamp dome, Ger- SMa csticpqnaentididebs } 
many. | 
10-inch bell top, green rib lamp shade, Ger- |... .. eAsachocscnegcactt 
many. } 
Blown glass tumblers, Austria............. Nn 5006 ccnccnenewnn 
Small mirror, celluloid back, suitable for 10- | Each...................-| 
cent counter, Germany. | 
Farriers’ knives, Germany................. ri a seks ckscacedes | 
Hunting knives, stag handles, England..... - Andale das ntiacaucsvadie 
lable knives, celluloid handles, England...|..... TU ae ee a a | 
\larm clock, Germany......... eeetEe bknt ELS i basacisbedceecis } 
400-day clock, Germany.................... DLS Midisceaniensatel | 
Watch, 7 jewels, nickel case............... ep sdk cesersicssescds 
Sougines watch, 15 jewels, Switzerland ..... ae tnt tniebohhiataces 
Crevemiiii BEIIIIEG bac dvs cocah cece ccccacos iyi; Juddctohasaat or 
Winterbottom’s book cloths, England...... | 37 SL ip rdeedssacaeuns 
Cotton window hollands, England... ....... MY iui:sanehoestcadewe | 
Cotton window hollands, England.........)..... ee ee. oes | 
Cotton window hollands, England......... ee We seis hisicascdscs 
Dowse tracing cloth, England.............. Cn eee 
Sagars tracing cloth, England.............. Pin MNEs i caddbeuacncees 
racing cloth, England.................... § Senate | 
Cotton gloves, Germany................... ere 
Cotton gloves, Germany.................../..... Ges debiscsccuaaces. 
Cotton gloves, Germany ...................]..... ee ae | 
Cotton shirts, Germany Dalichinacheghae cess Dn wdddéscccthceseane | 
Cotton velvet, dyed, England.............. » errs 
Cotton upholstery velours, France.........)..... ik eadesckecceue 
Cotton hosiery, Germany.................. | Dozen pairs............- 
Cotton hosiery, Germany.................. By S* SOS, | 
Cotton hosiery, Germany... ................ Re Sisdiatadeesctcs.ne } 
Cotton hosiery, Germany. ................. wer SL RUNS, anbiadndanias 
Cotton hosiery, Germany.................. Fssee Mbhabiebnesbececess | 
Cotton hosiery, Germany............ hinted eect Stsaceectaccunaacns | 
Cotton knit underwear, France, sete TR GS 8 gee 
Suspenders, Framee.....................-.. Dozen pairs. ............ 
llarness and shoe threads, No. 10, England. -| SS 
Harness and shoe threads, No. 12, England../..__. Sen taht a nan en adaaes 
Straw matting, Chima...................... | Square yard............ 
Linoleum, Emgiand ;. 0.2.6. .0..ccccccccese het: PEGA bu dddccoceadas 
Inlaid linoleum, England.................. a i iciennins tiie | 
Cork ¢ ie  ieak adhe ccecanteeess ee ten te aaatietes 
Linen collars, England..................... PE Nixaie bans Gankeedee 
Cotton collars, England. ...................}..... eee 
Linen collars, Germany.................... Bs te ee 
Cotton embroidered allovers, Switzerland...) Yard............-....-- 
Cotton hosiery, embroidered, Germany... . | Dozen pairs............. | 
Cotton hosiery, embroidered, Germany.....|.....do.................- 
Cotton hosiery, embroidered, Germany... . iid ist eeediin nnn 
Cotton hosiery, embroidered, Germany.....)..... SEL casaseeuesegncks 
Embroidered linen robe, France........... S BMMNING ais ebb sevesnanse 
Hand embroidered pillow, France.......... as PR erin tees tien etd cain 
Cotton lace collar, Germany................ is MS cdaudcisenn enced 
Cluny lace articles, France................. Bhs SE Se ticcksuauteea 
Cluny lace articles, France. ................ Siete EE ee eee 
Cluny lace articles, France. ................ ere eae ea 
Cluny lace articles, Austria................ Soy at bts ee as 
Duchess lace cotton, Belgium.............. re coheed deccu ae 
Imitation Irish lace collars, Austria... ..... [SR 
a a a. ree OSE SPER 
ena lace articles, Japan ............ AOS Rs eee 
Renaissance lace articles, Tepen SiVisescaude tee Pe eeitniceeluckssts | 
Cotton torchon lace, England .............. Dozen yards. ........... 
Cotton valenciennes lace, France ........... etre a6 a } 
Hand-drawn articles, Japan ................ Bake $544se00sda0he | 
Hand-drawn articles, Japan ................)..... ee eee 
Cotton cretonne netting, England ......... DP MDs Su Wededencascecics 
Cotton Russian veiling, France ............ ae Sites sutncanneeiteck « 
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Rate of duty, Senate bill. 


Li 


1 cent and 15 per cent 


do. 


10 cents and 15 per cent. . 
4 cents and 15 per cent...... 
Be ee Ges cctv ccccecdencace 


do. 


$1.85... 


Tb 03.6antaahted aanenee } 


12 cents and 25 per cent..... 
fg eee 
70 cents and 15 per cent..... 


| 85 cents and 15 per cent..... 


90 cents and 15 per cent..... 
$1.20 and 15 per cent........ 
$2 and 15 per cent........... 
Ie an kdccdidugaccce 
60 cents and 15 per cent..... 
$1.10 and 15 per cent....... 

$1.50 and 25 per cent. ..... ‘ 
$1.75 and 35 per cent....... 


| $2.25 and 35 percent........ | 


a ao cd nncnsehnane j 
Se | 
Piha ciddbiccesedesenas 


Sn © asncandeesscenpoese 


8 cents and 15 per cent...... | 


26 cents and 20 per cent..... | 


40 cents and 20 per cent... ... 
45 cents and 15 per cent..... 
40 cents and 20 per cent..... 
GO per cent. .........cceeene 
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| Landed Equivalent ad 
| costin | Retail valorems— 
‘ United orice, 
Duty. | States ow 
} at New | York. | , Of sellin 
York. | Of cost. price. . 
} Per cent. | Per cent. 
$0.02 | $0. 063 | $0. 10 | 60. 00 20.00 
3.13 8.64 | 23.35 | 60.00 | 13. 40 
3.07 | 9.48 14.00 | 60.00 | 21.93 
5.84!) 16.50 26.75 | 60. 00 | 21.83 
10.96 | 31.65 | 88. 00 | 60. 00 | 12. 45 
3.84} 11.63 23.00} 60.00) 16.74 
233) 6.55 10.00} 60.00 | 23. 30 
13.52} 4288 | 129.00} 60.00 | 12. 03 
. 52 1.50 | 3.90 | 60. 00 | 13. 33 
.12 35 | 1.10} 60.00} 10. 9 
1. 40 400 | 13. 00 60. 00 | 10. 77 
1.27{ 365 | & 65 60. 00 | 14. 68 
240} 10.00 18. 00 €0. 00 | 13. 33 
58) 176 | 400} 55.00 14.50 
- 40 | 1. 21 3.00 | 55. 00 12 33 
. 25 oo { 2. 00 | 55. 00 12. £0 
.42 | 1.28 | 4. 00 | 55. 00 10. £0 
21 | 76 | 200} 55.00] 10. 20 
.10 | 30 | 1. 00 | 55. 00 10. 00 
-li| 4 | 1. 25 | 55. 00 & £0 
. 09 |} 27 | 75 55. 00 12. 00 
ll} 44 | 1.00 55. 00 11. 00 
.09 |} -29 | 1.00 55. 00 9. 00 
- 05 | .16 . 60 55. 00 | & 33 
. 43 | 1. 43 4.50 55. 00 | 9. 56 
13} 137 90} 55.00 | 14 44 
12] 39 1.20 €0. 00 | 10. 00 
.03 ll | . 25 | 60. 00 | 2. 00 
| i ' 
-10 | 2 | 39} 60.00! 11. 24 
.18 54 | 1.25} 60.00} 14. 40 
.@ | . 065 -10 45. 00 | 20. 00 
i 
. 42 3.07 | 3.98 20. 79 | 10. 55 
2. 65 14.60 | 20.00 27. 40 13.25 
72 | 2. 44 3.10 44. 44 23. 23 
ll 46 | 1. 00 | 40. 00 | 11. 00 
1. 43 | 6. 00 12. 00 | 40. 00 | 11. 92 
.70 2. 50 5. 00 48.21 | 14.00 
1.85} 5.90 | 11.00 47.93} 16.82 
. 04 | .14 . 40 40. 00 | 10. 00 
2.23) 812 10. 50 39. 68 | 21.24 
05 | 19 | 33 | 41. 66 15.15 
- 06 | 21 | 41 | 46.16 | 14. 63 
- 08 | 43 | 85} 30.77] 9. 41 
1.38 | 4.80 | 9. 60 41. 44 | 14. 37 
1. 49 5. 52 10. 80 38. 60 13. 80 
06 | .23 | . 45 | 37. 04 | 13. 33 
. 53 | 1.73 3. 00 50. 00 | 17. 67 
1.00 3.15 | 6. 00 50. 00 | 16. 67 
1.47 4.90 | 9. 00 | 50. 00 16. 33 
5.95 20.00 | 30. 00 | 50. 00 19. 83 
2 .66 | 1.00} 54.76 23. 00 
.45 | 1.35 3. 00 33. 33 15. 00 
85 | 1.73 | 3.00 85. 00 | 28. 33 
1.08 | 2.42 | 4. 00 72. 00 | 27. 00 
1.20 3.13 6. 00 60. 00 | 38. 33 
1. 65 | 4. 80 9. 00 55. 00 | 18. 33 
2.60} 680 | 2. 00 65. 50 21. 67 
2.75 8.05 | 18. 00 55. 00 15. 28 
. 83 | 245 | 4.00 55. 33 20.75 
1. 55 | 4.80 | 6. 00 51. 66 | 25. &3 
275} &15 | 1200 55. 00 22. 92 
420; 1175 | 18 00 60. 00 | 23. 33 
7. 50 23. 60 36. 00 £0. 00 20. 83 
1. 08 386 | 6. 00 45. 00 7.50 
-16 | 614 | 1.05 37. 21 13. 33 
e177 | 73% | 1. 40 | 34. 69 10. 89 
04 | . 154 | 25 | 40.00 | 16.00 
12 .38 55 | 50.00 21.82 
34) 1.05 1.50} 50.00 22. 67 
~32 |} .96 1.40 | 53.35 22. 86 
76 | 2. 67 5.00 | 41.76 | 15. 20 
58 | 1.50 3.00} 66.00 | 19.33 
- 64 | 2.00 4.00 | 52.94 15.75 
-08 | . 22} 50 | 60.00 16.00 
90} 2.52 4.00} 60.00 2.50 
1.20 3.36 6.00 | 60.00 | 20.00 
1.80 | 5.05 9.00 | 60.00 | 26. 00 
3. 00 | 8. 40 18. 00 | 60. 00 | 16. 67 
2.90 8. 00 12.00} 60.00} 24.17 
1. 16 3. 30 5. 00 | 60. 00 | 23. 20 
.05 124 25 | 60. 00 | 20. 00 
1. 04 2. 80 4.75 60. 00 | 21. 89 
2. 20 6.27 12. 50 60. 00 | 17. 60 
98 2. 80 5. 00 60. 00 | 19. 60 
39 1.09 1. 75 60. 00 | 22. 28 
1.16 3. 60 8. 00 60. 00 14. 50 
61 1.65 4.50 60. 00 13. 56 
1.16 3.50 5. 00 60. 00 23. 20 
4.48 13. 50 30. 00 60. 00 14. 93 
2. 99 9. 00 18. 00 60. 00 16. 62 
06 . 13} 24 60. 00 20. &3 
. Oo .& 06 60. 00 16. 67 
2. 51 7. 6 12. 00 60. 00 20. 92 
3. 54 10. 67 24. 00 60. 00 14.75 
04 .10 2 6p. 00 | 2 mH 
a2 06 12 60. 00 16. 67 
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Landed Equivalent ad 
Foreign cost in Retail valorems 
Article. Quantity. market | Rate of duty, Senate bill. | Duty. lee ce Co ' 
value. at New | York. | orooc | Ofselling 
York. wen. | rice. © 


Per cent 
18.33 
13.33 
22.00 
21.60 
18.83 
20. 83 


15 
ll 
97 
18 ) 
13. 6 
14 
16. 


20. 65 
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Hemstitehed flax handkerchiefs, England. . 
Crash, 17-inch, England 
Damask, 7i- -inch, kngland 
Damask, 72-inch, Encland 
Damask tops, Germany 
Damask towels, Germany 
Damask towels, Germany 
Dress linen, 48- 
| Dress linen, 48-inch, Frane 
Huck towels, Germany 
Sheetings, England 
Sheets, Belgium 
Sheets, Belgium 
| Sheets, Belgium 
| Tablecloths (fine grades), Belgium 
| Tablecloths (fine goods), Belgium........../..... idtinanwantian 4 «aden 
Tablecloths (fine goods), Belgium 
Iceland wool yarn (mohair), Germany 38} cents and 40 per cent. ... 
W ool dress goods, cotton warp, England...) Y . 8 cents and 55 per cent 
French wool taffeta, France. ............... Rica issn decnaateceaeelll ‘ 11 cents and 50 per cent 
| German all-wool Henrietta, Germany | 11 cents and 55 per cent 
| Wool dress goods, England 
| Wool dress goods, England................. tle cwebe do 
§ | Wool gloves, Germany | Dozen 
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7 | 50 per cent 
35 per cent 
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Wool gloves, Germany 
India carpets, India: 
8 x 8 stitches square inch, India 


S skees 
& S885 


10cents per square foot and 


40 per cent. 
9 x 10 stitches square inch, India 


10 x 10 stitches square inch, India 
12 x 12 stitches square inch, India 
20 x 20 stitches square inch, India 
Oriental rugs, Turkey: 
Beloochistan rugs, Turkey 
Kirmanshah rugs, Turkey 
Kirmanshah carpets, Turkey..........|....- do 
Shirvan rugs, Turkey 
Gorovan carpets, Turkey 
Mushkabad carpets, Turkey ...........|.. ..-do 
Khorassan earpets, Turkey do 
Jacquard silk upholstery cloth, width 130 | Meter 
| om., France. 
| Silk handkerchiefs, Japan 
Standard quality, i2-line silk hatband, 
Germany. 
| Silk collarette, Germany 
| Silk knitted shawls, Germany 
| Silk knitted neckties, England 
Silk shawls, embroidered pongee, China. 
Silk shoes, Chinese embroidered, China. 
Silk veiling, France 
Silk waist, 
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60 per cent 

eee and 15 per 
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| Wall paper: 
Silk fiber. 


| Yard 
Carbon photographs, imperial 14” x 19’, Each 
Germany. 

Etching (plain rint) ‘Way of the Sun,” 

18)” x 14}’’, England. 

Groupil facsimile, portrait of the wife of | 

Allan Ramsay, 83” x 7”, Fran e. 
Post cards printe: by photogelatine pro- 
eess, Germany. 

Sprayed wall pockets, Germany Thousand | 

Beads, Be ers. quality 14, France. ..| Gross strings............| 

Beads, No. 8 steel, France.................- -| 100 dozen bunches....... 

Angora fur yarn (rabbit fur), Franee.. ... 

Human hair nets, size 38 by 40, Austria 

| . soft felt hats, trimmed, Belgium and | - 68 | | 8 S r doata and 20 per cent. 

taly. 

Men’s stiff felt hats. trimmed, England 9. 97 | | $5 per dozen and 20 per cent. 
| Men’sstiff felt hats, trimmed, Encland | 18.00 | $5 per dozen and 20 per cent. 
— — felt hats, trimmed, England | 24. 00 $7 per dozen and 20 per cent. 
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100.00 | 10 per cent 
Leather bags, 18-inch pig,canvas lined, Eng-| E 4.39 | 40 per cent 
land. 


Women’s Schmaschen gloves, not over 14 3.57 | $1.25 per dozen 
inches in length, Germany. 
Women’s and children’s lamb gloves, glace, 4.83 | $2.50 per dozen 
not over 14 inches in length, France and | | 
Germany. 
452 | Women’s and children’s glace gloves, of goat | 
or kid origin, not over 14 inches in length, | 
| France. 
464 | Lead pencils: 
“‘Kohinoor” 
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6.00 | 45 cents per gross and 25 per 
t. 
“Round Gilt No. 2” 
467 | Briar pipe, England 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, it is, of course, entirely too 
late in these proceedings for anyone to undertake a discussion 
of the pending conference report, and I would not feel inclined 
under the circumstances to say even a word if I were able, in 
the discharge of my public duty here, to acquiesce in the report 
which is pending before the Senate. If it were a mere contro- 
yersy as to rates which had been compromised in some ordinary 
way, it would be perfectly possible for me to join in the compro- 
mise. However, I entertain a very strong conviction that the 
measure whieh is about to become a law is not a just and fair 
expression of the principle of protection, but is likely to entail 
burdens which the people whom I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent here ought not to be asked to bear. 

There have been in the United States for many years con- 
troversies about our tariff laws. An examination of the Stat- 
utes at Large will show that from the close of the civil war 
up to this time more than a score of revisions, either complete 
or partial, of the tariff schedules have been made. I have made 
it a part of my business to read the record of those discussions. 
In them all there was a generosity of tone and mutual con- 
ciliation of conflicting opinion which, I regret to say, have 
been wanting in the hasty revision of the tariff in which we 
have been engaged at this extraordinary session. 

It ought to be possible for a Member of this body to offer an 
amendment or to dispute the wisdom of a Senate committee 
amendment without incurring any of the penalties of sneer or 
ridicule or accusation or disparagement. It has not been my 
fortune in this controversy to have enjoyed that generosity 
which ought to characterize the mutual efforts of the Members 
of the Senate to revise the existing tariff law. 

I have been charged here and elsewhere with a betrayal of 
the protective-tariff system, and the humble suggestions which 
I have felt it incumbent upon me to make have been met with a 
tone of malice and derision which ought not to intrude upon 
proceedings such as ours. Yet the fact stands that throughout 
this controversy from its beginning I have never deviated from 
a lifelong devotion to the protective-tariff dectrine. I have not 
even been controlled by the views of the community in which I 
live in casting my votes in this session in exact accord, as 
I have understood it, with the protective principle. The efforts I 
have made on this floor to modify some of these schedules, in- 
stead of being the efforts of a free-trade enthusiast or an enemy 
of the tariff system, have been those of a consistent protec- 
tionist, standing not only by the platform of his party, but by 
the historie standard which the party has interpreted in the 
legislation of the last thirty years. 

What has been the sum of my offense? I asked the Senate 
to retain the Dingley law upon the cotton schedule and to reject 
an underhand attempt to raise it without anybody knowing it. 
I asked the Senate to open Schedule K, which has for forty-two 
years stood substantially without change upon our statute 
books; not to destroy its protective efficieney, but to equalize its 
burdens and to distribute its benefits fairly among the manufac- 
turing industries interested in it. 

Yet hardly had these propositions been out of my mouth be- 
fore great leaders of the Senate, arrogating to themselves the 
right to determine the status of those within the ranks of the 
Republican party, stood om this floor charging me with “ reading 
importers’ briefs” for the destruction of the protective-tariff 
system. If that had been the language alone of those with 
whom I was contending here in debate, I would not be disposed 
to complain of it; but it finds a fuller statement in the June 
Bulletin of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, 
the personal organ of the little group of worsted spinners and 
weavers who have for so many years blocked every effort of 
Congress to modernize the schedule of wool and woolens. This 
so-called “ Bulletin ” says 


D Senator ALDRICH sharply characterized the long harangue of Senator 
OLLIVER as an importer’s brief. That is exactly what it was. 

The attitude of those who seek to prevent the increase of the 
cotton-cloth rates and to moderate the excesses of the woolen- 
cloth paragraphs is resented by this editor as “symptomatic 
of a new spirit of sectionalism.” It is described as “a narrow 
Spirit, a selfish spirit, blind, sordid, and intolerable.” 

According te this wool weavers’ authority, it is even worse 
than the spirit which once led the South to take themselves 
out of the Union. Let their hearts be reassured, Mr. President. 
It will be a long time before a Republican Senator from Iowa 
Will be read out of the Union or out of the Republican party 
by reason of an open and straightforward effort to reduce the 
rates on the clothing of the American people, which have for more 
than a generation fattened the men who made them, and which 


at last have been capitalized by the handful of promoters who 
enjoy their dividends. 

If these smeers had been confined to me, I would not have 
been disposed to mention them at all. But they have not spared 
the people for whom I have tried to speak, for here in the 
official organ of the individual who for twenty years has written 
the wool schedule into the tariff laws of the United States are 
imputations upon their political integrity. They are benev- 
olently referred to as the “farm folk” of the West, and the great 
State which has honored me is described as unreliable Re- 
publican territory, given to populism, greenbackism, free sil- 
verism—a community from which nothing better could be 
expected. 

Mr. President, I speak for a State that has never failed in its 
allegiance to the Republican party. When Massachusetts was 
electing Benjamin F. Butler governor upon the Greenback 
ticket, the State of Iowa was firm in the Republican faith. 
When the State of New York cast its electoral vote for Horatio 
Seymour against Ulysses 8S. Grant on a platform repudiating the 
public debt, the State of Iowa was firm in the Republican faith. 

When the State of Pennsylvania put into her platform a de- 
mand for $50 per capita of paper money manufactured by ma- 
chinery, the State of Iowa was firm in the Republican faith. 
And I do not propose to have the official organs of those who, 
out of the Senate Chamber, are writing these schedules and per- 
petuating them from one generation to another, weaken the 
force of what I have tried to speak in behalf of the American 
people by false witness against the great community which 
has given me its confidence and its commission. 

I ean not support this measure, because I am opposed to the 
methods by which it has been prepared. A distinguished leader 
of the Senate in the course of the debate took occasion to say 
that nobody ought to speak disrespectfully of the wool tariff, 
of Schedule K, because it was the “citadel of protection.” I 
deny it. The citadel of protection is in the judgment and good 
sense of the American people from one ocean to the other. The 
citadel of protection is the right, which every American producer 
who invests his labor or his money in an industrial enterprise 
has, of living without being disturbed either in his employment 
or in his reasonable profit by the competition flowing into our 
market place from other lands. That is the citadel of protec- 
tion, which I shall defend in the future, as I have in all the 
years of my life, against all its enemies. 

The “citadel of protection” of which the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. AtpricH] has so often spoken, is a fortress 
ef eards. It will not be possible to perpetuate the protective- 
tariff system in the United States if local interests, favored by 
experienced leaders, are permitted to say, “ This is the citadel,” 
and from it call out to everybody in the Senate and in the House 
of Representatives, “If you desire your constituents taken care 
of, make your terms with us.” 

We have seen in this Congress a spectacle that has discour- 
aged my heart, the spectacle of men being compelled to bargain 
with the authorities which control the Senate for the protection 
of the interests of their own people. 

We have seen a majority obtained here not by an appeal 
publicly and squarely made to the judgment and conscience of 
the Senate, but by a sort of reciprocity of benefits, all centering 
in the so-called “ citadel of protection.” I have made up my 
mind that the first business of the American people now is to 
examine that citadel and see by what right it is entitled not only 
to protect itself, but to barter away the privileges and the advan- 
tages of the protective-tariff system on the basis, “‘ We will give 
you whatever you ask, if you keep your mouth shut and leave 
us undisturbed in what we have and what we think we ought 
to take.” A majority so collected together has no moral au- 
thority to bind me as a Member of this body or as a member 
of a political party. 

For that reason I undertook an examination of the cotton 
schedule and of the woolen schedule. I made no attack upon 
the protective-tariff system. I read no brief of any importer. 
I held in my hand the printed report of the testimony before 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House, in which Mr. 
Lippitt, of Providence, R. I., speaking officially for the cotton 
industries of the country, said that they were satisfied with this 
law; that they wanted no changes made in it; that it had 
worked well; that its meaning was settled by the courts; that 
all they wanted was to be left alone. Here are the exact words 
recorded in the House hearing: 

We ask that the present cotton-cloth schedule shall not be reduced, 
because when it was enacted it was the result of a careful inquiry into 


the conditions of the cotton-manufacturing industry. We ask, therefore, 
that the present schedule shall not be materially changed. (P. 4532.) 
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I am not here to ask for an increase in the duties on the cloth clauses 
of the cotton schedule. I think that while there are importations going 
on under them it is reasonably regulative of the cotton trade. The im- 


portations are not so large that we feel justified in asking that the 
duties be increased. (P. 4538.) 


With that brief in my hand I made up my mind that when the 
tariff on the cotton cloths used by the American people were 
advanced it was somebody’s duty to inquire into it. 

The fight I have made was not for free trade; was not for a low 
tariff. The fight that I made was to preserve the statute as Goy- 
ernor Dingley made it and as this man, speaking for the cotton 
manufacturers, said they approved it and desired it to be retained. 

I would not complain now if those who have engineered this 
business would stand up in the light of day and say that on 
careful examination they made up their minds that the cotton 
rates ought to be increased from 25 to 100 per cent. If they 
had laid their statistics before us, if they had tried to convince 
us that the representatives of this industry were mistaken, that 
what they needed was an increase averaging nearly 30 per cent 
in the Dingley rates on all cotton cloths—if they had said that 
and beaten me in the vote, I would have had nothing to do or 
nothing to say except to submit to the judgment of others. 

The thing I complain about is that these people came here 
saying that they wanted nothing; that they stood around here 
until they got increases averaging, throughout the schedule for 
cotton cloths, from 20 to more than 100 per cent over the Ding- 
ley law; and that they are mocking their adversaries, deceiving 
Congress, and misrepresenting their case to the people of the 
United States by sending out a bogus statement that no changes 
of importance of any sort have been made in this schedule, but 
that the rates stand substantially as they were left in the Ding- 
ley law. I am perfectly willing to debate with people who try 
to prove a rate ought to be increased, but I do not propose to 
submit with patience to the so-called “ official statement” that 
these rates have not been substantially changed. 

We talk a good deal about a tariff commission, and my hon- 
ored friend from Indiana [Mr. BErEvVERIDGE], the leader of the 
movement in the United States for the appointment of a tariff 
commission, has introduced his bill upon that subject. I have 
favored such a commission, because it has come to be a convic- 
tion with me that before these tariff schedules can be placed 
upon a basis entitled to public respect they must be framed with 
definite knowledge, nonpartisan and disinterested information, so 
far as the facts are concerned which relate to these industries. 

We have in this bill a tariff commission; at least some people 
think we have; the matter is in a little dispute. The Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] says that the whole committee were 
opposed to it. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH] 
says that the Senate conferees worked as hard as they could 
for it. I do not know which of them is correct. I am inclined 
to the opinion that the Senate conferees were pushing so hard 
for it that the Senator from Maine was unable to discern in 
which direction the machinery was moving. 

I say to you, Mr. President, that we have a tariff commission 
now; that we have had a tariff commission in the United 
States for the last twenty years. They are experts, though 
they have never been appointed by any public authority. They 
are volunteers, aiding Congress in its difficult and strenuous work. 
They wrote, according to the testimony of Governor Dingley, the 
iron and steel schedule. They have written, according to the 
testimony of Governor Dingley in a letter which I had the op- 
portunity to read in the Senate Chamber a few weeks ago, the 
cotton schedule. For forty-two years they have met regularly 
before every Congress charged with the duty of revising the 
tariff convened, and have taken their position on Schedule K. 

So if we imagine that we do not have a tariff commission, we 
are mistaken. The trouble is, our tariff commission represents 
no public responsibility, and in these latter years, in my judg- 
ment, it has become the mere interpreter of the greed and 
avarice of a few men, who, without regard to the needs of these 
industries, are pushing the duties upward for purposes of their 
own. Yet the statement of the conferees in both Houses is that 
no changes of importance have been made in the cotton sched- 
ule. I know better. I refuse to be deceived about it myself, 
and I refuse to become a party to deceiving the American people 
in respect to it. 

What are some of the increases in the cotton schedule hidden 
away in this conference report? I am going to mention one or 
two. In the Dingley law threads other than ordinary, superim- 
posed upon cotton cloth to form a figure, whether in the form of 
lappets or otherwise, were given a specific assessment of 1 cent 
a yard on cloth less than 7 cents in value, and 2 cents a yard 
when the cloth exceeded that. 
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This bill not only preserves that specific assessment, but jt 
goes out of its way to require the appraisers to count these 
extraordinary threads with the warp and the woof of the cloth 
So, without anybody perceiving it, the density of the cloth is 
raised, and cloth once dutiable at 100 threads to the square inch 
- lifted to the higher paragraph and enjoys the higher rate of 

uty. 

But that is not all. Within the last few years a new process 
has come into use in the manufacture of cotton cloth—the proc. 
ess of mercerization. I know that the Committee on Finance 
spent a great many dollars telegraphing people to find out what 
the cost of mercerization was. I think I am correct in saying 
that they have not laid before the Senate a single reply to the 
telegrams which they sent out. If they have, I have not had 
the matter called to my attention. 

I showed on this floor that the cost of mercerizing cotton cloth 
is from one-eighth of a cent to seven-eighths of a cent, and [ 
proved it by the bills of actual transactions made in the United 
States. I showed on this floor that the cost of this process, 
already fully covered by the Dingley ad valorem of the present 
law and by the lines of value in the Senate bill, is less here 
than it is in other countries, and I proved it by the bills ren- 
dered for the service in bleacheries and dyeing houses in the 
Old World. Yet upon that little, simple process of merceriza- 
tion, at the request of Lippitt and MacColl, and without any 
public statement of any kind from any quarter as to what the 
process costs, a levy of 1 cent to the square yard is made in 
this bill—more than 100 per cent on that simple process of wer- 
cerization. And this is done notwithstanding every penny’s ad- 
ditional value arising from mercerization is already amply pro- 
vided for in the specific assessments, which increase progress- 
ively as the value of the cloth rises. 

But I do not complain about that. What I complain about is 
that by subterfuge and indirection, against the judgment of the 
House of Representatives and against the judgment of the Sen- 
ate, the conference committee has extended the privileges of that 
1 cent, not alone to mercerized cloth, but to all cotton cloths 
containing even so much as a single mercerized thread. I 
showed on this floor by sample, taken from the stock of an 
American merchant who three days before had bought these 
goods in great quantities from the finishing establishments, that 
the additional cost on account of that mercerized thread was less 
than one-eighth of a cent a yard, because the men who had 
made the cloth had sold it, and there was the bill and the in- 
voice showing that the goods were sold at a given price per yard 
with an additional one-eighth of a cent on account of this mer- 
cerized thread. Yet upon that process, costing less than one- 
eighth of a cent altogether, including the manufacturer's protit, 
this bill levies 1 cent a yard if the cloth contains so much as a 
single such thread. 

I would not complain of that if it had been done in the light 
of day, upon a full explanation to the Senate of the United 
States; but it was not so done. I shall show at this point in 
my discourse what Mr. Lippitt and Mr. MacColl asked the House 
of Representatives to do; and the House of Representatives, being 
misled by these amiable gentlemen, did exactly what they asked— 
applied the mercerized-cloth duty not only to the mercerized 
éloth, but to all cotton cloth containing a mercerized thread. 

Here is the old Dingley definition of cotton cloth— 

810. The term cotton cloth, or cloth, wherever used in the paragraphs 
of this schedule, unless otherwise specially provided for, shall be he!d to 
include all woven fabrics of cotton in the piece, or otherwise, whether 
figured, fancy, or plain, the warp and filling threads of which can be 
counted by unraveling or other practicable means. 

Now, here is the quiet suggestion of its amendment, ss 
gested from the business office: 

Suggested ty Henry F. Lippitt and James R. MacColl, for the Ai 
wright Club (Ways and Means Committee Hearings, Appendix, p. 815°) : 

810. The term cotton cloth, or cloth, wherever used in the paragrap!s 
of this schedule, unless otherwise ee ere shall be held to 
include all woven fabrics of cotton in t piece, or cut in lengths, 
whether Spured, fancy, or plain, the threads of which can be « unted 
by unraveling or other practical means, and shall not include any &t- 
ticle, finished or unfinished, made from cotton cloth. 

The terms bleached, dyed, colored, stained inted, printed, or mer- 
cerized, wherever used in the paragraphs of this schedule, shall be held 
to include all cotton cloth having bleached, dyed, colored, stained, pain(e¢, 
printed, or mercerized thread, threads, yarn, or yarns in any par! of 
the fabric, and all fabrics which have, wholly or in part, prior, during, 
or subsequent to fabrication, been bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, printed, or mercerized. 

The House committee inserted this, as requested by these ¢el!- 
tlemen; but as soon as they found what it actually meant (hey 
asked the House to strike it out and restore the Dingley |:w. 
The House did so without a dissenting voice. 








1909. 


—_—_ 


No sooner did the Senate committee get hold of the bill than 
they put it baek, in these words: 


rill as reported by Senate committee (order of provisions at 
“1s The term cotton cloth, or cloth, wherever used in the paragraphs 


of this schedule, unless otherwise specially provided for, shall be held to 
include all woven fabrics of cotton in the piece, or cut in lengths, whether 
ficured, fancy, or plain, the warp and filling threads of which can be 
eounted by unraveling or other practicable means, and shell not include 


any article, finished or unfinished, made from cotton cloth. 

iprhe terms bleached, dyed, colored, stained, mercerized, painted, or 
printed, wherever used in the ——— of this schedule, shall be’ 
taken to mean all cotton cloth w ich has been subjected to any of these 
processes, or which has any bleached, dyed, colored, stained, mercerized, 
painted, or printed thread or threads in any part of the fabric. 


After protracted debate, in which the real character of this 
provision was pointed out, the Senate, on motion of the com- 
mittee, substituted the following for the paragraph above 
quoted : 


320. The term cotton cloth, or cloth, wherever used in the para- 
raphs of this schedule, unless otherwise specially provided for, shall be 
ield to include all woven fabrics of cotton in the piece or cut in lengths, 
whether figured, fancy, or grate, the warp and filling threads of which 
can be counted by unraveling or other practicable means, and shall 
not include any article, finished or unfinished, made from cotton cloth. 
In determining the couat of threads to the square inch in cotton cloth, 
all the warp and filling threads, whether ordinary or other than ordi- 
nary, and whether D' or unclipped, shall be counted. In the 


ascertainment of any and all the particulars or descriptions upon which 
the duties, cumulative or other, imposed upon cotton cloth are made to 
depend, the entire fabric, and all parts thereof, and all the threads of 
which it is composed, shall be included. 


Mr. President, the House committee put it in, but they did 
not leave it in. The very moment the nature of the transaction 
was brought to their attention the chairman of the committee 
rose in the House of Representatives and moved to strike it 
out, which was done. I have shown exactly what the House 
committee put in and exactly what the House of Representa- 
tives struck out. 

So that the bill came here with this enormity eliminated by 
the representatives of the American people. It had not, how- 
ever, been long in the Committee on Finance before these ex- 
cesses, which the House of Representatives had rejected, began 
to find their way back into the bill, and when the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate from that committee it contained words 
which applied the mercerized-cloth duty to cloth containing so 
little as a single mercerized thread. On this floor I tried in a 
very humble way—and everybody here is at more or less of a 
disadvantage in trying to discuss technical matters—to point 
out how great an excess was involved in giving a protection of 
a cent a yard to a process of weaving and finishing the total 
cost of which, with the manufacturer’s profit, was less than 
one-eighth of a cent per yard. I feel that we ought not to com- 
mit the Republican party to the proposition that S00 per cent is 


Suggested by Henry F. Lippitt and Payne bill aa reported by commit- 
James R. MacColl, for the Ark- tee (order of provisions changed) : 
wright Club (Ways and Means 
— Hearings, Appendiz, 
p. 8187): 
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3510. The term cotton cloth, or 
cloth, whenever used in the para- 
graphs of this schedule, unless 
otherwise specially provided, shall 
be held to include all woven fab- 
ries of cotton in the piece, or cut 
in lengths, whether figured, fancy, 
or plain, the threads of which can 
be counted by unraveling or other 
practical means, and shall not in- 
elude any article, finished or un- 
finished, made from cotton cloth. 


The terms bleached, ed, col- 
cred, stained, painted, printed, or 
mercerized, wherever used in the 
paragraphs of this schedule, shall 
—— = —— all eee amy 

ring eached, oO 
Stained, painted, printed, or mer- 
cerized thread, threads, yarn, or 
yarns in any part of the fabric, 
and all fabrics which have, wholly 
or in part, prior, during, or subse- 
quent to fabrication, been bleached, 
yed, colored, stained, painted, 
printed, or mercerized. 





318. The term cotton cloth, or 
cloth, whenever used in the para- 
graphs of this schedule, unless 
otherwise specially provided for, 
shall be held to include all woven 
fabrics of cotton in the piece, or 
cut into lengths, whether figured, 
fancy, or plain, the warp and fill- 
ing threads of which can be 
counted by unraveling or other 
practicable means. 


The terms dyed, colored, stained, 
mercerized, lustered, painted, or 
printed, wherever used in the — 
graphs of this schedule, shall be 
taken to mean all cotton cloth 
which has been subjected to any 
of these processes, or which has 
any ayed, colored, stained, mercer- 
ized, lustered, painted, or printed 
thread or threads in any part of 
the fabric, and the term bleached, 
wherever used in the pareqrepee of 
this schedule, shall be taken to 
mean all cotton cloth not included 
in the provisions for cotton cloth 
dyed, colored, stained, mercerized, 
lustered, painted, or printed, which 
has been subjected to a bleachin 
process or has any bleached threa 
or threads in any part of the 
fabric. 
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a just and reasonable protection for an ordinary process in the 
weaving of cotton cloth. 

I do not know whether my labors were so persuasive or not, 
but I was gratified when the Senate committee struck out that 
proposition and inserted such language as would confine the 
assessment for mercerization to the cloth which had been sub- 
mitted to the caustic bath. So I rested with a reasonable 
degree of security until the conference report came in; and I 
regret to say that, against the judgment of the other House, 
against the action of the Senate, and without jurisdiction, as I 
believe, the conference committee has painfully and carefully 
restored the objectionable provision in these words: 

The terms bleached, dyed, colored, stained, mercerized, painted, or 
printec, wherever appli to cotton cloth in this schedule, shall be 
taken to mean re tively all cotton cloth which either wholly or in 
= has been subjected to any of these processes, or which has any 

leached, dyed, colored, stained, mercerized, painted, or printed threads 
in or upon any part of the fabric. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Iowa permit me to ask him a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, is the language to which 
the Senator from Iowa refers as it came out of the House com- 
mittee, which was rejected by the House, and as it came out of 
the Senate Finance Committee and then was rejected by the 
Finance Committee itself by an amendment offered after the 
Senator’s attack, and rejected by the Senate, and the language 
that now is in the conference report substantially the same? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say that I have placed it side by 
side. There may be verbal omissions; I think there are one or 
two words left out; but in substance what I have said will 
appear in the printed statement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, if I understand the matter, it 
amounts to this: This extraordinary raise of duties was re- 
ported out of the Ways and Means Committee of the House of 
Representatives, and immediately the House of Representatives 
rejected it unanimously. It then came to the Senate, and when 
the Finance Committee of the Senate reported the bill it reap- 
peared there. When the attention of the Senate was called to 
it, it was again unanimously rejected by the Senate. It went to 
the conference committee. Now, though having been rejected by 
both Houses, it comes back in the conference report. Is that 
the case? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is my understanding of the situation: 
but to make the matter plain I now ask leave to insert all of 
the documents that relate to it and to other provisions put into 
this measure in the very language furnished from the cotton 
mills, so that everybody can form his own opinion about it. 





Payne bili as passed by the House: Bill as reported by Senate com- 
mittee (order of provisions 
changed) : 


318. The term cotton cloth, or 318. The term cotton cloth, or 
cloth, wherever used in the para- cloth, wherever used in the para- 
graphs of this schedule, unless graphs of this schedule, unless 
otherwise specially provided for, otherwise specially provided for, 
shall be held to include all woven’ shall be held to include all woven 
fabrics of cotton in the piece, or fabrics of cotton in the piece, or 
otherwise, whether figured, fancy, cut in lengths, whether figured, 
or plain, the warp and fillin fancy, or plain, the warp and fill- 
threads of which can be counte ing threads of which can be 
by unraveling or other practicable counted by unraveling or other 
means. practicable means, and shall not 

include any article, finished or un- 
finished. made from cotton cloth. 

The terms bleached, dyed, col- 
ored, stained, mercerized, painted, 
or printed, wherever used in the 
aragraphs of this schedule, shall 

taken to mean all cotten cloth 
which has been subjected to any of 
these processes, or which has any 
bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 
mercerized, painted, or printed 
thread or threads in any part of 
the fabric. 
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Suggested by Henry F. Lippitt and 
James R,. MacColtl—Continued. 
The term thread or threads, as 

used in the paragraphs of this 

schedule with reference to cotton 
cloth, shall be held to include all 
filaments of cotton. whether known 
as threads or yarns vr by any other 
name, whether in the warp or fill- 
ing or otherwise. In determining 
the count of threads to the square 
inch in cotton cloth, all the threads, 
whether ordinary or other than or- 
dinary, and whether clipped or un- 
clipped, shall be counted and each 
ply of two or more ply thread 
shall be counted as a thread. In 
the ascertainment of the particu- 
lars of measurement, weight. and 
value, upon which duties, cumula- 
tive or other, imposed upon cotton 
cloth are hereby made to depend, 
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Payne bill as reported by commit- 
tee—Continued. 

The term thread or threads, as 
used in the paragraphs of this 
schedule with reference to cotton 
cloth, shall be held to include all 
filaments of cotton, whether known 
as threads or yarns or Wy any other 
name. In determining the count of 
threads to the square inch in cot- 
ton cloth, all the threads, whether 
ordinary or other than ordinary, 
and whether clipped or —earee, 
shall be counted, and each ply of 
two or more ply thread shall be 
counted as a thread. In the as- 
certainment of all the particulars, 
including weight and value, upon 
which the duties, cumulative or 
other, imposed upon cotton cloth 
are herein made to depend, the en- 
tire fabric shall be included. 


the entire fabric shall be included. 

If the count of threads varies in 
different parts of the fabric, a full 
repeat of the pattern or design or 
varying weaves shall be counted, 
and the average count thereof shall 
be taken to be the count of threads 
to the square inch. 

813. Cotton cloth in which 
other than the ordinary warp 
and filling threads have been in- 
troduced in the process of weav- 
ing to form a figure, whether 
known as “lappets”’ or otherwise, 
and whether unbleached, bleached, 
dyed, colored, stained, painted, 
orinted, or mercerized, shall pay, 
n addition to the duty herein pro- 
vided for other cotton cloth of the 
same description or condition, 
weight, count of threads to the 
square inch, and value, 1 cent per 
square yard if valued at more 
than 7 cents per square yard, and 2 
cents per square yard if valued at 
more than 7 cents per square yard. 

Cotton cloth, mercerized, or 
Subjected to any other similar 
process, shall pay 1 cent per 
square yard additional cumu- 
lative duty to that herein . im- 
posed upon such cotton cloth were 
the same not so mercerized or 
subjected to other similar process. 


321. In addition to the duty or 
duties imposed upon cotton cloth 
by the various provisions of this 
section, there shall be paid the 
following cumulative duties, the 
intent of this paragraph being 
to add such duty or duties to 
those to which the cotton cloth 
would be liable if the provisions 
of this paragraph did not exist, 
namely: On all cotton cloth in 
which other than the ordinary 
warp and filling threads are used 
to form a figure or fancy effect, 
whether known as “lappets” or 
otherwise, 1 cent per square yard 
if valued at not more than 7 
cents per square yard, and 2 
cents per square yard if valued 
at more than 7 cents per square 
yard; on all cotton cloth mer- 
cerized or subjected to any simi- 
lar process, cent ‘er square 
yard. 


Now, if to the foregoing memorandum the language as 
finally fixed by the Senate, so far as it related to the question 
of mercerized threads, to which I referred a moment ago, and 
the language agreed upon in conference be added, the student 
of this interesting episode in tariff making, by the aid of a 
volunteer commission, has the whole case before him. 

Mr. President, I have alluded to this matter of mercerization. 
A very large percentage of our imported cloths come here 
mercerized in whole or in part. 


cotton dress goods that are put on sale in the United States. 

What else is it I complain of in this cotton schedule? I com- 
plain that the Finance Committee, trying to cover its tracks 
so that nobody could follow it, has taken all the Dingley provisos 
in the act of 1897 and converted them into specific duties, 
which they claim to be equivalent specifics, and thereby has 
practically raised the duty upon every yard of cotton cloth 
above the values that were put upon them under an ad valorem 
rate in the act of 1897. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to call the Senator's attention to the fact 
that the new duties on cotton are no more specific in principle 
than the old duties. 
graphs, but the duties are still based on ad valorem principles, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr, President, I thank the Senator from 
Minnesota. I had some weeks ago occasion to point out that 
these hybrid ad valorems, which require the appraisers to find 
practically the value of every yard before they can tell into 
what bracket of the paragraph the goods fall, were in truth 
the worst possible forms for the assessment of duties. 

It is true that other countries have adopted specifics in place 
of ad valorem rates, but the Republic of France took five years 
to determine what the equivalent specific was of their ad valo- 
rem rates, while we took a few hours, and not a Member of the 
Senate gave it any attention whatever. They turned it over, 
according to the statement of the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, to the experts of the New York custom-house, telling 
them to bring in specific duties equivalent to the ad valorem, 
Of course the appraisers say they did that; and we have the 


It is simply placing them into new para- | 


In fact, the tendency now is | 
to weave mercerized threads into practically all the higher class | 
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Payne bill as passed 


the House— Bill as reported by Senate com. 
Continvel. mitte _— 


ee—Continued. 


In determining the count of 
threads to the square inch in cot. 
ton cloth, all the warp and filling 
threads, whether ordinary or other 
than ordinary, and whether clip. 
ped or unclipped, shall be counted. 


In the ascertainment of al! the 
particulars, including weight ang 
value, upon which the dutics 
cumulative or other, imposed upon 
cotton cloth are herein made to de 
pend, the entire fabric shall be jp. 
cluded. 


821. Same 321. Same as House bill. 


House. 


as reported to 


strange spectacle here of the appraisers’ statement being read 
to confute the official statistics, which show that they have done 
no such thing. I do not share with everybody the confidence 
which we are asked to repose in some of these officials connected 
with the customs department at New York. I know their his 


_ tory; I know their connection with tariff laws before; I know 
| the scandals with which their names have been associated ; and 


I very much prefer the intelligent opinion of a Senator of the 
United States before the opinion of these gentlemen, who are 
professional certifiers to what has been done, and have been for 
the last twenty years, in the formation of our tariff laws. 

I undertook to show to the Senate that these increases in the 
cotton rates were real and substantial. I did it by the testi- 
mony of competent witnesses. I showed by the testimony of 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] that 
changes had been made of “enormous value” to some of his 
people. I showed by the statistics exactly what changes had 
been made, using the figures furnished here in this comparison 
of the proposed law with the existing law in connection with 
the estimated revenues. I brought into this Chamber clotlis 
that had passed through the custom-house with the effect of 
these changes in the law marked upon them in the handwriting 
of those who were responsible for the administration of tliese 
laws. I met on every hand rebuke, ridicule, and contemptucts 
remarks because I felt it incumbent on me to dispute thir 
figures, to express dissatisfaction with the statement of tle 
chairman of the committee that no changes had been male. 

Again and again the chairman said he would make a st:le- 
ment. Weeks and months passed before the statement! wis 
made; and when it was made, such a jumble of facts, suc! 4 
blundering expedition into court decisions which were bever 
made, such a misconstruction of statistics, such a failure to 
comprehend the details involved, I undertake to say, was never 
exhibited on the floor of the Senate. 

The general statement now is that no substantial chances 
have been made. I refuse to become a party to that statement 
I have but a few more years in this world. I sometimes |):\ve 
been willing to deceive myself for the sake of the comfort w!\ic!) 
comes from the society and the good will of others; but I do ut 
propose now to beconie a party to a petty swindle of the Americ) 
people without telling them the truth and without appealine (° 
their good will and their confidence in the integrity of my mot!) es. 








I say that every paragraph applicable to cotton cloth in this 
schedule has been increased; and, fortunately, I am able to 
exhibit to the Senate and to the country exactly what has been 
done. I ask leave to print a statement of the changes in the 
schedule applicable to the countable cotton cloths, taken from 
the books furnished by the committee, showing an average in- 
crease in the rates of 27 per cent, in round numbers. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request will 
pe complied with, 
The statement referred to is as follows: 
Changes in cotton cloth schedule—Estimates before Senate committce. 
1907 IMPORTS. 






Aldrich | Dingle | 
Value. rate ( rate ( 3, | Per cent 


cent). | cent), | crease. 
a. a anaed ! 
Par. 313. | Par. 305. | 
$17, 446. 00 37. 88 25 | 51. 52 
Stonsinglls« 76, 106. 00 36. 15 2 | 4460 
Colored . . ...---cecsceccccecseeeecesoes { 250,245.15 44. 28 30 | 47 
Average increase. .....-.--+--++- Se ee ee rae | 47.70 
| Par $14. | Par. 306. | 
Not bleached... .......cseecccceeccecss 20, 028. 00 35. 36 30 | 17. 87 
Bleached... ccccccccccsssecesecessoecs 465, 521. 00 | 41. 03 35 | 17. 23 
Colored . ....ccoccesccceccsesccesecesss | 1, 536, 802. 46 39. 58 35 13. 05 
| 29. 93 
Average increase. .:............- |rsveneerecrens leeeeencess Besietescs 16. 05 
ae 
| Par. $15. | Par. $07. | 
Not bleached. .ccccccsceoseueoesscoes- 6,171. 50 42. 31 | 35 20. 89 
Btsdhed.. . .c-ccdeasecusiiediuepeuedis 1,242, 235.77 | 46. 49 | 33; 3283 
Coles ....co.ccddinvaaialaainunsaass | 2,275,271.98} 44.48 | 40 11. 20 
Average increase. .......++--+.--  tiilblads leeeseccces peesccasae 21. 64 
| | Par. 316. | Par. 308. | 
Colerell. .ccoccccsdcceseedbadauesedeestl 1, 443, 233. 00 | 51.77 | 40 | 29. 43 
| Par. 317.| Par. $09. | 
Bleached . ....cccsceccseeseoddsoseccevé 10, 625. 55 48. 34 | 40 | 20. 85 
ee a ae | 118, 977. 58 46. 71 | 40 | 16. 78 
Average SRGURIN HE a, bis cid s adeno cnendlvbadentsestnamnnanens 18. 81 


“Average increases over Dingley rates, items changed in paragraphs 
313 to 317, inelusive, on estimates jeapens for Senate Finance Com- 
mittee on basis of imports for year 1907, 26.72 per cent. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I now desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to a memorandum sent me by the Treasury Department, 
and having upon it this indorsement: 

A correct copy of memorandum prepared in this division. C. P. 
Montgomery, Chief of the Division of Customs, August 2, 1909. 

The Division of Customs takes up each one of these countable 
paragraphs, beginning with cotton cloth, not bleached, less than 
100 threads, and follows them through to the end, showing after 
each dividing line exactly the effect of this bill upon cloths of 
that value. It is proper to say that since this memorandum 
was made the conference report has come in, and this table 
does not exhibit the microscopic reductions made in the first 
paragraph of countable cotton cloth by the conference commit- 
tee, reductions so minute that they hardly find an expression 
in reducing the percentages given me by the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

In cotton cloths not bleached the Treasury Department takes 
each one of these dividing lines, 8 cents, 9 cents, 10 cents, 11 cents, 


12 cents, 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17 cents, and follows up the dividing | 


line until the specific duty fades into the old Dingley ad va- 
lorem, because there is one thing about these paragraphs that 
is obvious to the most casual observer, that not one of them is 
any reduction from the Dingley law, for in every one of them a 
minimum rate equivalent to the old Dingley ad valorem is pre- 
Served, below which under no circumstances any of the rates 
can fall. Therefore, this estimate takes each dividing line of 
value and exhibits with mathematical accuracy exactly what 
this bill does to each one of these cotton cloths as it comes into 
the custom-houses of the United States. I have set forth in 
these tables the slight reductions made by the conference in the 
first paragraph. A schoolboy can calculate the almost negligi- 
ble effect of the reductions in charging the percentages of in- 
crease above the Dingley ad valorem of 25 per cent in this 
paragraph as shown in the Treasury calculation. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator kindly state 
the substance? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will. I will state that every one of these 
rates is raised substantially; that the increases above the Ding- 
ley rates in the first paragraph, the Dingley rate being 25 per 
cent ad valorem, range all the way from 20 per cent up to 
86.68 per cent when the cloth is not mercerized, and range all 
the way from 33 per cent up to 100 per cent increase over the 
Dingley law when the cloth or a single thread thereof is mer- 
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cerized. Just let me read a column of it. Bear in mind that 
nearly all these cloths are mercerized either in whole or in part. 
Look at what the committee has asked us to do for the Ameri- 
can people. Here are the increases: As the value goes up 
from 8 cents above the Dingley law—62 per cent, 44 per cent, 
60 per cent, 95 per cent, 79 per cent, 100 per cent, 85 per cent, 
113.36 per cent, 100 per cent, 88 per cent, 76 per cent, 68 per 
cent, 60 per cent, 52 per cent, 45 per cent, 39 per cent, 33 per 
cent, 28 per cent—going down gradually until at last, by reason 
of the high values, they reach and are abruptly stopped at the 
Dingley ad valorem of 25 per cent; and yet 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was called out of the room. May I 
ask to what the figures the Senator is reading refer? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The percentages in which these rates have 
been increased beyond the Dingley ad valorem of 1897. Some 
of them have been more than doubled, and yet we have a state- 
ment here that only minor and insignificant changes have been 
made. What fills my mind with indignation is that we are 
duped with humbug and misrepresentation, whereas the Amer- 
ican people are entitled to know the truth and to take whatever 
steps may be necessary to protect themselves against these 
excesses. 

I will ask leave to print these tables, bearing the official au- 
thority of the Department of the Treasury, although they do not 
need that. Anybody giving a little attention to it, knowing 
the rates, knowing the assessment, knowing the mechanism by 
which the calculation is made, can verify at his leisure every 
one of these figures, and find out for himself exactly what has 
been done by subterfuge and indirection to this schedule, which 
takes in so large a portion of the clothing that makes for the 
comfort and contentment of the American people. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, per- 
mission is granted to print the tables referred to. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


Notr.—The values used in making computations in the annexed sched- 
ule have been given in even cents per square yard for the various de- 
scriptions of cloth, and have been extended until the duties realized at 
the ad valorem rates provided for in the Senate bill are equal to or 
exceed the specific rates provided for therein. 

One cent per square yard is added for mercerization to the rates pro- 
vided for in the several ~ and the comparison of equivalent 
ad valorem rates made with the rates thus increased. 

Senate changes in cotton-cloth schedule. 
NOT BLEACHED. 


(Aldrich, paragraph 313; Dingley, paragraph 305.) 
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Senate changes in cotton-cloth schedule—Continued. 
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(Aldrich, paragraph 314; Dingley, paragraph 306.) 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. It is said these are luxuries. I deny it. 
These uncalled-for increases are not upon the higher-priced 
goods, as these tables show. On the other hand, the higher the 
price goes up beyond the low dividing line of value, the more 
closely the rate approximates the Dingley ad valorem which it 
is intended to supersede. There are mighty few luxuries in 
American life. It makes a man weary to hear people talking 
about silks being luxuries, about 30-cent cotton goods being 
luxuries. The facts are, the American people, even in the ob- 
scure walks of life, not only are entitled to these refinements, 
but, under the blessing of God, they have them and they enjoy 
them to-day. Even the lowliest occupations among the American 
women are not so humble that they leave them without access 
to the ornaments which add beauty and grace to their lives, 

Therefore it makes me sick of false pretense when I find 
in this Book of Estimates the letter “L” written after cotton 
cloths costing only 20 cents a yard, for I know that these 
changes in the duties on ordinary silks and on cotton goods 
affect not the rich and the extravagant, but burden also the 
common graces and attractions of modern American life, be- 
cause all these goods are seen wherever people come together— 
in picnics, in excursions, in worship, and in social recreation. 
I object to it because it is a mean advantage to take of the 
public. I object to it because the manufacturers themselves 
testified that it was unnecessary for the protection of their 
business. I denounce it as a scheme to make this law a part 
of business transactions that are yet to come; and I do not 
propose to go back to my people and tell them that I gave my 
acquiescence to a programme which, within a few years, is 
likely to result in a reorganization of the cotton business, with 
millions of common stock issued against the statutes which we 
are now enacting. 

What I have said of the cotton schedule is true also of the 
schedule of wool and woolens. It is not necessary—and I do 
not now propose—to repeat what J had the honor to say in the 
Senate some time ago. It is a compliment, which I highly ap- 
preciate, that the only answer that has been attempted to what 
I had to say about the woolen schedule was to sneer at me as 
the representative of the importing interests and altogether an 
undesirable guide to people trying to form a just opinion about 
such matters as these. 

The figures which I presented were never disputed; the facts 
which I put into the Recorp can not be challenged; and the con- 
clusion which I have reached is a conclusion shared by unnum- 
bered millions of people who are just as indifferent as I am 
to the voice of the majority in the Senate as now constructed. 

I spoke for no importers. I appeared, first of all, for wool- 
growers, whose business has been prejudiced and left stationary 
in the United States by an antiquated form of assessment of 
these duties. I appeared also for manufacturers. In fact, my 
zeal in this matter came largely out of my sympathy for a 
stricken department of American manufacturing industry. 
When Robert Bleakie, the oldest woolen manufacturer in 
America, came into my office and began to talk to me, showing 
me a picture of the great mill in which he had tried to do 
honest work for more than sixty years, and said to me that the 
mill was idle and the business destroyed by the inequalities of 
the wool schedule, and begged me to say a word or to do some- 
thing to rescue the industry, of which he was a pioneer in New 
England, from the loss and misfortune that had fallen upon it, 
I told him and those associated with him that I would say 
what I could and do what I could. I have said and I have 
done; and I do not now propose to repudiate my words or make 
my actions contemptible before men by acquiescing in the pro- 
gramme which is now to pass the Senate under the belated pres- 
sure of party authority and influence. 

The woolen manufacturing business has two sides to it. The 
manufacturers of worsteds are prosperous, and according to all 
reports likely to be more so. They have written the woolen 
schedules. Congress has never had much to do with it. I 
bave the official documents to show where the schedules came 
from, and I acquit the committee of either House of ever hav- 
ing even punctuated the suggestions sent from the outside by 
those who claim to act as an unofficial tariff commission for the 
regulation of the commerce of the United States. 

The manufacture of woolen goods is no insignificant industry 
in America. It is the largest branch of wool manufacturing. 
It is the most widely scattered throughout the United States. It 
has more actual capital invested; it employs more labor. And 
yet it has stood at the door of this Congress pitiably begging 
even for a hearing, and the only voice it has heard has been the 
voice of the Committee on Finance, exhorting these pioneers of 
American industry to lock up their mills and retire from a busi- 
ness that is gone in the United States once and for good. 

I deny the right of the Congress of the United States to per- 
petuate a schedule which in its operation destroys, rather than 
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protects, so widely scattered a manufacturing industry of our 
country. I denounce also a schedule under which the worsted 
manufacturing industry has been monopolized and to-day is 
controlled by a few avaricious and shrewd men who know more 
about manipulating Congress than they do even about the wool 
industry. There is coming a day of reckoning. No English- 
speaking people will commit the manufacture of their clothing 
to a syndicate, with a license embedded in the laws, to make its 


own terms with its customers, wholly uninfluenced by the market 
conditions of the outside world. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
whether or not at this time he would yield for the consideration 
of a suggestion as to limiting the time of speeches. There are 
a number of Senators who desire to speak 

Mr. DOLLIVER, I will be through in five minutes. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But it will be just as important afterwards, 


because before the next speaker takes the floor, if we can have ° 


an understanding, it may enable the several Senators who wish 
to speak to be heard. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. You can get the understanding imme- 
diately after I am through, which will be within five minutes. 

I desire to put into the Record as a part of my remarks a 
letter signed by Edward Moir, president of the Carded Woolen 
Manufacturers’ Association, describing fully and better than I 
could possibly do the inequalities and burdens of this schedule, 
and asking me and other Members of Congress to do what we 
can to put ar end to these abuses. It corroborates the letters 
which I heretofore, in the earlier stages of the debate, read to 


the Senate from woolgrowers and manufacturers of the Middle 
West: 


Tue CARDED WOOLEN MANUFACTURERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Boston, Mass., July 30, 1909. 
Srr: The tariff bill you are about to vote upon leaves the wool and 
wool-goods tarif€ practically unchanged. 
That schedule en low duties on the wool used by the worsted 
spinners and prohibitory duties on wool suited for carded woolen goods. 
It imposes prohibitory duties on the by-products of worsted ee 


which are raw material for carded woolen mills, and can not 
by worsted spinners. 


LT 
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It apportions the duty on worsted yarn and cloth to favor the spin- 


ner and discriminate against the weaver, giving the worsted spinner a 
monopoly of the production and sale of both yarn and by-products, and 
placing the carded woolen manufacturer and the worsted weaver at the 
spinner’s mercy. 

It exposes of growers of long, light-shrinking wool to ruinous fore 
competition, while by prohibitory duties it gives a monopoly to the 
growers of shorter and heavy ak wools. 

It places the lowest rates on wool suited for high-priced clothing, and 
the highest rates on wool used for the low-priced clothing worn by the 
masses. 

It deprives the American people of a sufficient ee of all-wool 
clothing, forcing the use of excessively light wool cloths, or of fabrics 
made of cotton and inferior shoddy. 

The tariff bill you are about to vote upon is contrary to the principle 
of tariff revision as stated in the Republican platform of 1908. 

. —— the principles of justice on which our Goverument was 
ounded. 

In its present form it is in almost exact agreement with a compact 
formed by its chief beneficiaries at Chicago on October 15, 1908, three 
weeks before the election at which the present House and President 
were chosen. 

Respectfully, 
Hon. J. P, Douiiver, 
Washington, D. O. 


Epwarp Morr, President 


Mr. President, the Republican party, if I understand its his- 
tory, is a great deal larger than the schedules of a tariff law. 
There is room in it for every man’s honest convictions. It did 
not arise merely to meet or solve problems of economy and 
finance. It has its fundamental doctrines as to both; but it is 
ridiculous to try to build the fame of its leaders in these days 
or to fix the party standing of its members by calling the roll 
upon the report of a conference committee on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on a bill tinkering up a few minor de- 
tails of an old tariff law. 

The party has larger business than this in the immediate 
future. It must deal with problems of popular education. It 
must promote a better understanding between those who earn 
their bread by daily work and their employers. It must stand 
guard over the American market place to prevent capital, 
massed in great corporations, from exercising the evil infiu- 
ences which follow monopoly and the injurious restraint of trade. 
It must see to it that prejudices based on race and color are not 
permitted to degrade American labor, as slavery once degraded 
it. The Republican party is face to face, as in the days of its 
youth, with the elementary questions which concern justice and 
liberty. 

Mr President, from time to time during this session of Con- 
gress I have felt called upon to state my views on certain mat- 
ters with which this measure deals, I have tried to defend the 
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opinions which I have held in debate and to express my ¢0))y;,. 
tions with my recorded vote. For these things I have been 
called into judgment. I would not escape that judgment i; I 
could. I am ready not only tor the opinion of my own Stato 
but for the opinion of the people everywhere. I have a specia| 
duty, however, to the constituency which gives me the right to 
sit here. I can not neglect that; I can not betray that. No 
pressure from any quarter can move my resolution to stand py 
their interests and to guard what I believe to be the welfare of 
that people and their children; and if through fidelity to that 
conviction, if in following that sense of duty, I am to be read oyt 
here or elsewhere, from the goodly fellowship of the old Repub; 
lican party, I shall hope to find in the dignity and self-respect 
of private life at least a partial reimbursement for the anxieties 
and burdens which for nearly twenty-five years have resteq 
upon me in the service of the people of the United States. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I regret that the conference ro. 
port now pending before the Senate places some American prog. 
ucts—termed raw materials—competing with foreign products 
in our markets on the free list, and I regret further that in the 
consideration and making of the tariff bill the question of free 
raw material has been raised and advocated by some Repyb- 
liecans and protectionists. 

I hold that raw materials are as much entitled to protection 
as the advaneed or finished manufactured products, and that 
there should be no discrimination whatever against any Amoeri- 
can product competing in our markets with foreign products 
because it may be what is termed raw material In a certain 
sense there are no raw materials in this country. The raw ino- 
terial of one State is a manufactured product, and does not lose 
its character as such because it enters into the making of the 
finished products of other States. 

In making the tariff bill I think we should have adhered to 
the rule or principle that all American products competing in 
our markets with foreign products should have seme degree or 
measure of protection, according to the conditions and circum- 
stances governing each case, and no American product should 
be discriminated against. 

Take coal and wool. There is a great deal of money invested 
in coal lands and large capital and a great many people en- 
ployed in the production and shipment of coal to market. There 
is also large capital invested in the sheep industry, and many 
people all over the United States are employed in raising sheep, 
Coal warms a man in the house, while wool warms a man out 


| of the house. The two products perform nearly the same office, 


and both are indispensable. Woo! in a sense is a by-product, 
while coal is a single original product in itself. Yet, it is 
claimed by some wool should be highly protected and coal go 
on the free list or have a very low duty. 

I favor a duty on wool sufficient to encourage, protect, and 
build up the sheep and wool industry in the United States. The 
Democratic party tried free wool once and nearly destroyed the 
sheep industry of the entire country. Why should there be a 
discrimination in favor of wool and against coal? Why should 


| wool or clothing have a duty, say, 50 per cent higher than coal, 


and coal have only a small duty, or go on the free list? The 
three great factors in sustaining life are rent, food, and clotl- 
ing. At least “25,000,000 of our people pay out all they make 
in wages for these three items. In making the tariff or adjust- 
ing the duties, so far as it can be done, account should be taken 
of the wants and necessities of this large number of consumers, 
and, so far as it can be done, the burdens of high duties and 
high prices should be lifted from their shoulders. In the becin- 
ning of the great industrial development of the United States 
high duties were not a burden and not felt by the consumers as 
now, because, under protection resulting from high duties, the 
forces of home competition reduced prices so rapidly that the 
tax or duty was not felt; but we have reached a pcint now 
in our industrial development where competition ean not £ 
much further in doing its good offices and in the direction of 
reducing prices, and therefore duties are felt and becomins 
more burdensome than before, and more care and considerat!o! 
should enter into imposing duties than ever before. This fact 
led to the demand for the revision of the tariff, and the tariff 
should now be so:revised as to relieve the consumer, so far °5 
consistent with the protective principle. This is, as I under 
stand, the wish of the President. 

High duties should not be maintained on nearly all the pro: 
ucts of the East, and under pretense of relieving the people «nd 
making a showing, reduce the duties on some raw materials and 
put others on the free list, calling this a downward rev!*:" 
of the tariff. 

So far as the vast majority of the manufactured products of 
the East are concerned, there has been no revision downw?"'. 
The manufacturer of the East decided there should be none, 14 
no power could alter this decision. 











1909. 


— 


It has been charged in this debate, definitely and specifically, 
again and again, by good Republicans, great statesmen of 
high character and ability, that the duties on cotton .and 
woolen goods, as well as other products, have been increased 
instead of deereased ; and there has been no satisfactory answer 
to these charges. In the face of statements so serious, some ac- 
count must and will be taken of these charges even after the 
passage of this bill. 

REDUCTION OF DUTIES SHOULD BE UNIFORM. 


If there were to be a revision of the tariff and a reduction 
of duties, it should have been uniform and equal, applying 
alike to all American products competing with foreign products 
in our markets. I make no complaint about duties; what I 
complain of is the inequalities and discriminations in favor of 
sections and classes of industries running all through the Dill. 
There should be no discriminations and no favoring of particu- 
lar classes of industry and sections of the country. I regret 
that Senators on the other side of the Chamber did not demand 
uniformity and equalization of duties in making the tariff, and 
all products, as nearly as might be, receive some measure of 

rotection. 

' The enacting clause of the pending bill says, among other 
things, A bill to equalize duties. Is it equalizing duties to 
put some competing American products on the free list while 
other products have high duties? Under the provisions of the 
pill some produets get the highest duties, others a very low 
duty, and some are placed on the free list. As I said before, I 
make no complaint of the schedules. I am a protectionist, but 
I want protection all around. I do not want the products of my 
State and the South overlooked. 

Raw materials are the foundation of nearly all manufactures 
in this or any other country. Take away or impair this founda- 
tion, and what becomes of the superstructure? What would 
become of all the manufacturers of the country if raw ma- 
terials should be taken from them? The producer of raw 
materials can not abandon his business and interests any more 
than other producers can. They can not all go to New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, New York, and New England and go into manu- 
facturing or other business. Producers of raw materials have 
their money invested in producing what are called raw ma- 
terials the same as other producers have their money invested 
in their business. The foundation, being raw materials, needs 
protection just as well as the superstructure, and if you impair 
the foundation you put in danger the whole superstructure of 
the manufacturing business. Manufacturers and the entire 
country can not get on without raw material. Food is essential 
to sustaining physical life; raw material manufacturing, or in- 
dustrial life. 

The difficulty is that the manufacturers of the country, who 
have now the largest beneficial interest in this bill, and who are 
the most highly favored, have grown so powerful, so dominating, 
and so exacting that, having secured the highest protection 
on all their products, they now demand that raw materials 
be made free, so that they can make their products cheaper and 
their profits larger. The consumer will not get the products 
any cheaper by putting raw materials on the free list. The 
manufacturer and the middlemen will get all the benefits and 
the consumer will substantially pay the same price. It will be 
a great triumph for the manufacturer at the expeuse of the con- 
sumer when he can increase his profits by putting raw mate- 
rials on the free list. 

No party in the history of this Government has ever declared 
in favor of the free raw material doctrine—none. In the last 
Republican platform nothing is said about free raw materials— 
nothing whatever. There is no demand for free raw material; 
the platform declared for the protection of all American prod- 
ucts; and those who produce what are called raw materials are 
how taken by surprise that in revising the tariff any question 
is raised about the claims of raw materials. They have had no 
hotice. If it is intended to make a crusade against raw mate- 
rials, why was there not some notice to this effect put in the 
Chicago platform, so that the people could have had an oppor- 
tunity to pass upon the question and decide it? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. ELKINS. I do. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator from West Virginia will per- 
mit ine to call his attention to the fact that there was a decfara- 
tion unqualifiedly in favor of a revision downward and free raw 
material. But it was not in the Republican platform. It was 
in the Democratic platform; and that should not be forgotten 


When we are talking about the relative position of the two 
parties here and elsewhere. 
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Mr. ELKINS. I think the Senator is right, but I did not 
think the Democratic platform went so far as to demand free 
raw materials in a general way, but named some raw materials 
that should be free. But there was not a word about it in the 
Republican platform; and abandoning raw materials to their 
fate now and not protecting them is a violation of the platform, 
an invasion of the protective principle, and an injury to the pro- 


tective policy if it prevails. The battle for free raw materials 
was fought out under the Cleveland administration. 


CLEVELAND TRIED TO FORCE FREE RAW MATERIALS. 


Mr, Cleveland, in his message of the 4th of December, 1893, 


on his own motion, suggested raw materials be made free. His 
party in convention was not behind him in this demand. He 


declared himself in favor of free raw materials, and he made 
the best argument he could to sustain his position. We know 
the result. He succeeded in having a bill passed putting 
some raw materials on the free list and his ideas partially 
carried out. He had wool, lumber, and other articles put on 
the free list and the duties on other products reduced. We 


had a trial with only a few raw materials on the free list. We 


know what happened. We have had experience. It is only 


twelve years ago. There never was such a prolonged business 
depression in this country. It even began before Cleveland took 


office and it continued until he went out of office. What did 
the people do? They elected McKinley, and at once we had an 
extra session of Congress and passed the Dingley bill. 

Iam making these observations to enter my protest against any 
invasion of the protective principle by having free raw materials. 
I know the Democratic party is taking notice, and some of the 
ablest speeches made in the Senate, and especially the very able 
speech of the distinguished junior Senator from Texas [Mr. 

SAILEY] for free raw materials, have been made to prove that the 
Democratic party has never committed itself in favor of free raw 
materials, and the Democratic party to-day does not demand free 
raw materials. Protection has been the Gibraltar and the life of 
the Republican party, without which it could not have succeeded. 
Are we ready to move out of this Gibraltar in whole or in part? 
If so, I am sure the Democratic party stands ready, when we 
vacate, to enter in and take immediate possession of that part 
we surrender. The Democratic party represents that portion of 
the country that produces most raw material. 

The Democratic party not only lost, but has had no success 
since it made the attempt through President Cleveland to put 
raw materials on the free list. What I wish to do now is to 
point out the dangers to the Republican party and the country 
of yielding partially or entirely to the demands of the manu- 
facturers of the country for free raw materials. 

Mr. President, the annual value of the products of coal, lum- 
ber, and oil in the United States is over $1,000,000,000. Two 
million people are employed in the production and shipment of 
these products to market. The capital invested aggregates 
thousands of millions of dollars. How can the people engaged 
in the production of these articles stand free raw materials any 
more than the manufacturers of the East can stand free trade 
in what they produce? Why should there be any difference, 
distinction, or discrimination in protecting raw-material prod- 
ucts or fixing the duties on foreign products competing with 
them any more than protecting other manufactured products? 

RULE LAID DOWN IN REPUBLICAN PLATFORM NOT ADHERED TO. 


The rule laid down in the Republican platform at Chicago 
makes no distinction as to American products competing with 
foreign products, whether they are raw-material products or 
manufactured, and this rule should be adhered to in making the 
tariff bill by the Republican party. 

In Census Bulletin 110, recently issued, there is a summary 
of the products of the thirteen leading manufacturing centers 
in this country for the year 1904. 

The following table, taken from this summary, shows the 
value of the products of a half dozen of the large industrial 
eenters of the United States: 


| Value of prod- People 








ant Largest 

Region. ucts, employed.| product. 

New York....... $2, 144, 488, 000 735, 460 | Clothes. 
Chicago ....... 970, 974, 000 288,869 | Meats. 

| Philadelphia .. 677, 781, 000 286,944 Textiles. 
RE, itd, cp sinalbsih«eceuinbbnita<oes 457, 254, 000 177,146 | Shoes. 
5 EE ae 383, 490, 000 119,839 | Steel. 
i al RS BE POO Loc ncccecaes Meats. 








This bulletin shows that the increase in manufactured prod- 
ucts has been enormous. In Buffalo the increase has been 48y5 
per cent; in Chicago, in slaughtering products alone, 20 per cent; 
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and the total increase in Pittsburg iron and steel reached 602% 
per cent of all manufactured articles. 

It also shows in 1904 there were 1,691,000 people employed in 
the thirteen leading manufacturing centers of the United States, 
and the value of their products annually was $4,762,000,000. 
During the last five years this increase has continued. 

On all manufactured articles the reduction in the duties in 
the bill now being considered has been very slight, excepting 
steel and iron products. In a large majority of cases there 
has been no reduction. 

If there had been a reasonable reduction of the duties on all 
the highly protected manufactured articles, such as cotton, 
woolen goods, sugar, and cutlery, there would have been no 
necessity of asking that raw materials be placed on the free 
list. There is no concealing the fact that the bill responds to 
the wishes and demands of the manufacturing interests of the 
country, and especially of those in the East. Not even the rule 
laid down in the platform of the Republican party, aided by 
the powerful influence of the President in his efforts for down- 
ward revision, could bring about any reduction of duties in the 
vast majority of manufactured products, especially in the East. 

The bill in effect was made by the East and for the East, 
through the efforts and labors of the distinguished Senator from 
Rhode Island, chairman of the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate, and the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the 
House. These two statesmen had most to do with fashioning 
the bill. Nothing was left out of the bill they wanted in it, and 
everything in the bill was by their consent. In their sections 
of the country there are no raw-material products. It is to the 
interest of their constituency, and to the East particularly, that 
raw materials should have no duty and be produced and sold 
cheaper, so that the manufacturer can make his products cheaper 
and profits larger. 

I would make no complaint of high duties and discrimination 
if along with the protection granted the manufactured products 
of the East raw materials could have had a reasonable propor- 
tion of duties. 

If there had been a fair reduction all along the line on manu- 
factured articles, there could be no complaint or objection to 
a reasonably low duty on raw materials. Putting a few raw 
materials on the free list does not answer the demand for a re- 
duction of duties. This discrimination and inequality can not 
last in the industrial development of the country. The Repub- 
lican party has never before attempted to make any distinction 
in the protection of American products. It has always been fair 
and just to all interests. 


EXTRACTS FROM SPEECHES OF GREAT REPUBLICANS ON RAW MATERIALS, 


Mr. President, I wish to read, and to have published in the 
Recorp the parts I do not read, certain extracts from speeches 
of great Republicans who helped make the Republican party. 
I read from the speech of John Sherman: 


{Extract from speech of Hon. John Sherman, in the Senate of the 
United States, January 4, 1888.] 


It has always seemed to me that the most narrow and selfish notion 
advanced in respect to our tariff laws (to which the President now 
lends his name)— 


That is Mr. Cleveland— 


is that made in behalf of advanced industries now supported by 
duties greater than those on raw materials; that they must be allowed 
to purchase their raw materials in the cheapest markets of the world; 
that we must leave undeveloped the mineral treasures planted by the 
Almighty in every State and ances in order that they may have 
cheap raw materials. Sir, I regard the home production of raw ma- 
terials as even of more importance than manufactures. All of it is 
labor better distributed than any other, and gives larger employment 
to trade and transportation. 





This sounds now like a voice from the grave. 

These are timely words—from one of the greatest leaders 
and statesmen that ever adorned the public service of this 
country. This may sound strange now. He says the production 
of raw materials is of more importance than manufactures. 
Why? Because raw materials are the foundation on which 
manufactured products rest; and the manufacturers, in getting 
all they want in this bill, forget that and then demand free raw 
materials; in their own interest go too far. The Republican 
party should take warning and keep within the lines laid down 
by the founders and makers of the Republican party. We should 
stand by the protective policy until we have built up our indus- 
tries and made them so strong protection will not be needed, 
if that day should ever come. I believe the only way to free 
trade is through protection. We invade and break down the 
protective principle when we consent to free trade in some com- 
peting American products while maintaining high duties on 
others. I believe in the old saying, “ Obsta principias,”’ when 
assailed by temptation to do wrong or work injustice in men 
or political parties, 
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other very distinguished and able Republican. He Says: 
{Extract from speech of Hon. ©. Seep in Senate, February 6 ana 7 


from Australia, iron ore from Spain, Algeria, Cuba, Biba: 
from Canada, coal from Nova Scotia, and salt from Turks ‘Is 
are these the countries where labor is well paid? J want to say here 
and I want to put it on record, that cheap raw materials are thé 
badge of poverty the world over. Put all these on the free list: they 
will be cheaper perhaps, but $300,000 of American capital will je 
gone and from 200 to 350,000 Am : 
ployment. What is labor to gain by such a governmental lockout as 
that? It will no longer be a question of what capital ought to do py 
labor; it will not longer be a question of higher or lower wages in 
those enterprises which are now engaged in the production of raw 
materials; it will be a question of no wages. 
now at the pit mouth but from a dollar to $1.17 a ton. How much 
of it will be mined with the duty of 75 cents per ton removed? j) 
that is used along our great seacoast and far inland will come from 
Nova Scotia, and the mines here must stop; and when they stop 
there is no question between the miner and employer as to how n 


them vastly more than that, but I think so much will be admitte 
any free trader. What is that? That is $600 
give up of our own market. What does that mean? It means the 


terprises; it means the throwing out of emp 
but permanent, of one-tenth of the artisans employed in the manufactur. 
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I read now from a speech made by Hon. Orville H. Platt, ay. 


Look at practical results. Raw materials on the free list, woo! 


lumber 
land— 


m workmen will be out of em- 
Bituminous coal costs 


uch 


wages the employee shall receive from the employer, and so wi 
other industries producing raw materials. . was 


Let us go a little further. We have a production of manufacture 


goods — to $6,000,000,000 in the United States. What is the object 
of the : 


ree trader in reducing the duties? That he may buy foreign 
roducts. Suppose the destruction of our protective system would give 
oreigners only one-tenth of our home market—it would, in fact, give 


i by 
,000,000 a year that we 


estruction of one-tenth of the capital ao in quaeatacturing en- 
oyment, not temporarily, 


ing operations. Where are they to go? ere is no demand then. 


There are just two places they can go to—one is the farm and the 
other is the poorhouse. 
+ ~ 


* . > * . 

We are not going to sell in English lands which she holds by the 
strong power of her army. We are shut up to South America: and 
if we could get all the trade of South America it would not be 6 
per cent of our home market. _I wish we had it; but the idea of 
opening our ports, taking off our tariff duties, letting the foreigner 
flood our market with his goods, and then telling American manufac. 
turers and American laboring men that we can compensate ourselves 
by going into the markets of the world if we can only have reduced 
duties, it seems to me is idle and of all free-trade sophistries is the 
shallowest. Is it the proposition of wisdom? Is it the proposition of 
statesmanship? Is it the proposition of free trade? The line is 
drawn. 


Also, an extract from a paper read before the Manufacturers’ 
Club of Philadelphia, November 15, 1887, by Charles Heber 
Clark, secretary, entitled “‘ How shall the revenues of the Fed- 
eral Government be reduced?” 


The European countries which admit raw materials free do so be- 
cause they can not produce sufficient quantities of such materials. 
There are some Americans who appear to have constitutional inability 
to understand the breadth of the resources of their own country. To 
pa to buy abroad raw material that abounds at home, merely 
ecause England is compelled so to buy it, is as if a man with money 
in bank should be asked to obtain funds by imitating a man who 
borrows at 2 per cent a month. Anglomania can hardly go further 


than this. Our country ne almost all kinds of raw materials, 
and all that it can not produce are now upon the free list. ‘Tie ex- 
tremes of the capacity of the country in this direction are touched by 
the ice es of Maine and the orange-crop of Florida. To try to fit 
to such a land as this the licy of an island which might be laid 


down and lost in one of our Territories is like trying to put a frigate 
under sail with no other canvas than a pocket handkerchief. 


Further on Mr. Clark says on the subject of free raw 
materials: 
Any policy which tends to discourage American producers of raw ma- 


terials, and to force them out of business, also tends to advance prices. 
Every American so engaged pays more for his labor than his foreign 
competitors pay. Labor is the chief element of cost in making ready 
for the market every kind of raw material. If cheap foreign labor 
comes into unobstructed rivalry with dear home labor, the latter, as 


we have already said, must decline in cost, or the domestic producer 
must quit the business. The latter result is the usual one. 


I now read extracts from the speech of President McKinley 
made in the House when the Mills bill was under discussion, 
April 30, 1884: 


This talk about free raw material and the necessity for our having 
it to compete with the markets in other lands is wholly ideal. Raw 
materials are partially free now when manufactured for expor' pur- 
poses, and any citizen of the United States can import a large number 
of materials and manufacture them, and if he exports he receives back 
from the Government 90 per cent of the duty he paid upon such 
article or material. 


od A af + . * . 
Let me pause here to say that free raw material has nothing to 
commend it to legislative favor which is not common to every other 


American product. The same necessity for protection, within reasod- 
able limits, applies to what are commonly called raw materials as t? 
the finished or more advanced manufactures. : 

There is no such thing as raw materials distinguished from other 
products of labor. Labor enters into all productions, the commonest 
as well as the higher forms. 


Again President McKinley said: 


The ore costs something to mine it; the coal, to take it from the 
ground ; the stone, to quarry it; much jabor enters into the production 
of wool; leather costs someth to tan; and to the extent that labor 
enters into their preparation, what are usually termed raw materia : 
should have ratable protection with the completed product. Pig iro2 
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aw material for bar fron, and yet no one has been heard to advo- 
pag pig iron. Cloth is the raw material for the tailor, the finest 
stee! is the crude material of the watchmaker, and so on interminably. 
There can be no just line drawn and no reason exists for such a dis- 
crimination. When the country is ready for free trade let us have it 
in all things, without exception or restriction. 
Mr. President, I read another extract from a speech of Wil- 
liam A, Russell in the House of Representatives April 16, 1884, 
on the subject of raw materials. He said: 


The proposition of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] that 
we shall have all raw material free is an ingenious, cunning device to 
undermine our tariff policy. It strikes directly at the foundation of 
the protective system, unless he confines his free trade in raw mate- 
rials to those articles not produced in this country, which are few in 
number. ‘The’ proposition to a farmer or miner t he shall not be 

rotected in his products, whether it be wool, coal, ore, or products of 
fis forests, or — other, while asking him to maintain a protective 
duty on the manufa 
statesmanlike. 


REPUBLICAN PARTY HAS ALWAYS PROTECTED RAW MATERIAL. 


The Republican party has always maintained that raw ma- 
terials should have ratable protection with the completed prod- 
uct and has always protected raw materials. We can not com- 
pete, we can not go on in the industrial race if our products 
go on the free list while other products are highly protected. 
West Virginia is willing to bear her part in any revision down- 
ward, justly and fairly made, but will not submit without pro- 
test and resistance to having raw materials go on the free list 
and other manufactured products protected and call this a 
revision downward. ‘This would be destruction instead of re- 
vision. 

Mr. HBYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAn in the chair). Does 
the Senator from West Virginia yield to the Senator from 
Idaho? 

Mr, ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would suggest in connection with the 
Senator’s remarks that there was nothing in the Chicago plat- 
form which even suggested that any attempt would be made to 
set apart raw materials for different treatment than manu- 
factured products, and the law then in existence providing for 
the protection of raw materials justified those of us who are 
interested, or whose communities are interested, in it in be- 
lieving that the protection of raw material would be as sacred 
to the .tepublican party as the protection of manufactured 
articles. 

Mr. ELKINS. I thank the Senator for the suggestion. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator will pardon me a moment 
more, we carried that message to the people in the campaign. 
We told those people that they could absolutely rely upon pro- 
tection at the hands of the Republican party for raw material 
as fully as it was then protected under the provisions of the 
Dingley law, and because of that message they gave us their 
response and the splendid majority that elected the nominee of 
the Republican party. 

Mr. ELKINS. I thank the Senator for that statement. It 
is accurate and true; and it is unfair, I say, to get our votes 
and then come in here and crucify our industries. We should 
have had notice, and if we had had notice we do not know how 
the people would have voted perhaps. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, Mr. President, I do not desire to 
be considered as animadverting upon the action of another 
branch of the Government, but there has been an innovation 
here that amounts to a veto of items in appropriation bills 
which offends my sense of justice under the law. The sug- 
gestion that unless certain items are dealt with so-and-so by 
Congress the whole bill will be vetoed is a threat of veto that 
amounts to a veto upon that item. 

[ am talking now to Republicans; and with the permission 
of the Senator from West Virginia, if I do not intrude upon 
his time too much, I want to suggest that those of us in the 
West and Middle West have been so busily engaged in taking 
advantage of the prosperous times that came from Republican 
domination, we were perhaps lacking in our zeal and alertness 
in the national convention at Chicago and allowed things to be 
done there that did not represent us or the interests of the 
Republican party to which we were pledged. Nevertheless, we 
took up the banner of the party in the campaign and we 
carried it to victory; and we will do it again. We will make 
our contentions within the party. We will not go outside of it 
to fight it. My philosophy in life has been from the earliest 
days of my responsibility, ask all you want and contend for it 
and fight for it; take all you can get, and then fight for the 
balance. That will be the policy of the Republicans whose fight 
Will be within the councils of the party. We will write no 
Pages in the Democratic handbook on this occasion. 

Mr. President, we are not going to attack the Republican 
party. We can stimulate its wisdom, we can correct its mis- 
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takes from within the party, and when the next great conven- 
tion comes the Republicans from the West will meet the 
Republicans from the East in the field of controversy, and I 
will undertake to say that when the session of that convention 
closes there will be no ground and no room for contention as to 
what expression the party has given as to its principles. 


Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me now, as I will 


not have another occasion, I am going to lay my vote upon the 
altar of the Republican organization, not because I like this 
bill, for I would vote for the Dingley law as a substitute for it 
now or at any time had I the opportunity, but it is the best we 
can get in this hour. We are going to take it, and we are going 
to take it with a promise to the people that hereafter there will 
be no ambiguity, no classification against Republicans because 
of the geography of the country. There will be a Republican 
party that will hold the scales equal and even between all 
sections. 


I am admonished by the time, and I would probably not be 


justified in entering upon any larger discussion of this question. 
It is through the courtesy of the Senator from West Virginia 
that I take occasion to make these remarks at this time, that 
there may be no charge that I have been whipped into line. 
There is no duty proposed in this bill that is so high as to 
offend me; and I would vote to-day, I repeat, if my vote would 
settle the question in this body, against this bill and in favor 
of the Dingley law. But because it is not all that I want, I am 
not going to stand out alone as though my wisdom towered 
above that of other men. I will take my chances along with 
the great number of people in this country in trying to stimu- 


late the sense of justice and the wisdom of the Republican party 
within its councils, and not in the hour when it is in the stress 


of controversy with an enemy. 


I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
Mr. ELKINS. The great body of the American people who 


produce what is called raw materials are willing to vote the 
highest protection to manufactured products of other States and 
pay high-protection prices for them provided what they produce 
is likewise fairly protected: 


I do not believe there can be the best and largest progress 
made in the development and increase of our industries while 
protection is granted aad afforded to one class of competing 
products and denied to another class. Surely the country can 
not prosper as it would if all American products competing with 
foreign products came under the same rule and were relatively 
treated alike. 


The strangest thing in making this bill is that the members of 
the Senate called the “progressives” unite heartily and cor- 
dially with the manufacturers in their demand for free raw ma- 
terial, while in as eloquent speeches as I have ever heard they 
oppose the Finance Committee. My friend from Kansas [Mr. 
Bristow] wants everything admitted free that can be con- 
strued as raw material and votes with the manufacturers to 
this end and stands by the committee in all of its tendencies 
toward free raw material. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. ELKINS. They pretend to be the open enemies of the 
Finance Committee in the debate in the Senate, while trying 
with the manufacturers to get raw material on the free list. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President 

Mr. ELKINS. And what is more, you get results in these 
efforts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes; for a question only, as I am about con- 
cluding. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I simply wanted to state that I am not in 
favor of free hides if that does not carry with it free leather, 
free shoes, and the products of leather free. 

Mr. ELKINS. What does the Senator say about wheat, meat, 
hay and corn, and other highly protected products of his State? 
The Senator excepts all these things because they are the 
products of his State and even more evanescent than the raw 
materials of West Virginia and the South. 

Mr. BRISTOW. We did not ask for them. 

Mr. ELKINS. You did not refuse them. Kansas, a great 
State, as yet has no great factories or plants such as in the 
older States; its best and greatest products are good people and 
great statesmen like my distinguished friend. 

Now, Mr. President, I have nothing to say in this controversy 
about hides. I understood that hides were to go on the free list, 
provided the shoemakers and leather people would agree to have 
shoes and leather free. All went lovingly and affectionately for 
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a while, when all at once the leather men and shoemakers said, 
as I understand: 


No; we will not keep our bargain. 

After they got hides on the free list they said: 

We will not consent to free shoes and free leather; we want a duty. 

The President, always ready to harmonize his party differ- 
ences. and do good and bring about justice, according to the 
press, appealed to the shoemakers in vain to keep their word, 
but they said: 


No, we will only go part of the way. We want some duties. 


And they got what they asked in the end. 

Have you got shoes, boots, or leather on the free list? 
Senator from Kansas referred to this question. 

Mr. BRISTOW. No; and I do not intend to vote for this con- 
ference report. 

Mr. ELKINS. But you have hides on the free list. No, you 
do not vote for the bill. The manufacturers have got all in 
the bill they want and you are helping them most effectively, at 
the same time complaining about high duties on manufactured 
products. 

FREE RAW MATERIAL AGAINST THE REPUBLICAN PLATFORM. 

Mr. President, the doctrine of free raw material is against 
the Republican platform and against the 1 2le laid down in it 
for the adjustment of duties. 

Here is an extract from the platform, which reads as follows: 


In all tariff legislation the true principle of protection is best main- 
tained by the imposition of such duties as will equal the difference be- 
tween the cost of production at home and abroad, together with a rea- 
sonable profit to American industries, * * * the aim and the pur- 
pose of Republican policy being not only to preserve without excessive 
duties the security against foreign competition to which American manu- 
facturers, farmers, and producers are entitled, but also to maintain the 
high standard of living of the wage-workers of this country, who are the | 
most direct beneficiaries of the protective system. 

In the platform of 1896 the Republican party said: 


We renew and emphasize our allegiance to the policy of protection. 
* * We demand such an equitable tariff on foreign imports 

which have come into competition with American products as will not 
only furnish adequate revenue for the hecessary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, but will protect American labor from degradation to the 
wage level of other lands. 

The Republican platform of 1904 says: 

The measure of protection should always at least equal the dif- 
ference in the cost of production at home and abroad. 

In the Republican platform of 1892 the same rule was laid | 
down. Indeed all the Republican platforms since 1860 substan- 
tially agree on the rule for the adjustment of duties, that they 
should be sufficiently high to protect American products com- 
peting with foreign products in our markets. 

None of the Democratic platforms ever demanded raw material | 
should be made -free, and it is denied on the floor of the Senate 
in this debate by the Democratic Senators that they believe in 
free raw material. 

There is no hint in any Republican platform, and especially 
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the last one, directly or indirectly, that favors the admission 
of free raw material. Such an idea was never thought of nor 
contemplated by the delegates in the last national convention. 
If the question of raw material being free was to become a 
factor in our politics, why did not the voters have notice in 
order that they may have passed upon the question in the last 
election? Surely we would not have carried as many States if 
there had been a direct demand for free raw materials. The 
States producing raw materials were taken by surprise that any 
demand should be made to put raw materials on the free list. 

As the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Hrypurn] said, there is no 
mention of raw material in the Republican platform, but it says 
that the duty on American products shall be equal to the differ- 
ence in cost of labor in this country and abroad and a reason- 
able profit. 

Is putting raw material on the free list living up to that 
platform? Is it keeping faith? ‘The President has urged 
Congress to keep faith, adhere to our platform, and we should 
make good his speeches in the campaign that gave him the 
election. 

I stand by the President. He is right in his ideas of the re- 
vision of the tariff. I believe that the President spoke in the 
interest of the people when he asked for a partial reduction of 
high duties, but in this he did not ask the wiping out of some 
American industries, as many Republicans on this floor have 
advocated from the time this debate opened by demanding free 
raw materials. 

Why should the producers of raw material be sacrificed for 
the benefit of the manufacturers of cotton and woolen goods, 
sugar, cutlery, and other products of the East? 

We would have escaped all this trouble had we followed the 
rule laid down in the Republican platform and fashioned the 


ep 


bill according to the declaration, upon which success was wor 
There would have been no difficulty if every American product 
competing with foreign products in our markets had shared jy) 9 
fair degree in protection and in the imposition of duties. The 
bill followed no logical rule in imposing duties. Enough votes 
were secured to pass it, and that was all that was desired, pot. 
withstanding the inequalities and discriminations in the pi), | 
think the country will have a great era of prosperity, I do not 
oppose the bill. I think the State of West Virginia has fared 
well, considering the definite purpose of certain sections and cer. 
tain interests at the beginning of this session of Congress to put 
all of its products on the free list. The bill has been vastly im- 
proved in the Senate, so far as the interests of West Virzinig 
are concerned, and the delegation in Congress and the people of 
the State are thankful to the Republican party for these pene- 
ficial results. 

The bill as it came from the House was most disastrous ang 
destructive to the largest industries of West Virginia. Our 
people could not have stood coal, oil, and iron ore on the free list 
and 50 cents reduction on lumber, besides a reduction of duties 
on our glass, iron, steel, and many other products. 

The night after the passage of the Payne bill by the House, 
paraphrasing somewhat Swinburne’s words on Whitman's “Lin- 
coln,” the most joyous nocturne ever chanted in the church of 
the world went up from the holy places of the manufacturers ip 
the East. They had succeeded in their desires and purjoses 
because the bill put some raw materials on the free list while 
protecting with high duties their manufactured products. They 
pronounced a most fervent benediction on the good work accom- 
plished in the Payne bill. Because of free raw materia! they 
saw visions of increased profit and gain, larger wealth, greater 
production, and larger fortunes; nothing cheaper to the con- 


| sumer and all for the manufacturer. 


What would free raw material mean? Impairment of busi- 
ness, reduction of wages, lessening of employment in many im- 
portant industries. The Republican party never intended such 
results. The Republican party can not now, in the full tide of 
victory and triumph and of its strong position in this country, 
afford to turn its back on labor and business to satisfy any class 
of industries, and I am glad we have been saved from such a 


| result. 


I do not blame the manufacturers for wanting raw materials 
on the free list, from their standpoint. It is to their interest to 
get raw material cheaper, that their products may be made 
cheaper and their profits larger. This might help the manu- 
facturers at large but would hurt the producers of raw mate- 
rials and injure the consumer and the country generally. If 


| there is a reasonable demand for free raw material, let the coun- 


try and people have notice and the question be voted upon at 
some general election, naming specifically what raw materials 
should be free. 

The Republican party is in power, and good Republicans will 
cheerfully submit to the judgment and decision of the majority, 
but I want to protest and do all I can to prevent here and now 
any invasion of the protective principle. 

The Democratic party has no fixed, definite, or settled notion 
or policy on great national questions. The chief idea of this 
party is opposition. It lives on opposition and negation; soile- 
times right, but generally wrong, just as the old clock on the 
stairs, covered with the dust of time, though it never <0es, 
speaks correctly twice a day. The Democratic party 0})0ses 
the bill, but offers nothing in its stead. The people can not turn 
to the Democratic party for relief; it is demoralized and (lisin- 
tegrated. There is, in effect, no great Democratic party iv this 
country as in times gone by, and this is a misfortune, although 
on this floor and in the House there are great Democratic s!\te* 
men and patriots, men of the greatest ability, highest integrity, 
and loftiest ideals. A well-governed and intelligent opposition 1s 
always of great service in checking the extreme measures of the 
dominant party, preventing hasty and unwise legislation. and 
compelling justice and proper legislation. Im making this Dill 
the South and West have not had fair treatment. The East bas, 
in the past forty years, in industrial legislation dominated and 
controlled the South and West. This was the intention ! 
the beginning of this extra session, and everything was arransed 
accordingly, as I stated when this debate opened. I do not \ ist 
to array one section against another, even in friendly and indus 
trial rivalry; I do not want to arouse antagonism and <ifler- 
ences, but I feel and must say the clock has struck, and one «in 
see the beginning of the end to the continued domination of the 
South and West by the East in industrial legislation. 1 lve 
strong hope that what has been said and what has happened |" 
this debate indicates that hereafter, in some way or somehow, 
the South and West will take care of and defend their interests 
and industries and see that justice is done. 
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Had the Democrats of the House and Senate been of one mind 
in the making of this bill they could have written in it any 
provision just and fair to the interests of the South and the 
West, but they were divided. Republicans if dissatisfied must 
fight out differences in their own party; they have no place to 
vo. They can not leave a well-appointed and commodious house, 
though there be differences and divisions, to go out into the 
winds and storms of doubt and uncertainty. 

I sincerely wish, in the public interest, there were a great 
Democratic opposition party like we once had. I hope the Demo- 
cratic party will get itself together and be helpful to the coun- 
try in the future as in the past; not to dominate, not to control. 
Republicans can and will do this. The Republican party will 
make times good for the Democrats as well as all the people, 
and take care of them from a business standpoint, as it has 
always done in the past. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I understand there are many 
Senators who desire to speak to-day before the vote is taken, 
and I shall therefore endeavor to make my remarks as short 
and concise as possible. 

Although I am considered, perhaps, a high protectionist and 
“o regular” in favor of Republican measures, I find myself not 
an enthusiastic indorser of this bill. It doubtless has many 
commendable features, but it carries a higher -rate of protec- 
tion than I can indorse, in some particulars, a few of which I 
intend to mention, and it also tends to insert the entering wedge 
of the doctrine of free raw material. 

In other words, free raw material means the. finished product 
of the farmer, if we may accept the term as given by the people 
of certain manufacturing localities. The finished product of 
the farmer, such as wool, hides, or whatever it may be, whether 
it takes one year or thrée years to produce it, must be en- 
tirely stripped of all the benefits of either a protective or a 
revenue tariff, while the manufacturer only takes the product 
along a few stages toward the consumer and may complete his 
operations within a few weeks or a few months, because, in my 
opinion, what may be a finished product of one manufacturer is 
still raw material for another. 

While it may be raw material to the manufacturer, it is no 
less a finished product of the farmer, as cloth, while it may be 
free raw material to the tailor, is yet the finished product of the 
manufacturer. 

The farmers, never enthusiastic protectionists, for the reason 
that they have so many things to buy, all of them protected, and 
so few things to sell to which a protective tariff can be of any 
benefit, are naturally sensitive about the few things, such as 
hides, wool, and so forth, which are really their finished product 
and upon which they do get the direct benefit of protection. 

This general onslaught and demand for free raw materials 
which comes from outside of this Chamber, and which has finally 
resulted in the farmer alone furnishing the one sacrifice, will 
plainly demonstrate to the farmer that this is but the entering 
wedge toward taking away from him every scintilla of protec- 
tion which the present laws afford him. 

The same may be said of the miner. There are millions of 
these sturdy men who are working beneath the ground who are 
directly affected by this shibboleth of free raw materials, 
which seems to be the newest fad in certain quarters. How 
long, I ask, can a protective tariff be maintained amongst these 
miners when this free-raw-material idea is pushed along and 
enlarged to take in coal and lead and other minerals? 

The farmer, although strong at the polls, is always weak at 
legislative and great financial centers. He is in the fields 
attending to his crops and business while the importer, domestic 
or foreign, is always present with his influence at the custom- 
house and surrounding Congress. The same is true with the 
miner as with the farmer, for he is closely confined to his busi- 
hess, and he is never represented at these scenes of legislation 
or in the construction of .legislation, which in the past have 
been fully as dangerous and as damaging to the farmer and to 
the miner as have the laws themselves. 

In the revision of the tariff law the farmer was prepared 
to take his place with others in the reductions that might be 
deemed for the best, provided they should be equitable. But 
he did not anticipate that he, almost alone, should be called 
upon to contribute to the free list, with no adequate correspond- 
ing reduction to balance such contribution. 

Mr. President, while always desiring to afford the manufac- 
turers liberal protection, I do not approve of insisting upon 
their having a higher tariff than they themselves declare is 
hecessary. It seems to me that when we have given to the 
manufacturers what they ask for, and given them that in full, 
we are going too far ever to expect the country to indorse this 
legislation if we impose a tariff largely in excess of what 





any of the interested parties, the manufacturers themselves, 
demand. 

The boot and shoe men, tanners, and harness makers have 
testified in generous numbers before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of the House, in public statements, and over signatures 
of officers of associations and of manufacturing concerns, in 
letters and documents, that if hides were placed on the free 
list they would not need and would not ask for a tariff upon 
leather or the manufactures of leather, such as boots and 
shoes, saddlery, harness, and so forth. 

Here, Mr. President, I want to recall a little history. 

When the Dingley bill passed the Senate boots and shoes 
carried a protective rate of 25 per cent; hides carried 20 per 
cent; leaving in the clear 5 per cent. 

That is to say, deducting the duty on hides from the equiva- 
lent of the duty on boots and shoes left the real protection 5 
per cent. 

Harness and saddlery carried 45 per cent; hides carried 20 
per cent; leaving in the clear 25 per cent. 

Leather of all kinds carried 20 per cent, which just equaled 
the tariff on hides. 

It is but just to say, at this point, that the conferees on the 
Dingley bill reduced the hide duty from 20 per cent to 15 per 
cent. But in the bill as it passed the Senate, twelve years 
ago, we gave a net protection of 5 per cent in the clear on boots 
and shoes, while in this measure as it now reads we are giving 
practically 15 per cent. The proposition of 10 per cent on 
shoes made entirely of cowhide would be inconsequential, as 
almost no shoes of that variety are made. 

So, as a matter of fact, this measure would give to the shoe 
manufacturers 10 per cent more tariff than we proposed to 
give when the Dingley bill passed the Senate. 

On harness and saddlery the Dingley bill as it passed -the 
Senate gave in the clear 25 per cent, while the present measure 
as it now reads gives 35 per cent, with the inconsequential ex- 
ception before mentioned as to shoes, when made of sole leather. 

In the Dingley bill as it passed the Senate we gave nothing 
in the clear for leather, the rate being the same on hides and 
leather, while this measure as it stands proposes to give on 
sole leather 5 per cent, and on all other leather 20 per cent, 
excepting split leather made of sole leather, which is a minor 
quantity and which carries 74 per cent. So we would prac- 
tically raise all upper leather in this proposed bill 74 to 20 
per cent. 

Thus it will be seen that virtually we are greatly increasing 
the protection on boots and shoes, leather and harness. This 
has not looked like revision in the right direction. It is all at 
the expense of the cattle grower and farmer, who lose the last 
vestige of protection they have, while the shoe, leather, and 
harness men.are doubled up as I have stated. 

But this is not the worst of it. No protection was necessary 
to the shoe and leather men, because if they could get free 
hides they were to give in return free shoes and free leather, 
according to statements which have been sent all over this 
country to farmers, stock raisers, and others; sent out in order 
to obtain support for the free-hides propaganda. 

It is true that it may be claimed that for several years all 
hides have come in free, excepting the heavy cattle hides weigh- 
ing 25 pounds or more green. The answer to this is that Con- 
gress did not intend, in passing the Dingley bill, that shoe men 
should have any such excessive measure of protection over the 
hide growers; but after the intended rates of duty had been 
collected for over a year, a contest was started over the India 
water-buffalo. hides, and the importers, being successful in that 
contest, attacked the rate on hides of cattle and secured a tech- 
nical finding—and in my judgment a most erroneous one—that 
permitted the lighter hides to come in free. 

But Congress is not accountable for that, and the extra pro- 
tection which they—the shoe men—got in fighting against the 
law and the intention of Congress was not theirs by any right 
except might, and it could have been and should have been 
abrogated or reduced long ago. But a disinclination to open up 
tariff matters prevailed and it was allowed to go on, but with 
the full expectation ‘that it should be equitably adjusted when- 
ever another tariff revision should take place. Because the 
protestants wrongfully enjoyed this advantage for a long time 
is no reason why we should legislate that 25-pound cattle-hide 
wrong into the statutes. 

It is not an inviting prospect for me and others to return to 
the farming and cattle-raising districts and explain to all those 
thousands of people who received notices from boot and shoe, 
harness, saddlery, and leather men that the farmers could 
have free shoes, harness, and other leather goods if they would 
only consent to free hides, why this agreement was not car- 
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ried out. How shall I answer the inquiry from these people, 
which will be: “Why did you take the entire protective tariff 
off of hides at the instigation of these leather people, and then 
insist on bestowing upon them the benefits of a high protective 
tariff, even higher, proportionately, than was proposed in the 
Dingley bill, after the shoe and leather men had agreed that 
their product should also be free?” 

Then, again, in addition to this, it has later been given out 
broadcast throughout the land that the sacrifice of the duty 
on hides was to be made to bring about a lowering of duties— 
shoes to 10 per cent, upper leather to 74 per cent, sole leather 
to 5 per cent, and harness to 20 per cent. The pending bill 
does not carry out this promise, excepting as to the one item 
of sole leather and as to the exceedingly few shoes and har- 
ness made chiefly from sole leather, Farmers’ wives and babies 
do not wear cowhide shoes, nor does the average farmer himself. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will it interrupt the Senator if I ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. WARREN. Not at all. 

Mr. SCOTT. I believe the Senator makes his home at the 
Willard Hotel. During the controversy over this tariff bill 
has there been any organized effort on the part of the farmers? 
Have they sent a delegation to the Willard Hotel to look after 
their interests? 

Mr. WARREN. I know of none. 

Mr. SCOTT. Does the Senator know of other industries 
whose representatives were there day after day importuning 
Senators in their interest? And yet there was no one to look 
after the interests of the farmer, 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the hotel in which I live, and 
I think nearly all the other hotels, have been quite filled all this 
term with representatives of a certain interest; and that in- 
terest was to obtain the transfer of a dutiable article furnished 
by the farmer to the free list. It is reported, and I have no 
doubt that it is true, that there has been a very large sum of 
money—reported to be many hundred thousand dollars for 
attorneys’ fees, agents, lobbyists, clerks, stenographers, and in 
support of an elaborate literary and publicity bureau—expended 
in the necessary (?) expenses of that propaganda. It has been 
charged by that propaganda, it has been charged on this 
floor, it has been charged in the newspapers, that the beef 
packers were the ones who asked for the retention of this duty 
on hides. I want to say that I have never received a word in 
letters or in telegrams, by word of mouth, or in any other way, 
from anybody interested in any manner with the packers. I 
want to ask if there is a single man on this floor who has re- 
ceived any letters or telegrams or been subjected to importuni- 
ties from the packers, asking that the duty on hides might be 
retained? There has been none! 

Mr. PAGE. The Senator is wrong. 

Mr. WARREN. It is true that the live-stock men of the 
West have sent here a very capable and earnest man to repre- 
sent their interest so far as furnishing information to Senators 
and Members of the House was concerned; and that is all. 

Mr. President, we have in this bill before us—which I hope 
will be changed in some degree, and, in fact, it must be—a 
tariff of 15 per cent upon boots and shoes, of 35 per cent upon 
harness and saddlery, and of 5 to 20 per cent on leather, 
though hundreds and hundreds of manufacturers of all these 
articles came before the committee of the House, or have 
reached us through their publications, declaring that if they 
could have free hides they would neither ask nor need any 
protection whatever upon boots or shoes, upon leather, upon 
harness, or upon saddlery. 

Mr. President, as I have said, it is not an inviting prospect 
to me and to other Senators from Western States especially, and 
from farming States generally, to go home and face a con- 
stituency who have received by the thousand these circulars 
from the boot and shoe and leather men saying to them: 
“Petition your Senators, petition your Members of Congress 
to give us free hides, and we will give you free harness and 
free shoes and free leather goods of all descriptions.” What 
kind of a reply shall we make to the farmers who have re- 
eeived those kinds of communications when they ask us, 
“Why did you put this tariff upon boots and shoes and harness 
and leather when the manufacturers have been saying to us 
months and months beforehand that none was necessary?” 

It may be a subject of congratulation to those shoe men 
who came here with that protestation, and who have sent those 
circulars broadcast throughout the country, to say that they 
are enabled to go home with a generous benefaction for which 
they did not ask, and that the Congress had been liberal 
enough to accord to them from 5 per cent to 35 per cent pro- 
tection, for which they did not ask; but, Mr. President, when 
you face the worker, and especially the consumer, who must pay 
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the same old prices—and, by the way, there is not a single 
promise that lower prices upon any of these leather goods w|| 
be given by the manufacturers or dealers—it is a different 
thing. It is all right, Mr. President, as to those localities that 
may be benefited by this benefaction; but I ask again, Where 
shall we come out in this equation when we undertake to ex- 
plain why we voted for and why we worked for a rate of 
tariff unasked for by the beneficiaries? 

Mr. President, it occurs to me that these talented men, these 
gifted men, these wealthy men, who have been able to support 
this large army of shoe and leather evangelists in the fielq 
and to carry on this literary bureau for the shoe and leather 
people, may speak more eloquently than I; and I have here 
some of their communications, pretty well condensed, which | 
ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Sec. 
retary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

East WEYMOUTH, Mass. 

We do not care for any duties on shoes whatever. We do not believe 
that the manufacturers of New England fear any European competition 
on the basis of free hides dnd free shoes. We certainly should welcome 
such a condition, for we believe we can put shoes into any part of 
Europe or the British Empire in competition with any country in the 
world of the same grade. 

We have within three months placed our shoes in Paris and Germany. 
We certainly would like, if the West will give us free hides, to give 
them free shoes. 

Strona & GARFIELD Company, 
GrorGE STRONG, Treasurer. 


Bancor, Me. 
We are perfectly willing that the existing duty should be removed, 
and we can lick any country on earth with free hides. 
B. BH. Buck & Co. 


Boston, Mass 
Shoes now have less protection than most other manufactures, but 
if we can have all the materials used in making shoes free of tariff 
tax, I would not object to putting shoes on the free list. 


W. B. Rice, 
Of Rice & Hutchins. 
RANDOLPH, Mass. 
We certainly would be in favor of having the duty removed, if in 
return we could get hides placed on the free list. ‘The fact that shoe 
manufacturers can sell in the foreign markets is sufficient proof that 
we have nothing to fear in the competitive line. 
RicHarps & BRENNAN. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I notice that the avowals are 
very plain. They say they can “lick any country on earth” if 
they can have free hides; and if they can they wil! concede 
free shoes and free harness and free saddles and free ‘eather. 
Then why extend to such an enterprising leader as the man 
who wrote a letter such as has read protection for which 
he does not ask? I have here a letter which was addressed 
to me personally, which I ask the Secretary to read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
THe WoLre Broruers SHor Company, 
Columbus, Ohio, March 29, 1909. 
Senator Francis E. WARREN, 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: As one of the largest manufacturers of shoes in the 
country we urge you to lend your influence to place shoes on the free list. 
he American shoe manufacturer needs no protection. With free hides 
and cheap raw material the American shoemaker can shoe the world. 
Very respectfully, 
Tun Wo.tre Brorners SHor Company, 
R. F. Wours, President. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, this writer, who proposes to 
“shoe the world,” asks no odds of Congress. I will ask the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. Dick], whom I see at my 
right, whether this man, R. F. Wolfe, the president of the 
Wolfe Brothers Shoe Company, is a representative boot a1. 
shoe man? 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, Mr. .Wolfe is a representative 
boot and shoe man. 

Mr. WARREN. I will ask the Senator, if he will not consider 
it impertinent, going to another subject for a moment, whether 
the State of Ohio is prepared to accept this doctrine, this new 
shibboleth of free raw material? 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, no State in the Union is more de 
voted to the policy of protection than is Ohio. Ohio does not 
possess great herds; she does not mine iron ore; she does not 
have great forests of lumber; but she is against the policy 
free raw materials; she realizes that in the doctrine of free 
raw materials lies the greatest menace to the protective policy. 
Our manufacturers, with few exceptions, realize that free raw 
materials can bring but one ultimate result; and that is free 
manufactures. The letter which the Senator from Wyoming 
has had read, in my judgment, does not represent in any col- 
siderable degree the sentiment of the people of Ohio, but rather 
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the selfish purpose of a short sighted manufacturer. Ohio 
accords to every State, and to every section, and to every in- 
dustry, the same protection she asks for those industries within 
her boundaries. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I should like to ask the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricu], the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, whether this late doc- 
trine of free raw materials, which in certain quarters seems to 
be advanced and entertained, is one which he thinks the Re- 
publican party should accept and follow? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I know of no Republicans and 
no protectionists who are in favor of the doctrine of free raw 
materials as understood by Mr. Mills and Mr. Cleveland and 
the gentlemen who were associated with them in the promulga- 
tion of that doctrine. 

Mr. WARREN. Then, so far as any Republican may in- 
dulge—— 

Mr. BAILEY. They believe in applying it in spots—that is 
all—as is illustrated by this bill. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I then understand from the 
Senator from Rhode Island that whenever a Republican who 
terms himself such advances this idea of free raw material, 
he is doing so without the sanction of his party. I want to 
say, since the Senator from Texas [Mr. Barer] is in the 
Chamber and has just spoken, that he has several times very 
frankly and manfully stated the position of himself and those 
Democrats who think with him as favoring a tariff on raw 
materials, so called, so long as we protect the manufactured ar- 
ticles made therefrom. Am I right? 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course the Senator—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does tue Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. WARREN. I do. 

Mr. BAILBY. The Senator from Wyoming, to be entirely 
accurate, should say that I do not believe in protecting 
either-—— 

Mr. WARREN. That is understood. 

Mr. BAILEY. But I believe in compelling each to contribute 
its fair proportion to the support of the Government. 

Mr. WARREN. Whether it be a protective tariff or a reve- 
nue tariff. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. WARREN. Now, to return a moment to our enterprising 
friends who want free shoes and free leather and free harness 
and free saddles. I have here a very specific statement headed 
“In the matter of free hides,” and addressed “To the honor- 
able the Senators of the United States.” It purports to be 
issued by the National Boot and Shoe Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of the United States, which seems to have a president, 5 
vice-presidents, a treasurer, a secretary, and an executive com- 
mittee of 24 members, the names of all of whom are attached 
to this pamphlet. Their publication expresses the opinion, the 
judgment, and the desire of their association; that is to say, as 
to boots and shoes. I ask the Secretary to read the extract 
which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

All we ask is a free field and no favor, either in our own or in for- 
eign markets. Take away the duties that prevent us from obtaining 
leather at the same prices paid by our foreign competitors and we will 
not only hold our own markets, with or without a duty on shoes, but 
— invade foreign markets at good wages to our boot and shoe 

Mr. WARREN. Nevertheless and notwithstanding, we are 
forcing upon this association 15 per cent upon the kind of boots 
and shoes its members manufacture, although they declare it 
unnecessary, and the farmer is asked to give up his 15 per cent 
protection upon heavy hides, although the farmer does not ask 
to give it up, but declares it is necessary for him to retain it. 

Mr. President, in the same line I send to the desk a communi- 
cation, which was a private letter to a distinguished Senator of 
this body on the other side of the Chamber. 

a va ctemeriannain Without objection, the Secretary 
will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


HANNIBAL SHOE COMPANY, 
Hannibal, Mo., April 25, 1909. 


Without objection, the Secretary 


Hon. W. J. STonE, 
Washington, D. OC. 


Deak Sir: We ——— receipt of your favor of the 15th, and 
note your question as to placing shoes on the free list. We see no 
reason why shoes should not be placed on the free list if hides are, as 
n . ate certain that America can compete with any other nation in any 


Thankin 


‘ou f 
trusting &y ‘or the consideration you have given our letter, and 


you will be able to vote as we have suggested, we remain, 
ours, truly, 


HANNIBAL SHop COMPANY, 
Tuomas J, Cousins, President. 


<<< LL 
rn 


Mr. WARREN. This company sees no reason why boots and 
shoes should go on the dutiable list if hides are free, and yet we 
insist on forcing upon this concern protection on its shoes, while 
we sandbag the farmer by taking from him al! the protection he 
has on hides. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Wyoming whether he believes that the doctrine set forth 
in those communications can be realized on? For instance, 
while we might lower our duties on boots and shoes and we 
might lower the duty—in fact, take it all off of leather—I 
should like to ask the Senator from Wyoming how the shoe 
manufacturers of our country are to get their shoes into Ger- 
many over a tariff wall higher than our own? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I am leaving the shoe men 
to take care of Germany as they may find it convenient for 
them to do. I am taking the shoe men at their word. They 
eame to this Congress and asked for certain legislation, and 
they offered certain things as their part of the bargain; and 
when they got that which they requested of Congress, then 
they repudiated their part of the bargain and asked us to give 
them something which they did not need and did not originally 
ask for. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I think I under- 
stand the attitude of the Senator from Wyoming, but I make it 
distinctly and emphatically clear upon this point that it is per- 
fectly idle for us to strike down the duty upon any manufac- 
tured product, in the making of which thousands of American 
citizens are employed at good wages, and give to foreigners, 
who maintain a higher tariff than our own, an exclusive market 
for their products within their own country, and give them an 
unrestricted opportunity here. 

Mr. WARREN. And, Mr. President, it is just as idle and it 
is just as wicked and it is just as bad in every respect to strike 
down the workmen who are engaged with the farmer in raising 
certain supplies which go into the manufacture of shoes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigun. Mr. President 

Mr. WARREN. One moment. I voted with the Senator from 
Michigan to put a fair and reasonable tariff upon boots and 
shoes and all leather goods; and I voted also to put a tariff 
upon the product of the farmer, the hides of cattle; and in doing 
that, in my judgment, Mr. President, I at least was consistent. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I am frank to con- 
fess that I do not desire to make it easy for any American citi- 
zen to wear foreign-made shoes. I much prefer that they would 
patronize our own producers and manufacturers. The simile 
of the Senator from Wyoming is not quite accurate. While 
every great commercial country in the world maintains a tariff 
upon manufactured leather and upon boots and shoes, there is 
scarcely a commercial country of any prominence on the globe 
that maintains a tariff upon hides. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, perhaps the Senator from 
Michigan proposes to tell this Congress and this people that 
he knows more about the boot and shoe business and the leather 
business than the boot and shoe and leather men themselves 
know; but I am taking the word of the men who, I believe, 
ought to know whether they need a tariff or not; and we have 
their declaration that they can go into Germany and that they 

ean go into any other country on earth without any tariff upon 
their product, if they have free hides. Does the Senator deny 
that? 

Mr. SMITH ef Michigan. 
sion in large part 

Mr. WARREN. Of the boot and shoe business? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Of one of the greatest industrial 
markets tributary to our own country. We are not selling our 
boots and shoes in South America; Germany is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Because we have not got the ships in 
which to send them. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; we have neither the ships in 
which to send them, nor can we produce them as cheaply for 
exportation, seemingly. I do not desire to drive out of the 
shoe factories of our country American labor into other walks 
of employment, or no employment, merely that some shoe manu- 
facturer may try out a dream of his own. 

We know very well that it is wisdom for our people to wear 
American-made products. The Senator from Wyoming has 
always contended for that, and I do not believe that even now 
he would strike at this industry with the idea of crippling it in 
any way; but it seems to me that we are taking very desperate 
chances when we are tearing down every barrier against 
cheaper products from Europe and making it easier for them to 
sell their products here. 





Germany has already taken posses- 
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I have listened during this debate over and over again to the 
statement that we should have such protection as would meas- 
ure the difference between the cost of our products and the 
cost of European preducts. Why, Mr. President, you would 
have to reguiate and readjust your tariff almost every twenty- 
four hours if you based it upon any such whimsical proposition 
as that. I took up last night the report, which is now in the 
hands of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin], of the 
various boards of trade in Germany, and I find there is just as 
much difference of opinion among the German boards of trade 
as to what it costs to produce an article there as there is differ- 
ence of opinion among our people as to what it costs to produce 
an article there. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator does himself jus- 
tice in his desire to protect the working people, but he does 
himself injustice and he does me injustice when he thinks I 
undertake to strike down any industry. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not think the Senator does. 

Mr. WARREN. But, Mr. President, I am one of those who 
is willing to take the word of the men who have spent their 
lives in manufacturing a product. I am willing to take their 
word as to whether they need protection or not; but I am not 
willing, through any fad, through any hidebound idea of pro- 
tection that men must have it, whether they want it or not, to 
force down the threats of certain people in this country who are 
engaged in the manufacturing business a benefit which they 
say they do not need. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, if the Senator 

Mr. WARREN. One moment. That is not the worst of it. 
The Senator stands in his place and asks me to indorse the 
idea of striking down the farmer, taking the only thing that he 
has—15 per cent duty upon hides weighing 25 pounds or more— 
in order that the shoe men may get into Germany with their 
product, when they themselves say that they ean shoe the 
world—that they can “lick the world,” in their own words—if 
you give them free hides. Yet it is proposed to take away 
from the farmer the 15 per cent duty on hides and ask of him 
the only sacrifice—for there is not another instance in this en- 
tire bill where a product, a highly protected product, or even 
che with medium protection, is put upon the free list—to take 
away from the farmer the duty on a product that it takes from 
three years to five years to mature, a hide that weighs 25 
pounds. The farmer says that he does need that protection; 
but you take it from him notwithstanding the fact that his 
workmen must go without any protection; drive him, if you 
please, to employ Chinamen, Indians, and others, because he has 
no protection upon his product and is unable to hire white men, 
in order that a little group of manufacturers down near the 
Atlantic Ocean may receive a tariff benefit which they them- 
selves have said they do not need. That is the doctrine of the 
Senator from Michigan as he has expressed himself here. 

Mr. President, right here let me say that recently there was 
a little symposium in Boston over beyond the Hudson River 
among the men interested in securing free hides. They con- 
gratulated each other upon the success of their free-hide prop- 
aganda, and incidentally, I suppose, levied another assessment 
to settle balances due on lobbying expenses. They testified, 
each one as he was summoned, as to what effect this great 
achievement of robbing the farmer to the benefit of the shoe- 
maker would have. Here is the testimony of one who, they 
say, is the greatest leather manufacturer in the country. I 
ask the Secretary to read the portion marked with red lines, 
and I hope Senators will note carefully what is read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SETTLEMENT THE BIG THING, 


One of the highest officials and best-informed members of the Boston 
Shoe and Leather Association is of the opinion that in the long run 
there will not be any great reduction im the price of hides, and that 
the great advantage is that the tariff question seems to be settled, with- 
out reference to the “how” of the settlement. 

“ Foreign hides have been coming into the country at a duty of 15 
per cent,” he said. “ That is, a hide at 20 cents would have to pay a 
duty of 3 cents a pound. Now, you might figure that the 3 cents was 
roing to come off the cost of the hide to the importer; that is, that 
he tanner was going to save that 8 cents. 

“This will not be the case. These hides will be advanced on the 
foreign market from 2 to 24 cents, and therefore a large part of the 
hides that are landed here will come in at about the same old figure. 
In other words the foreigner wants part of this 3 cents Instead of 
giving it to the tanner. It is by this line of reasoning that I reach 
the conclusion that in the long run there will be no great reduction in 
the price of hides.” 


Mr. WARREN. §8o, Mr. President, in this Boston tea party 
of congratulation among shoe and leather men, they freely ad- 
mitted that the effect of this legislation is to take away every 
scrap of the benefit of the tariff from the farmer in the line of 
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hides, to take away from this Government three millions anq 
more of revenue, and give it to whom? Do what with it? 
Why, give the most of it to people in other countries, such as 
Argentina, which the talented Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
SmiTH] has quoted as being a country that does not buy our 
boots and shoes and other products—give to that country, if 
you please, this 15 per cent that the farmer has had, or, | 
should say from that reading, about five-sixths of it, while the 
other one-sixth of it goes down imto the jeans of the shoe 
manufacturers; that is all. So, Mr. President, for the little 
paltry one-sixth of what the protective tariff on hides would 
yield, and out of which the tanner and manufacturer can get 
this infinitesimal benefit, they would slaughter not only all the 
farmers of the country, but they would debauch the Treasury 
of the United States itself, and take the $3,000,000 or more 
which could be eollected annually from importations of hides. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. WARREN. I do. 

Mr. DICK. And may I suggest to the Senator from Wyoming 
that when we had hides on the free list it did not increase our 
exportations ef boots and shoes to Seuth American countries’ 

Mr. WARREN. Nor did it lower the price on a single 
artiele in the boot and shoe line; and it is now admitted by 
everyone—no one, I think, here or elsewhere will say that they 
expect to buy a harness or a saddle or a boot or a shoe for a 
single penny less hereafter because of the removal of the 15 per 
cent tariff upon hides. 

But the hour is slipping by. I have here some hundred more 
ef these little gems in which the shoemakers propose to “ lick 
the world” and take possession of Germany and Great Britain 
and all the other markets if they only can have free hides, and 
I will ask permission that I may insert these gems in my re. 
marks and pass on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

Mr. DIXON. I hope the Senater from Wyoming will not 
discontinue the reading of these letters. I think they are very 
instructive, and I think some Members of the Senate at least 
ought to hear them at this time. I hope he will continue to 
have the clerk read. 

Mr. WARREN. I think I shall have to ask to print some of 
them. I will have, perhaps, one or two more read here, to give 
the general flavor. I have not intended to present many of the 
great numbers which have been written. 

Mr. DICK. Have them printed. 

Mr. WARREN. I will have them printed in my remarks a 
little further on, after I have made some observations. 

It has been said that cattle hides are controlled by the beef 
packers, and that the packers are a great trust. Here we have 
evidence all the way through that the leather business has been 
in the hands of two or three great trusts (about to be merged 
into one) for many a year—many a year before we ever heard 
of the packers tanning hides. Here is the testimony of one of 
the faithful—a shoe and leather man. He says: 


Leather to a great extent is controlled by trusts. Our shoe ma- 
chinery is controlled exclusively by a trust. 


And in the newspaper, which is the Boston Herald, a part 
of which I have sent to the desk, will be found the information 
that very soon we will have a trust that will not only take in 
all the leather manufacturers, but all this shoe machinery 
itself, forming a trust which in its breadth of scope and ambi- 
tion, if it is consummated, will make the steel trust, the Stand- 
ard Oil Company, and the packers of Chicago look smaller than 
the new Lineoln pennies. 

I have here among my papers the testimony of a Mr. Jones, 
who graced us with his company for a large portion of this 
session—and he was always welcome—in which he says, among 
other things, that a certain periodical in the interest of free 
hides sent out many hundred inquiries privately to boot and 
shoe and leather men, asking them if they were willing to ac- 
cept free boots and shoes, free harness and leather, and ‘0 
forth, provided they could have free hides. 

He gives as the result, out of replies received from shoe men 
and tamners only 64 answered “No.” The rest, without any 
reservation whatever, said they were ready and willing and 
anxious to have the tariff abrogated entirely if they could have 
free hides. 

Mr. President, I will here insert the testimony of other shoe 
and leather men, according to permission given me a moment 
ago. 

First comes ex-Governor Douglas, of Massachusetts, as laic 
as May 21, 1909, a little over two months ago, and contributes 
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the following at the end of a long argument in favor of free 
hides, free shoes, and free leather: 


In conclusion, I wish to say that I hold somewhat different opinions 
from those held by some other shoe manufacturers. I am not afraid 
of free shoes if I can have free hides and free leather. I would gladly 
swap any doubtful benefit from the duty on shoes for the certain bene 
fits of free hides and leather. 


This proposed law gives Mr. Douglas the free hides he desires, 
but there the indulgence of his wishes ceases, because we force 
a protective tariff upon sole leather and other leather and upon 
boots and shoes. It seems that Governor Douglas must have 
been solicited to change his opinion, but he adheres to it, for 
in a later letter—a personal letter to a United States Senator— 
he adds the following: 


I might say in a few words that I have seen no reason since those 
speeches were to change my position in the slightest. On the 
contrary, I am more strongly convinced now than ever before on 
those subjects. We have more competition among manufacturers of 
poots and shoes in our own country than we could possibly have at 
the hands of foreign competitors. 

I am strongly of the opinion that a tariff on boots and shoes, with 
the idea of “ protection,” is a farce in every respect. Give us free 
hides and free sole leather and we will cap the markets of the 
whole world for our boots and shoes. 

And still we force Governor Douglas to have a tariff on 
leather, boots and shoes, and harness and saddlery, while the 
farmer is strippped of his 15 per cent protection on hides. 

Then we have a recent communication from Mr. Hanan, 
president of the National Boot and Shoe Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation, in the form of a letter sent to Senators, in which we 
find the following: 

Ours is the only industry that is honest enough to acknowledge 
that the time is nearing when it can compete with the world, standing 
upon the merits of its product, if our legislators would ve it but 
oat s chance, and that half a chance is the removal of the tariff 
on 11aes, 

It is true that Mr. Hanan plays the soft pedal a little here, 
because by this time he is already advised by the House bill 
that it is proposed not only to remove the duty on the cattle 
hides of the farmer, but to give a high duty nevertheless to 
leather and boots and shoes. Yet the same boast is there, that 
they can compete with the world, standing upon their merits, 
without aid of protection; and yet we force this overworked 
officer of an association to submit to having forced upon him 
an unasked-for tariff on boots and shoes. 

In another personal appeal from this same officer we find 
the following: 

The policy of the western and southern farmers in advocating a 
duty on hides is a mistaken one, as it is gradually driving the South 
American countries out of the hide business into the raising of crops. 
While conversing recently with a naval officer, who for a number of 
years had been stationed in one of the South American cities, he told 
me that since a duty had been placed on hides, many men in these 
countries were — the hide and cattle business and going into the 
business of raising wheat. 

So, Mr. President, it seems that the raising of hides és a 
business, and can be and is affected by the tariff on hides, for 
this man who is acknowledged to be high up in infermation 
regarding everything pertaining to hides, leather, the manufac- 
ture of boots and shoes, and so forth, maintains that when we 
protected our farmers in the United States by only a 15 per 
cent tariff on heavy hides alone, and our business in cattle 
grew and increased in consequence, we thereby gradually drove 
out of the South American countries the hide business, and 
the growers there turned their attention to raising wheat and 
other crops. 

What, then, may I ask Mr. Hanan—and my fellow-Senators 
who may differ with me upon this tariff question—what, then, 
will be the fate of the growers in America, for Mr. Hanan 
recognizes that there is a hide business, and that it can be in- 
creased or decreased—in fact, he speaks of its having been 
driven out of a country because of the failure to levy a tariff. 

And so we are going to force the farmers in this country to 
turn their attention to other business and quit the hide-raising 
business because of removal of the duty, but go on paying the 
high prices for boots and shoes, harness, and so forth, because 
of an increasing protective tariff upon them which the manu- 
facturers neither asked nor expected, while the farmer pockets 
his losses and sees his business go glimmering. 

Mr. President, if we are to distribute gifts, why not extend 
Some of our benefactions to our worthy farmers, rather than 
give them unasked to our leather and boot and shoe friends? 

Now, let me quote from some of the witnesses who appeared 
before the House committee. I will refer to only a few of them, 
ae many more unquoted whose testimony was of similar 

mport, 

Mr. Milton 8. Florsheim, manufacturer of shoes—who has 
given us much of his time this last year and sent us any amount 
of literature—suggests the following to the House committee : 


> Should you conclude to take the rely off of shoes it might 
© well to investigate the advisability of lowering the schedule on those 
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articles which must be used in making a pair of shoes—i. e., thread, 


shellac, etc., but by leaving the duty on shoes at a nominal figure, 
5 to 10 per cent, it would be unnecessary to touch the present schedules 
on those articles unless your committee should deem it advisable for 
the general welfare of the public. 


He, it seems, expected Congress to make shoes free if hides 
were free, and so he modestly suggests the advisability of taking 
off a little from thread, shellac, and so forth, but generously 
says that if the duty on shoes is made nominal—say 5 to 10 
per cent—no other articles entering into the manufacture of 
shoes need be carried to the free list excepting hides. Of 
course, the 15 per cent reduction on hides makes no difference, 
since it is merely the farmer who raises them, and nowadays he 
has few if any friends, so the leather and boot and shoe men 
think. 

Here is a telegram sent to the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House by the manufacturers of Sorosis 
shoes : 

LYNN, Mass., November 2}. 


Hon, Sereno B. Payne, 
Chairman Ways and Means Committee, Washington, D. C.: 


As probably the largest manufacturers of women's fine shoes in the 
world, the Sorosis Shoe Company desires to go on record as declaring 
the present tariff on such shoes as we manufacture wholly unnecessary 
to our success and a distinct injustice to the consuming public. We 
favor the complete abolition of this tariff, welcoming the competitien 
of the world. We should be glad, at the convenience of the Ways and 
Means Committee, to present arguments for the removal of the duty 
en beots and shoes like those of our own manufacture. 

A. B. Lirria & Co. 

It is a “distinct injustice” to consumers, this man says, to 
place any tariff on boots and shoes. 

Along the same line of thought is the testimony of Mr. Henry 
J. Macfarland, a manufacturer of boots and shoes, from whose 
statement I read the following: 

Mr. CLARK. Are you in accord with taking the tariff off of leather? 

Mr. MACFARLAND. I am, sir; absolutely. 

Mr. CLARK. And boots and shoes? 

Mr. MACFARLAND. I am not an exporter. The exporters have a dif- 
ferent opinion from what I hold. I believe that this country can 
manufacture shoes in competition with any country on earth. 

Mr. CLARK. That is all. 

Mr. MACPARLAND. I think the skilled labor here is such that we can 
compete, and successfully compete, with any country. 

* * * * + 

Mr. RaNDELL. You say that the manufacturers of shoes in this coun- 
try can compete with those of any country in the world, in your epin- 
ion. You mean in the markets of the world, do you? 

Mr. MACFARLAND. Yes. 

Mr. RANDELL. You do not just confine that to this country, 
home market, but you mean the markets of the world? 

Mr. MACFARLAND. I mean the skill with which shoes are manufac- 
tured ; the skilled workmen of this country can overcome the handicap 
of the price of foreign labor. 

Mr. RANDELL. And enable you to meet them in the markets of the 
world? 

Mr. MACFARLAND. Meet them anywhere. 

Mr. RANDELL. Then, of course, any duty would be a gratuity and a 
punty ? 

Mr. MACFARLAND. My position is that we do not want any duty. 
There is a difference of opinion on that. No two men ever thought 
alike; but I have always been in favor of free raw material. 

Mr. RANDELL. You have thought of this matter, and your deliberate 
judgment is that the shoe trade does not need any protection advan- 
tage; that it already has the advantage of the worid? 

Mr. MACPARLAND. That is my position exactly. 


Then comes Mr. John W. Craddock, manufacturer of shoes, 
from whose statement I quote the following: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. May I ask you a question? You would prefer to 
have the leather trade absolutely free if you could get free hides, rather 
than stand existing conditions? 

Mr. Crappock. Certainly. 

Mr. UNperRwoop. It would improve your trade conditions for us to 
give you free hides and give free competition with the world? ; 

Mr. Crappock. That is absolutely apparent; yes. 

- * > os * a 

Mr. CALpERHEAD. I think you might as well say the same thing 
concerning the manufacture of shoes. 

Mr. Crappock. We do not ask for any protection. 
like it is on cotton. 


Then, we have a little story contributed by Charles H. Jones, 
representing the New England Shoe and Leather Association. 
His business has been largely in Washington for several months 
of late, and, as I have said before, he has been a most welcome 
visitor. He says: 


At that time—this was early in the spring of 1903—the Commercial! 
Bulletin, of Boston, sent out to all the shoe and leather manufacturers 
in that section of the country the following inquiry: “If hides are 
made free, will you consent to have your products free?” 

They sent this inquiry to all manufacturers and tanners in that sec- 
tion of the country, and, as far as I know, elsewhere in the country, 
and they received from 375 shoe manufacturers and 40 tanners an 
answer. Of the 375 replies received from shoe manufacturers, 311 
were in the affirmative without any qualification, 2 added a proviso 
if all materials used in the manufacture were put on the free bist, 
and 64 answered no. You understand this proposition was, “If hides 
are made free, will you cons@nt to have your products free?" That 


= * 


the 


It is very much 


was the result of that polling, and that was probably the most complete 
attempt ever made to ascertain the feeling of shoe manufacturers on 
this question, 

So here you have in a nutshell, in this one item, the testimony 
of 375 shoe manufacturers and 40 tanners, 311 of whom said 
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that if they could have free hides they wanted no tariff on 
leather or boots and shoes; 2 more said the same, except that 
they wanted the other materials used in manufacture put on 
the free list; and only 64 out of these 415 tanners and shoe 
manufacturers spoke for any kind of protection on leather and 
boots and shoes if they could have free hides. 

And yet we are forcing upon this large number of manufac- 
turers, who are willing that their products shall go upon the 
free list, a duty on boots and shoes and on leather, and they, 
the 351 manufacturers, must accept it, as well as the 64 others 
who differ with them. 


The following further statement occurs in Mr. Jones's testi- 
mony : 


Mr. CLARK. Did I not ask the question direct, if you could not get a 
tariff! of of hides any other way, that while you would rather keep this 
4g aor cent or 5 per cent, as the case may be, on shoes, you would give 

all up? 

Mr. Jones. I said personally I would be glad to. Personally, I be- 
lieve myself—and I am not speaking for or representing the trade, 
because that is not the opinion of the trade—but representing myself 
panne as a manufacturer, I should be perfectly willing, or, rather, 

should be very glad, to make that exchange. 


It seems that in this report the leather men agreed with the 
boot and shoe manufacturers, and we find many others who 
specifically state the same. Mr. Leas, of Leas & McVitty, very 
large manufacturers of oak sole leather, while a little coy and 


modest, in his hearing before the House committee, testified 
as follows: 


Mr. Cockran. Would you, as a manufacturer of sole leather; be con- 
ome to have your product put upon the free list if you were given free 
1ides ? 

‘ = Leas. Yes; I should say I was, to come to that question posi- 
ively. 
eo x * te + * * 

Mr. CLark. You are willing to have leather go on the free list, along 
with the hides? 

Mr. Luas. Yes. I simply want the tanners of America to be put on 
a par with those of other nations, and that all the hides used in Amer- 
ica should be tanned in America, so that——— 

Mr. CLarK. There is no dispute about that; but I want a definite 
statement whether leather should go on the free list if hides go on. 

Mr. Leas. If it is necessary. 

Mr. Cuark. Take out that qualification, now, and we will be getting 
together. |Laughter.] 

Mr. Gaines. Mr. Leas, you represent yourself, or other tanners? 

Mr. Leas. I am from Philadelphia, and I represent the Philadelphia 
oak tanners. 

Mr. Gaines. What do we understand? Do we understand that you 
want the duty on hides removed? Are you willing to have the leather 
of the kind you and those you represent make placed upon the free list? 

Mr. Leas. Yes; I said 1 was. 


And still, Mr. President, we are insisting that Mr. Leas must 
take his duty on heavy sole leather and on thin leather, if he 
tans any, notwithstanding he says he does not want it, and the 
farmer in the meantime is in a stand-and-deliver attitude. His 
“attle hides go free; his leather, harness, boots and shoes, and 
so forth, carry an uncalled for protective tariff. 

Another testimonial from a tanning concern reads as follows: 


Norwicu, Conn. 
We are perfectly willing, and think it to the advantage of tanners 
and shoe manufacturers, if the duty on hides and leather were taken 
off, for the following reasons: We have the advantage of cheaper tan- 
ning materials, better machinery, and better workmen, who do turn 
out a great deal more work and better work than is done in foreign 
countries, and can therefore produce leather cheaper, even at higher 
wages. This statement is proven by our large exports of leather. 
Relative to boots and shoes, would say that large quantities of these 
are exported yearly, and the amount could be greatly increased if the 
manufacturers of the above would make them to suit the requirements 
of the foreign customers as to style and packing of goods. 
Trust the movement to put hides and leather on the free list will 
succeed, 
UtmMer Leatuer Co., 
By Frank ULMER. 


Now comes Mr. Elisha W. Cobb, a manufacturer of heavy 
leather, who testifies as follows: 


Mr. Boutre.tu. Mr. Cobb, I would like to ask you one or two questions. 
As I understood your statement a moment ago, which met with very 
generous applause, either from the ultimate consumer or the manufac- 
turer of shoes—I was utterly unable to determine which—it was that 
you were in favor of putting hides on the free list? 

Mr. Cons. As it strikes me, I think the tanning industry in this 
country can take care of themselves if we can buy our raw material, as 
well as other peonle, in other countries. 

Mr. Boure.u. Personally, you would not object to putting leather on 
the free list? 

Mr. Coss, Personally, no, sir. 


He is followed by Mr. Edward P. Alexander, representing the 
eather Belting Manufacturers’ Association, who makes the 
following statement: 


Mr. Unperwoop. Let me ask you a question, so that I may thoroughly 
understand you. Representing your business as a manufacturer of 
belting, if Congress saw proper to put hides on the free list, you will 
be entirely satisfied to have every duty removed that protects your 
industry ? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Personally, I should say yes. 
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Mr. H. N. Hill, president of the National Association of 
Patent and Enameled Leather Manufacturers, testified as ,). 
lows: 

Mr. Unpberwoop. And you would be perfectly willing to have fy, 


leather, so far as you are concerned, if you have free leather in the 
markets of the world? 


Mr. HiLu. So far as I am personally concerned. I do not think there 
is any limit to our business excepting the sky if we were allowed fro. 
raw materials under those conditions. That is my personal opinion. 

Mr. Jones, whom I have already introduced, makes complaint 
as follows: 

Leather to a great extent is controlled by trusts. Our shoe machine;, 
is controlled exelusively by a trust. . 

And yet Mr. Jones and all the others want to have free 
hides, free leather, and so forth, because of an alleged meat 
trust. Ah, yes, Mr. President, it is a very catchy procedure t, 
trade on the ill repute of some great concern or concerns: and 
while these men admit, and we know by the records that there 
are great leather trusts and tanning trusts, that all of the boot 
and shoe machinery is held by one of the most ironclad, dog- 
matic, and oppressive trusts known, yet these trusts are sup- 
posed to be not subjects of censure or condemnation of any 
kind; but the farmers of the country must be outraged, and the 
legitimate protection on their product must be removed, beciuse, 
forsooth, a little over one-quarter—not one-third—of this par- 
ticular product (cattle) is slaughtered by the packers, and 
only 7 per cent of all the hides tanned in this country are 
tanned by the packers all together, in their own tanneries and 
under contract with other tanneries. 

Having quoted from boot and shoe men and tanners, we 
come now to the wholesale saddle and harness people, and Mr. 
Charles Kiper, representing the Wholesale Saddlery Associa- 
tion of the United States, testifies as follows: 


Mr. Unperwoop. If the duty is taken off of hides, and you have free 
hides, would it be satisfactory to your business to take the duty off of 
saddles and saddlery leather in your business? 

Mr. Kirre. So far as the great majority of the goods are concerned, 
95 per cent or more of the goods that are made by the American manu- 
facturers of harness and soatierr. I should say that the removal or the 
retention of the duty would make absolutely no difference whatsoever 
That is for the reason that the great bulk—I am safe in saying more 
than 95 per cent—of the goods made by the American manufacturers 
is not made abroad, mainly for the reason that the styles and classes 
of goods that are used by our consuming masses, such as the farmer 
and the ranchman, are not made in Europe. * * * There are 
some of those goods imported, but those gocds are—oh, I might say less 
than 1 per cent, or not to exceed 2 per cent, of the total business of 
the country. They are usually purchased not by the masses, but by the 
class of people who are wealthy, and who are willing to pay the price: 
and I believe that the removal of the duty would not stimulate the 
demand at all. 

Mr. Unpgerwoop. Then you regard that portion of the duty as purely 
a matter of revenue? 

Mr. Krper. That is a matter of revenue, and I should say that that 
was more of a luxury than a necessity. 

Mr. UNpDERWoOop. That is to be considered from the revenue stand- 
point of the bill, and not from the standpoint of protecting your 
industry? 

Mr. Kirer. Not in the least. I am safe in saying that we American 
manufacturers have nothing to fear from European competition on the 
great bulk of the goods that we make. The duty that now exists is 
merely a nominal affair, anyway, and cuts no figure whatsoever. 

Mr. UnpErwoop. So that if you get free hides you will be perfectly 
satisfied with whatever else is done with the bill? 

Mr. Ktrger. My opinion is that the restoring of hides to the free list 
would be a benefit to the consuming masses who buy our goods. We 
ask for no protection on the bulk of the goods that we make, with the 
exception, as I say, of those exceptional articles. 

Mr. Cockran. There are just a few foreign saddles and bridles 
imported ? 

Mr. Kirer. Yes. 

And so I might go on quoting from many hundreds more, «|! 
alike substantially; in fact, there is a long list of persons who 
might be quoted, whose statements appeared in a_ periodical 
publication a year or two ago. I will not mention them now 
or quote from their statements. It is tiresome, and I wil! not 
dwell further on that line. 

I have produced evidence enough from the shoe and leatrer 
manufacturers themselves to prove the point that no duty « 
all is necessary on boots and shoes, leather and harness, if 
hides are free, and therefore this bill exceeds from 5 to 20 per 
cent on the different articles the duty the manufacturers ov! 
those articles have said was sufficient. 

Mr. President, it is bad policy to thus debauch these manu 
facturers, giving them a measure of protection which they «vc 
not ask for and at the expense of the farmers, who have ask«! 
for a retention of all or a part of their present duty on hides 
in case the manufacturers of shoes and leather should have 
protection on their product. The farmers would be and are 
willing that hides should be on the free list if leather, harie>s 
shoes, and other manufactures of leather should be free, :\s 
proposed by the shoe and leather men themselves. 

I am willing to give those men a tariff on boots and shoes, 01) 
harness and on saddles, if they need it, and I have so voted 
here; but when they undertake to raise the black flag of free 
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raw materials and undertake to inculcate a heresy into the body 
politic, then it is time for us to pause and see whether we, as a 
party, are for free raw materials or not. 

Mr. President, I want to ask that stand-pat Republican, the 
junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr], a question. 
‘There has been a great deal of talk and a great many state- 
ments in the newspapers about the demand for free raw ma- 
terial. It is said that there is such a growing demand that we 
ought to meet it and make raw materials free. I do not believe 
the Senator espouses that idea; but I should like an avowal 
from him whether he does or does not. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not, sir. Most emphatically I do not. 
There is no such thing as raw material. 

Mr. WARREN. I see the veteran Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] in front of me. I only desire to ask him 
if he is ready to say that we ought to make the farmers’ prod- 
ucts “free raw materials?” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I did not intend to be 
drawn into this discussion at all. I am so completely satu- 
rated with the oratory of others that I thought I would keep 
quiet. But I am pleased to answer the interrogatory of the 
Senator from Wyoming. 

For more than thirty years I have been, to the best of my 
ability, saying to the people of my State and some other States 
that the doctrine of free raw materials was a fallacy which the 
Republican party could net afford to adopt. Twenty-two years 
ago it was my privilege to make in the House of Representatives 
some observations on the tariff, where I treated the subject of 
raw materials to some extent, and fifteen years ago in this 
Chamber I spoke on the tariff to a greater length possibly than 
I ought to have done, and I recall the fact that I made some 
mention of the free raw material doctrine in that speech. I 
chance to have that speech in my desk, and I will read one 
paragraph of what I said on that subject at that time. It was 
in these words: 

For several years they have been cry 





for “free raw materials.” 

a us free raw materials and we will capture the markets of the 
worid. 

They have, indeed, never been able to make it clear what they mean 
by raw materials. They sepoeee forget that the moment labor has 
been expended upon an article that moment it ceases to be raw material 
and becomes y's finished p , 

Wool is the farmer’s finished product as soon as it is el from 
the sheep; but it is then the manufacturer's raw mate . When 
he has woven it into cloth, it is his finished product; but it is then 
the tailor’s raw material What t are raw materials? They are 
im nature, before any labor whatever 
has been expended upon them—such as irom ore or coal in the moun- 
tain, or standing trees in the forest. 

Now, the free trader wants all these, and similar articles, admitted 
free of duty, and feels deeply agerteves because are subjected to 
a protective duty when brought here. He eviden nks it would be 
better to get his wool from South America or Au lia; his coal from 
Nova Scotia; his lead from Mexico; his tin from Wales, ete., rather 
than, by the help of,a pretective tariff, develop these industries from 
our own native resources. 

The protectionist believes the latter course much the better for our 
country, because it thereby develops our own resources, gives remunera- 
tive wages te our own workmen, a fair returns to our own capital, 


and yy in our own country the money that would otherwise go 
abroad to pay for such materials and labor; and also because it pre- 
vents the reduction of the w 


of our own in 
quite 50 per cent to the level of the cheap a = Se te 

Mr. President, that answers the Senator’s question, and I 
will say to him that I stand by that doctrine to-day just as 
lirmly as I stood by it fifteen years ago. 

As a protectionist I voted against putting so-called raw ma- 
terials on the free list during the consideration of this bill, 
and notwithstanding I was in opposition to a tremendous senti- 
ment in my own State, IE voted to retain hides on the dutiable 
list, believing that the western farmers had a right to de- 
mand that at our hands. 

Mr. WARREN. I thank the Senator. I now appeal to my 
farmer friend, the eloquent Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dortrver}, 
and I will ask him whether he is ready with his ideas of lower 
tariff, which no doubt are proper, to initiate a new theory of 
free raw materials to the farmer and the miner? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say to the Senator from Wyoming 
that my doctrine of protection includes all the preduets of 
Americarf labor, without discrimination in favor of the factory 
against the farm or in favor of the farm against the factory. 
I have never deviated from that doctrine except in the ease of 
those raw materials which have been monopolized and to which 
access has been denied by proprietors who hold them and dole 
them out to their competitors as in the case of iron ere, as I 
understand the situation. But the great products of agricul- 
ture, which are not monopolized, and the great products of our 
farms and our mines and our forests, which are net monopo- 
lized—these natural products, brought to a certain stage by 
American labor, I have always held to be equally entitled to 
protection as the finest fabrics that are made in the factories 
of the United States, 
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Mr. WARREN. Once more. I should like to appeal to the 
brilliant young Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bristow]. He has 
his ideas of a lower tariff. I should like to know from him 
whether he is ready to accept this ery of free raw material as 
ene of the tenets of the Republican party for the future. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I am in favor of revising the tariff from 
the standpoint of a protectionist, basing the duties on the 
difference in the cost of production in this country and abroad, 
and applying that rule to every product of human labor. 

Mr. WARREN. I thank the Senator. Once more, and then I 
am done. 

I see yonder the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Outver]. I should like to ask that distinguished Senator 
whether he is one of those, located in the manufacturing dis- 
tricts of the East, who wish to indorse a policy of free raw 
materials. : 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, in my opinion there is no such 
thing as a raw material. The ore in the mine, the coal in the 
hills, might be considered raw until it has been touched by the 
hand of labor. But as soon as the pick is struck into the 
ground labor begins to have some effect upon it; and so long 
as we must pay our labor more than is paid in other lands, 
and so long as we want to educate the chiidren of our labor- 
ing men and bring them up as intelligent citizens, we ought to 
protect all the labor that is put upon those so-called “raw 
materials,” whether produced in the mines or on the farm or 
where not. I do not believe in any doctrine that will place any 
of them upon the free list, but I do believe in protecting them 
at every step of their advancement. 

Mr. WARREN. I said I would not ask another. 
seems to me I ought to hear from the Pacific coast. 

I notice present the distinguished Senator from California 
[Mr. Frint], who is a member of the Finance Committee—one 
of those men who, in the immutable evolution of events, will 
probably in a little time stand near the head of that com- 
mittee. I ask him whether he is ready to indorse this far cry 
of free raw material? 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President, I am not prepared to adopt any 
plan for free raw material. I supported in the committee the 
duty on raw materials, and believe they should be protected 
the same as the manufactured articles. The people of my State 
and the leading journals of my State have all supported the 
doctrine of a protective tariff, not only on the manufactured 
articles, manufactured in the State as well as outside of the 
State, but upon raw materials, whether produced in California 
or other States of the Union. 

Mr. WARREN. There is some satisfaction, Mr. President, in 
contemplating the fact that while the farmer has been stripped 
of every iota of his protective tariff upon a finished product 
miscalled by some “raw material,” the shoe and leather people 
have been forced to submit to a partial reduction, such a one 
as required a most unusual proceeding, in a parliamentary 
way, in a place other than this, where a special rule—perhaps 
the first of its kind in American history—has been resorted to, 
and later by the unusual procedure in this body. It would 
seem that in the forfeiture of all of this dignity and precedent, 
and the sacrifice on the part of the farmer and stock raiser, 
we might at least have ventured to give the leather and shoe 
manufacturers only what they wanted, or, rather, what they 
admitted would be sufficient for them—that is to say, free 
leather and free shoes if they could have free hides. It seems 
to me we have strained at a gnat and swallowed a camel, 
or, rather, have been swallowed by the cobblers’ shops and 
tanneries. 

Mr. President, I understand that a corrective rider in the way 
of a concurrent resolution will immediately follow the vote on 
this conference report, which will instruct the enrolling clerk 
to amend the leather, boot and shoe, and harness and saddlery 
paragraphs, reducing the 35 per cent duty rate on harness and 
saddlery to 20 per cent, the sole-leather rate to 5 per cent, the 
upper-leather rate to 74 per cent, and boots and shoes from 
15 per cent to 10 per cent. 

Mr. President, out in my part of the country we do not 
shoot the fiddler even if he does produce discordant music, pro- 
vided he does the best he can. 

So with our conferees. We know something of their miseries 
and of their troubled efforts to compose the differences, not 
only between the House and Senate, but between those legis- 
lative bodies and the importers and others outside of Congress. 

Therefore, while we are compelled to admit that the public, 
especially wearers of boots and shoes and users of harness, 
saddles, and other leather goods, are victimized, we will not 
charge it up against the conferees, as doubtless they did the 
best they could. 

The free-hides propaganda seems to have been conceived in 
sin and bern in iniquity, The first moves made therein were 
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made to fool the public and the very last made are to fool the 
public, as I shall explain. 

Th. free-hides people sent broadcast over the country one 
misrepresentation after another, commencing with the charge 
that they had been tricked by Congress, in that the duty on 
hides had been inserted in the Dingley bill while the bill was 
in conference. Their free-hides books, their resolutions, their 
communications, their trade publications, their private letters, 
everything sent out by them, carried such charges. For in- 
instance, in their Free Hide Text-Book we find in one place the 
following: 

In the Senate, however, the tariff was put upon hides during the com- 
promise hours. 

In another place in the same book the following: 

In the conference hours before the final passage of the new revenue 
law— 

Meaning the Dingley Act— 

a tariff of 15 per cent was put upon hides. Just how it was done has 
always been in dispute. 

In another of their official publications occurs the following: 


It crept into the act during the conference hours, and was imposed 
without sufficient consideration being given to the interests of the 
tanners. 


And in still another the following: 


Every Senator should know that the present duty was tacked on 
the Dingley bill at the eleventh hour in an unguarded moment. 

All of these charges are untrue. 

They rang in all the changes upon statements like the above, 
which are only brief samples. Then followed the assertion that 
the farmers get no benefit; that the packers get it all; that the 
packers are the only ones desiring the tax; that the packers 
have gone into the tanning business and are tanning nearly all 
the hides raised in this country, as well as those imported; that 
the packers are about to go into the boot and shoe manufactur- 
ing business, and so forth. 

As to the packers having any idea of going into the shoe- 
manufacturing business, that statement is too absurd for notice. 
There is not a single corroborative fact that can be adduced. 

Another charge was that the packers control 85 per cent of 
the domestic hide supply. 

As to the amount of hides tanned by what is known as the 
“Big Four,” often called the “ beef trust,” I am going to sub- 
mit the precise figures, which were taken from the books of the 
four companies by a duly authorized representative of the 
American Live Stock Association, who will make oath to the 
correctness of his statement, as will those who furnished the 
books and figures. 

The following is the statement I refer to: 

Statement showing tanning of hides of cattle and calves during 1908, 
by and for account of Swift & Co., Armour & Co., Morris & Co., and 


National Packing Company, which concerns are alleged to constitute 
the so-called “ beef trust.” 


Hides tanned by or for account of— 
Swift & Co... _-- Deb Gide teeetna eth Dh As, is ctitienlibhiccaninile 
Armour & Co 336, 276 
all lth ee ee 377, 132 
National Packing Company None. 


638, 251 


Total 1, 351, 659 


host of these hides are tanned in tanneries not owned or controlled 
by said packers; the lesser part of them are tanned in tanneries owned 
by said packers. 


Total number of cattle and calves slaughtered by said firms: 
ee acndcina tient arbi baliiesscah anepase etn tereo> ansias Etebanetiune ioeteain 4, 045, 357 
Sk i ae is ca a i cd, Se itd Rhee eenlehetatione 1, 026, TO7 
5, 072, 064 

The number of hides tanned by or for them represents 26.6 per 
cent of the total “ kill” of cattle and calves by said firms. 

The total annual domestic production of hides in the United States is 
19,500,000 hides. 

The hides tanned by or for the account of said “ beef trust” rep- 
resent 7 per cent of the domestic hide prececties. 

The total number of cattle and calf hides tanned annually in the 
United States is 22,500,000 hides (including 3,000,000 imported hides). 

Compared with this total, said packers tan only 6 per cent. 

The National Packing Company sells all its hides to tanners. So 
does the Cudahy Packing Company, and the majority of the other large 
packing concerns. 

Armour & Co. do not tan any calfskins; neither do Morris & Co. 

Compiled and certified to be correct. 

T. W. TOMLINSON. 


And what about the statement that the packers get all the 
benefit from the tariff on hides? 

It was charged by the National Boot and Shoe Manufac- 
turers’ Association in a public circular of May 22, 1909, that 
the sole beneficiaries thus far of a tariff on hides have been the 
beef packers. Has any Member of the Senate or House of 
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Representatives received a request, verbal or written, from a), 
beef packer or any representative of a beef packer for his yor. 
for or support of a tariff on hides? I have asked this questioy 
before, and have not been advised, in reply, of any such ye. 
quest. 

In all of the tariff hearings only one representative of the 
packers appeared, and he by summons from the committee. Ho 
represented the firm of Armour & Co., and at the outset of his 
examination stated that this firm asked nothing in the reaq.- 
justment of the tariff law. 

This witness, an expert and unbiased, testified that the tariff 
added from 90 cents to $1.10 to the value of hides, and that 
the farmer received the entire benefit thereof. In taking away 
the tariff, therefore, approximately $14,000,000 annually wil! 
be taken from the farmers and ranchmen of the United States 
and handed to the shoe manufacturers and harness makers. 

Not a single letter, not a telegram, not a word has come to 
me from any of the packing interests, directly or indirectly, on 
this question of a tariff on hides, and I believe every other 
Senator and every Member of the House can truthfully make 
the same statement. 

The matter of schedules and precise rates means little, 
whether they be high or low, as compared with principles. 
Even the rocks in New England may bear, and do bear, a pro- 
tective tariff, and the fishes in the sea for miles around as well, 
and we may haggle over it as to how high or how low the 
tariff should be on these items and still remain content. 

But when the question of free raw material is raised, it is 
time for those who have an interest in the farmers and miners 
of this country to take notice, and, in my judgment, to give 
notice that they will have none of it as a part of our Republican 
protective-tariff system. 

While it may avail me nothing to enter at this time a protesi 
against this entering wedge intended finally to break down the 
farmer’s protection on raw material, yet it is well for us to 
take notice now and consider that those who have advanced 
these doctrines of free raw material will not be content with the 
puny sacrifices of free hides and free oil; but the raid wil! be 
sought to be continued, and free coal, free wool, free lead, and 
free everything needed or desired by the eastern manufacturers 
will soon be the slogan and then the battle royal will be on. 

Mr. President, I have much more that I should like to bring 
before the Senate, but I will simply ask that I may be per- 
mitted to print as a part of my remarks certain paragraphs from 
a speech made by a distinguished Member of the House, Hon. 
J. WARREN Ketrer, of Ohio, appearing this morning as the first 
speech in the Recorp, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request will 
be granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


REASONS FOR DUTY ON CATTLE HIDES. 


Coming now to the question of a duty on cattle hides, I beg to say 
that no similar example of alleged unselfish effort, appeal, and expendi- 
ture of a large sum of money, etc., can be found in ancient or modera 
history than has been recently displayed by the Central Leather (om- 

any, which now controls two-thirds or more of .the tanneries of the 
Jnited States, and its subsidiary and other companies, called improperly 
“independent tanneries,” to prevent a duty on cattle hides in the pre- 
tended interest of the poor wearers of shees in the United States, unless 
it turns out that this class of poor are not to suffer on account of 2 
duty on cattle hides, but are — by it, and that the people who 
— to be so philanthropic in agreeing to spend, if necessary, accord- 
ng to reports, $800,000 to get such hides on the free list, are to lec 
annually benefited in the sum of about $2,000,000, the sum the Govern 
ment now annually receives on account of such duty. 

The Central Leather Company has called a meeting of its stockholders 
for August 19 to obtain their consent to amend its charter to enable it 
to merge with the United States Leather Company. This done, it will, 
coupled with the United Shoe Machine Company, which now con‘rols 
the shoe-machine patents, be the most gigantic and _ far-reacl.ing 
monopoly covering the tanning, leather, and shoe industries ever 
arenes of. The Standard Oil Company will be a pigmy compared 
o it. ‘ 

The enthusiasm of the effort, the sum expended, and the enersy ‘is- 
paves casts suspicion on the purely charity theory; but when we look 

to the methods used, the facts suppressed, the misstatements mace, 
either ignorantly or not as we shall see, the abuse of individuals favor 
ing a duty and the wild threats made that if their own leathe' 
oom are not amply pectestes and cattle hides are not put on the 
ree list they will forthwith punish the r shoe wearers, for won! 
they profess to plead and weep, by raising the price of shoes at least 
50 cents per pair, although the cattle-hide duty entering into most 0! 
them is nothing, into some of them not over 2 cents, and into none «' 
them over about 4 cents per pair, we are forced to refuse to belicey 
philanthropy had anything to do with the effect. ; 

The reckless statements by circulars, through newspapers, and in 
other ways made to influence public opinion and Congress make |! 
rege iS state the facts and the law as to the duty and proposed 

uty on es. 
e@ present (Dingley) law puts no duty on hides or skins of animals 
nerally, as has been universally published by these pretended philan- 
hropists. The Senate amendment to the bill is in exactly the words 
of the Dingley Act. It reads thus: ie 

“ Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, 1° 
per cent ad valorem: Provided, That upon all leather exported, made 
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from imported hides, there shall be allowed a drawback equal to the 
amount of duty paid on such hides, to be paid under such regulations 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe.” 

Only a duty on cattle hides above a certain weight is provided for 

or proposed. Horse hides and the hides and skins of asses, calves, 
coats, sheep, angora, kangaroo, perpelte, and all other kinds of animals, 
also hide — are on, and to remain on, the free list. In the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1908, only dutiable cattle hides proper of 
the value here of $11,078,490.14 were imported, while there were im- 
ported free of duty horse and ass hides and other hides and cuttings 
thereof and skins to the value of $43,964,978.65. Calfskins were ad- 
mitted free to the value of $12,102,427.29. The duty paid in that year 
on cattle hides was $1,786,654.14, and in the previous year it exceeded 
$2,000,000, 
“Tt is seen that all duty on cattle hides is rebated if the leather made 
therefrom is exported; and all dry cattle hides weighing less than 12 
pounds; trimmed, wet, and salted hides weighing less than 22 pounds; 
and salted hides weighing less than 25 pounds are not dutiable. Shoe 
manufacturing exporters pay no duty on cattle-hide leather, hence they 
are on a par with the free-trade world. 

The dutiable imported cattle hides are about one-fifth in value of 
the total of hide and skin imports, and at least four-fifths in value or 
quantity of the hides and skins imported for leather come in free. And 
not over one-tenth of the leather of imported hides and skins used in 
this country in making shoes is tanned from dutiable cattle hides. 
The leather tanned from imported dutiable cattle hides and like 
domestic-cattle leather is largely used for bands, machine belts, and 
otherwise than in shoes, 

The 15 per cent oot, paid on the dutiable cattle hides is on the 
wholesale market valuation at the foreign port of shipment, which is 
very little, compared to the retail value of the same class of hides in 
this country. The price of hides of all kinds in free-trade England is 
greater than in the United States, though she has Canada and other 
of her Provinces where cattle are numerous to draw from. 

The rule is that the leather made from heavy cattle hides which, if 
foreign, would be dutiable, is the cheapest; also the shoes, such as 
brogans, ete., and leather goods made therefrom sell for less than 
those made from nondutiable hides and skins. The dutiable and non- 
dutiable hides and skins here are often nearly of the same value, those 
not dutiable being usually of higher price. 

The fact is that most of the shoes are made and sold in the United 
States without using any leather, or ——— amount in value, pro- 
duced from dutiable hides. Some of the large shoe manufacturers use 
no such leather whatever, and other leather goods are made, such as 
belts and the like, wholly out of leather made from hides and skins 
which would not be dutiable if imported. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, apologizing for having occu- 
pied so much of the time of the Senate, and now in courtesy to 
those who are to follow I am going to submit these things 
which I have been given permission to put in the Recorp, and 
conclude my remarks, 

Mr. BAILEY.’ Mr. President, all of the men who have made 
this bill, or who have helped to make it, and nearly all of those 
who intend to vote for it, fully understand that no similar 
measure which has ever passed the American Congress and re- 
ceived the President’s approval was so universally condemned 
as this bill is to-day. But they confidently expect that in the 
returning prosperity, the signs of which even now we witness on 
every hand, the people will forget the broken promises and will 
forgive the inequalities and the injustices of this bill. They 
hope that before the next congressional election popular resent- 
ment will abate, if, indeed, it does not wholly disappear. If 
the country shall prosper, as I pray it will—because I am not 
willing that my countrymen should suffer even that my party 
may have a political advantage—our Republican friends will 
claim that this bill is entitled to the credit for that prosperity. 

They will expect the people to forget that within two years 
there has been commercial and industrial stagnation under a 
Republican tariff that most of you say is higher than the one 
with which you are now about to repeal it. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu] passed the 
word last night to the faithful all over the land. He under- 
took to rebuke the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CumMINs] with an 
intimation that that Senator was misrepresenting this measure. 
The Senator from Rhode Island knows how easy it is to mis- 
represent a measure embracing hundreds of pages, which not 
one nan in a thousand ever has the diligence to read. He not 
only knows how it is easy to do that, but he knows it has suc- 
cessfully been done. 

That is exactly what happened to us in reference to the tariff 
act of 1894. That measure was misrepresented by all the Re- 
publicans and a large part of the Democrats, and it cost us the 
favor of the American people, for whatever may be said about 
the contest over the money question in 1896, we lost nothing on 
that issue, It was not the demand for the free and unlimited 
colnage of gold and silyer both that cost us the presidential 
election in 1896; and the student of that question and of that 
time understands that in every American Commonwealth where 
the money question was the paramount issue the Democratic 
party prevailed. 

More than that, Mr. President, take the returns to the House 
of Representatives, and you will find that the Republican ma- 
jority in the House returned at the election of 1894, immediately 
Succeeding the passage of the Wilson bill, was larger than the 
Republican majority returned at the presidential election of 
1896. The records of that House will show that the Repub- 
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licans elected 43 Members less to the House of. Representatives 
in 1896, when the money question shared with the tariff ques- 
tion the attention of the American people, than they elected in 
1894, when the Wilson bill was the engrossing issue. 

And how did you do it? By making the American people 
believe that the Wilson bill was responsible for a depression 
that began before its enactment and ended before its repeal. 
The evil days upon which our country fell were with us be- 
fore the Wilson bill had been reported to the House or passed, 
and before a Democratic majority was elected to Congress and 
a Democratic President chosen by the Electoral College. 

The truth is, Mr. President, and all well-informed men under- 
stand it, that the triumph of the Democratic party in the presi- 
dential election of 1892 was due in a large measure to the indus- 
trial, agricultural, and commercial depression which began in 
the fall and winter of 1891. The great Homestead riot had 
occurred in the spring of 1892. The American Congress had 
organized a committee to inquire into its causes and its results 
and to recommend preventives, if preventives were possible, and 
everywhere the low. prices which reduced the purchasing power 
of our people antedated the election of Mr. Cleveland in 1892. 

A Republican administration hard pressed for resources had 
invaded and appropriated a trust fund, applying it to the ordi- 
nary expenditures of the Government; and still not satisfied 
with having invaded and exhausted a trust fund, it had or- 
dered the Secretary of the Treasury—or if the President had 
not issued the order, the Secretary of the Treasury, without 
the order, had prepared—to sell bonds. Not only was the 
purchasing power of the people curtailed, but the Treasury of 
the Government was depleted, and everywhere there were 
manifest signs of agricultural, commercial, and industrial dis- 
tress. We did not produce it, but we were punished for it. 

You will not produce prosperity by this bill. But you hope to 
be rewarded for it; and you are peculiarly fortunate in the 
circumstance that your bill is to become a law just as our people 
are marketing great wheat, oat, and hay crops at unusually 
good prices, and when the corn crop promises to be the most 
abundant in our history. But in my judgment the American 
people have learned something since 1894; and they will not 
accept the absurd statement that Congress can stimulate their 
prosperity by increasing their taxes. 

For the first time in many years we have the admission made 
by the friends of this bill, and we have assertions by loyal and 
intelligent Republicans, that the tariff is a tax. We have strug- 
gled for fifty years to compel that admission from the Repub- 
lican party, but this is the very first time that it has been made 
by men of all views in the Republican party. a 

I may overestimate the intelligence of the American people, 
but if they are intelligent enough to maintain these free institu- 
tions, then they know that high taxes can not contribute to their 
prosperity. You can envelop the question in a haze of words; 
not understanding it yourselves, you may phrase it so that the 
people can not comprehend your meaning; but through it all 
and over it all and under it all the one great fact stands out as 
the triumph of this debate—that the tariff is admitted to be a 
tax. Nor is it a tax, as was sometimes said, which the foreigner 
pays for the purpose of selling his wares in the American mar- 
ket. A Republican who up to the last few years would now and 
then make peace with his conscience by admitting that the tariff 
is a tax, always qualified his admission by the instant claim 
that it was a tax which the foreigner pays. 

If you believe that, gentlemen of the Republican party, then 
make it as high as you please and quit wrangling about how 
much or how little it shall be. If the tariff is a tax which the 
foreigner pays, then why do the two Senators from Iowa com- 
plain at these rates? Or, if the tariff is a tax which the for- 
eigner pays, why did the Senator from Rhode Island last night 
attempt to pacify the junior Senator from Iowa by telling him 
there were 500 reductions in this bill? If the foreigner pays 
the tax, who wants it reduced? I would not, and the Senator 
from Rhode Island would not. 

Therefore, when the Senator from Rhode Island recommends 
this bill to the American people with the statement that it con- 
tains 500 reductions of duty, he means for them to understand 
that he has reduced their taxes in 500 places. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, these 500 reductions have 
been made, some of them so infinitesimal that it would take a 
microscope to find them; but against those 500 reductions that 
have been made in the existing law there ure an equal number 
of increases. The Senator from Rhode Island will not deny 


that the average of this bill is to-day higher than the average 
of the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
from Texas later. 
has made. 


I will answer the suggestion of the Senator 
I do dissent from the statement which he 
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Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the time will not permit me 
to demonstrate what I have said, for a glance at the clock 
admonishes me now that I am trespassing on the time which 
another Senator has intended to occupy. But this much I do 
assert—and I oppose my naked assertion against the assertion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island—that the average duty levied 
by this bill exceeds the average duty of the present law. 

Mr. President, we have been told that the conferees have 
greatly improved the bill. That was a fairy tale intended to 
catch such Republican Senators as the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. CLapp], who sits before me, and men of his kind. As a 
matter of fact, the bill came back from the conference higher 
than it left the House, and higher than it left the Senate.. 

Do you know how that happened? The House receded from 
some of its provisions reducing the present rates; and the Sen- 
ate receded from some of its provisions reducing the House 
rates. The House accepted the Senate higher rates, and the 
Senate. accepted the House increases; and the bill came out 
of the conference higher than it left the House and higher than 
it went from the Senate. 

If the good people who believe that the conference committee 
accomplished so much do not want to take the trouble to read 
the full report, I advise them to glance at it. Here are the 
Senate amendments to which the wicked conferees yielded to 
the House; and here are the Senate amendments to which the 
pious conferees of the House yielded to the wicked conferees of 
the Senate. The Senate amendments from which the Senate re- 
ceded are less than 150. The Senate amendments to which the 
House conferees agreed are more than 500. Yet we are asked 
to believe that bad as the bill was when it left the Senate the 
conferees greatly improved it. 

Improved it how? By taking one-half of that tax on corpora- 
tions and transferring it to the consumers of the United States. 
Much surprise has been expressed that the conference finally 
agreed to the retention of the increased tax on tobacco. I vio- 
late no confidence when I declare that no man on either side, 
except one, expected that increased tobacco tax to be retained. 
Yet they have retained it. Do you know why? Because they 
remitted one-half of the $30,000,000 which the Senate laid upon 
the corporations of the country, and they sought to make up the 
loss by taking it out of the tobaeco producers and consumers of 
the United States. That is the whole story. The Senator from 
Rhode Island did not believe in that tobaceo tax. I taunted 
him about it when it was before the Senate, and he did not ven- 
ture to defend it. No Senator on that side defended it except 
one, and it was supposed to be a kind of plaything, given to him 
for a moment’g entertainment, to be taken away from him in the 
conference. That was the purpose, and you would have done it 
if you had not reduced that corporation tax. 

Mr. President, they made another improvement, according to 
their view. They gave the manufacturers free raw material. 
This is the most remarkable doctrine that I have ever known 
promulgated. You can find nobody who believes in the doctrine 
of free raw materials, and yet you can only find a handful of us 
who resolutely resist it. The Senator from Rhode Island. does 
not believe in it, except when it goes as a matter of grace to the 
manufacturers of New England, and then he reluctantly agrees 
to it, as in the case of hides. I warn him that when he takes 
the tax off of cattle hides, for the benefit of New England, the 
people will take a tax out of political hides in all those Western 
States. [Laughter.] 

Nobody believes in the doctrine of free raw material. Nobody 
in this day will declare his adherence to it as a system. When- 
ever one section can buy what the other section makes, it wants 
the tariff taken off; and yet they demand that the tariff shall 
be retained on it -when they sell it back to the section from 
which they bought it in the shape of a finished product. 

I have heard it said here this morning that free raw mate- 
rial is the surest way to subvert the protective system. That 
is true in one sense, but wholly untrue in the sense intended. 
It will be a sure way to subvert it if the Republican party 
attempts to apply it. That doctrine destroyed the Whig party— 
that is, the doctrine of free raw material and the repeated 
nominations of Henry Clay destroyed the Whig party. 

When the Republican party organized it was wise enough to 
avoid that mistake. It sailed around that rock on which the 
great Whig party had dashed itself to pieces, and it invited 
the farmers to come in and help them make the tariff and take 
the benefit of it. The Republican party called the farmers into 
its councils and agreed to divide with them what they had 
taken from us. 

Mark my words! Whenever in your pride of power you 
imagine that you can take from the farmer what you agreed 
to divide with him, you will find yourself mistaken. If the 
Senator who made that statement means that the Democratie 
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party can bring about a revision of the tariff by embracing 
the doctrine of free raw material, then he has read the his. 
tory of this country to little purpose. No man now seeks ty 
defend raw materials free of duty as a doctrine, but some 
men are urging it as a means to an end. They say that the 
way to reduce the duties on what the people buy from manu- 
facturers is to repeal the duty on what the people sell to the 
manufacturers. 

Is that true? What does the history of the country teach 
us about it? The only bills that ever attempted to adopt the 
free raw material doctrine were the protection measures of 
1833 and of 1842, while that distinctly Democratic act of 1849 
expressly repudiated that doctrine. 

Therefore, when our friends tell us that the free raw materia] 
doctrine is a part of tariff revision, I point them to the history 
of this Republic contradicting the statement from the beginning 
to the end. 

We did adopt it. In a moment of weakness and hallucina- 
tion we thought we could carry New England for the Democratic 
party. I never gave any countenance to that idea, because [ 
never believed that we could make Democrats out of people 
whose ancestors burned witches less than a century ago. [ 
did not believe that New England could be bribed to vote the 
Democratic ticket; and I was not willing to offer the bribe, 
but wiser Democrats than I am did. Im the bill of 1888 we 
put wool on the free list, we put hides on the free list, we put 
lumber on the free list, and we put iron ore on the free list; and 
the people put us out of Congress at the very next election. 
[Laughter.] 

No party that frames a tariff bill and attempts to make a dis. 
tinction between the raw material and the finished product can 
ever win the permanent confidence and approval of the Amer- 
ican people. It is one of those peculiar doctrines that wil! not 
square with the policies of Republicanism or with the principles 
of Democracy. If you levy a tariff for protection, you should 
levy it on all alike. If we levy a tariff for revenue, we should 
levy it on all alike. The only man who can defend the doctrine 
of free raw materia} is a man so gifted that he can defend before 
the conscience of the American people a system of unequal 
taxation. 

Gentlemen, I rejoice myself to see that the Republican party 
has committed itself to this doctrine of free raw material; and 
you have selected the least defensible item in all the list. The 
one item that the manufacturers did not need to have imported 
free of tax was hides, because the records show that for years 
your export of shoes and boots and leather products has been 
a constantly increasing one. Under the moderate duty of 
15 per cent on hides the shoe and leather manufacturers of the 
United States are not only prosperous at home but they «re 
extending their markets abroad. Yet you have selected this 
especially prosperous interest as the first to which you will ex- 
tend the benefaction of free raw material. Vindicate the re- 
peal of the duty on hides and then comes the repeal of the duty 
ou wool! There is more justice, more wisdom, more substantial 
relief in repealing the duty on wool than there is in repealing 
the duty on hides. The wool account in home wil! be 
five times the shoe account. Woolen clothes cost at the lowest 
estimate five times the price of shoes, and if you are seeking 
to relieve the consumer, and will only relieve him by first re- 
leving the manufacturer, take the duty off of wool rather than 
hides. The Republican party can not stand still. It must go 
forward, or it must go back. You will either be compelled 
to restore the duty op hides or you will be driven by your 
own logic to repeal the duty on wool. And when you touch 
that woolen schedule—to borrow the figure of the Senator from 
Rhode Island—the arch falls, because the woolen schedule is 
the keystone. 

The Senator from Rhode Island told us more than once that tle 
wool schedule was the keystone of the protection arch, and he 
was right. When the Republican party came to adopt the sys- 
tem of protection, they called the woolgrowers of the United 
States, then found in large numbers in the Middle West an: in 
the Mississippi Valley States, into conference, and took them 
into partnership with the protected industries, and you can 
not count on their support unless you continue that favor to 
them. . 

But do you imagine you can continue that wool schedule long! 
When you made it, pedple in Illinois, in Ohio and Kentucky 10 
Missouri and Iowa raised sheep for wool. They do not do it 
now. The sheep for wool, like the Indian, travels west au 
still farther to the west. Sheep can not be kept for woo) ov 
land valued at $50 an acre. When land reaches a price /ike 
that, sheep can only be kept as a meat product and woo! be- 
eomes an incident of raising sheep. The lamb is worth from * 
to $5 at the market, while the sheep yields but from $1.80 to 
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British customs tariff, which has no protective features in it, 
or very few, imposes an average ad valorem rate of between 75 
and 80 per cent upon all the articles included in its provisions, 
yet I will assume that it will not be claimed that the British 
tariff is a high protective measure. This bill is not to be 
judged by its average ad valorems or by the equivalent ad 
valorem levied upon any particular article; but it is to be 
judged by the character of the measure as a whole. In making 
that test, I ask the attention of the Senate for a moment to 
the principles followed in its construction. Protection does not 
mean prohibition; it does not mean excessive duties; but it 
means duties which will equalize conditions—conditions of pro- 
duction and distribution between this country and other com- 
peting countries. This is not a new principle, nor was not 
enunciated for the first time in the Chicago platform. It has 
furnished the foundation upon which has been erected every 
wise tariff law that has been enacted in our history. ~ 

The Senator from Texas says truly that we have reduced 
duties on 500 articles. Why have we done so? Because the 
duties lowered were higher than were necessary to protect the 
American industries to which they applied. That is the reason. 
Protection does not involve the imposition of rates which will 
permit or insure monopoly in the United States. The purpose 
of protective duties is by the equalization of the conditions to 
which I have alluded to permit the existence in this country 
of all the various industries involved, to encourage them, to 
protect them, to develop them; the theory of protection being 
that, if we permit American industries to live by the imposition 
of protective duties, competition in this country will so affect 
prices that it_will give the American consumer the best possible 
results. That has been the true theory upon which the pro- 
tective policy has been based from its inception to the present 
time. 

I can not understand how it is possible to have monopoly 
under the protective system upon protected articles. The enter- 
prise and the energy of the American people have made such 
monopolies impossible. No Senator can point out a single in- 
dustry in this country subject to a protective duty that is con- 
trolled by a monopoly. I make that statement as broad as it is 
possible to make it. You can not have monopolies if protective 
duties are levied, as they should be, along real protective 
lines. 

If there are any prohibitive duties in this bill, if there are 
any duties that are excessive along the lines I have laid down, 
I do not know it. I-do not believe that there are any duties 
levied in this bill that are excessive or that are prohibitory. I 
think those Senators who have an idea that there may be 
duties of that kind have not studied the bill and are not 
familiar with its provisions. 

I will submit, and ask to have printed in the Recorp, a state- 
ment of the changes from the Senate bill by the conference 
report, and I hope that the Senator from Texas at some time 
will take an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. President, the conferees have increased the rates on 30 
items above the Senate bill. We have yielded to the House in- 
creases in 30 cases, but we have reduced the duties below the Sen- 
ate bill in something like 110 items. I shall not take the time of 
the Senate to read this list, but I am desirous of having it put in 
the Recorp, because I want the Senate to understand, and I 
want the people of the United States to understand, that any 
attempt on the part of the opponents of this measure to show 
that it has increased rates above the protective requirements or 
that any ,of its rates are excessive is a mistake, as no such 
thing has taken place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, per- 
mission to insert the statement referred to will be granted. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 

Changes from Senate bill in the conference report. 
INCREASES. 
SCHEDULE A. 

Copperas or sulphate of iron, restored to dutiable list. 

Extract of quebracho, exceeding 28° Baumé. 

Cutch. Restore to dutiable list. 

Gelatin, glue, fish glue or isinglass, and prepared fish bladders and 
sounds. 

Spirit varnishes. 

Paris green and London purple, restored to dutiable list. 

SCHEDULD B. 


Quarries or quarry tiles. 

Plaster rock or gypsum, crude. 

Window glass—cylinder, crown, and common, unpolished. Slight 
increase certain brackets on some large sizes. 

Yellow earthenware, glazed. 

SCHEDULE C. 

Steel wool or steel shavings. 

Cast-iron vessels, stove plates, etc., and castings of iron, n. s. p. f., 
valued not over 2 cents per pound. 

Swords, sword blades, and side arms. 


$2.20 per year in wool. No farmer will keep a sheep an entire 
year to clip $1.80 worth of wool from his back, when he can sell 
2 6-months’ lamb to the butcher for from $3 to $5 for mutton. 


So it is that the sheep industry of the United States in the 
more populous States is as much an incident with respect to 
wool as the hide industry is an incident with respect to cattle. 
The wool from which we are hereafter to weave the clothes of 
the American people must be grown in those intermountain 
States where the sterile soil will not respond a generous har- 
yest to the husbandman’s cultivation. Idaho, Wyoming, Mon- 
tana, Utah, and Colorado are the sheep man’s paradise. If 
you ever dare to touch his wool five States which now send 
Republican Senators here will then send Democrats to take 
their place. The most reckless, the men who presume most 
upon the suffering tolerance of the American people, would not 
dare to vote for free wool. There is not a western Senator here 
who would do it. The Senator from Rhode Island, much as he 
would like to do it, would not dare to do it; because, as eager 
as he is to promote New England’s prosperity, he is still more 
anxious to preserve the supremacy and success of the Repub- 
lican party. The blindest New England Republican would not 
dare to propose free wool, but they flatter us with the idea that 
they might vote the Democratic ticket if we were foolish enough 
to do it. They would induce us to make the declaration and 
then desert us at the first encounter. 

Mr. President, I regret that the time will not allow me to 
analyze this report, but the hour for vote is so near that I must 
yield the floor. In closing this brief statement I want to repeat 
the declaration with which I opened a brief statement on an- 
other occasion, and that declaration is that when you pass this 
bill you have passed the last extreme protection measure that 
will ever receive the sanction of the American Congress, for 
this will never receive the sanction of the American people. 

The beneficiaries of this bill may make the most of its privi- 
leges and its special favors, for it is the last license which will 
ever be granted them to rob and plunder industrious consumers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the people of the United 
States are to be congratulated that this prolonged tariff debate 
is about to close. Every Member of this Senate is weary of 
the discussion—a weariness which I share to the fullest ex- 
tent. The bill which is about to be voted upon and which 
will become a law in the course of a few hours will be in many 
respects the most important and comprehensive measure ever 
enacted by the American Congress. 

It will cover not only the whole range of tariff rates, but it 
will provide for many other things, some of them more im- 
portant than its tariff provisions. It provides a system of 
maximum and minimum duties, which are essential for the pro- 
tection of American interests at home and abroad. It provides 
a comprehensive administrative act for the collection of cus- 
toms. It provides a new method for the assessment of duties by 
taking into consideration the home as well as the foreign valua- 
tion. It establishes a customs court, a tribunal for the final de- 
cision and disposition of customs cases. It extends the drawback 
provision of the existing law to manufactured articles com- 
posed in part of materials upon which an internal-revenue tax 
has been paid—a provision which, in my judgment, will be 
extremely beneficial to our foreign trade. 

It enables the shipbuilders of the United States, who build 
ships for foreign account and ownership from imported ma- 
terials, to receive the full benefit of a drawback upon those 
materials; and I believe it will enable our shipbuilders to enter 
into competition with foreign shipbuilders for the construction 
of ships for foreign account, including battle-ships for other 
countries. It contains many other very important legislative 
provisions which I will not take the time of the Senate to 
recount. 

Mr. President, it is a matter of sincere regret to me that 
the bill will not receive the unanimous approval of Republican 
Senators, An act of this kind, so important and comprehensive 
in its character, should receive, it seems to me, the support of 
all Senators who believe, as I do, in the policy of the party 
and in the principles of protection. I do not fail to realize 
that the Senators who can not give their support to this measure 
‘ire as much entitled to their judgment and are as conscientious 
in the performance of their duty as are those who will vote 
With the majority. I am certain that the Republican Senators 
Who will vote against the bill are entirely mistaken as to the 
character of the measure, and I am equally certain that they 
have been misled by the misrepresentations of interested parties. 

As it applies to fae the Senator from Texas [Mr. Barter] 































































Says that the average ad valorem in this bill will be higher 
than the existing law. The Senator from Texas knows as well 
as I that the protective character of an act can not be de- 
termined by the average ad valorem rates imposed by it. The 
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Bronze powder. 
Watches, having not more than 7 jewels. - 
_ Enameled dials for watches costing not over 10 cents each. 
SCHEDULE D. 
Barrels or boxes containing oranges, lemons, limes, etc. 
Osier or willow, manufactures of 
Willow furniture. 
Stained window blinds, etc. 


SCHEDULE 6. 
Sons root, raw, unground. Burnt or roasted, prepared. 
‘ a . 


SCHEDULE H. 
Mineral-water bottles. 


SCHEDULE I. 
Stockings, hose and half hose up to not more than $2 per dozen pairs. 
SCHEDULE J. 


Matting for floors valued not over 10 cents per square yard. 

Burlaps not exceeding 30 threads to the square inch. 

Bagging for cotton. 

SCHEDULE N. 

eee for hats, bonnets, hoods. Bleached, dyed, colored or 
stained. 

Feathers for beds. 

Sponges made of rubber. 


DECREASES. 


SCHEDULE A. 
Benzole acid. 
Salicylic acid. 
Cottonseed oil. 
Croton oil. 
Crude and refined mineral oils. 
Chioride of lime or bleaching powder. 
Orange oil. 
Chrome yellow, chrome green, and all chromium colors. 
Orange mineral. 
Red lead. 
Varnishes, including = size or Japan. 
Vermillion red and colors not containing quicksilver. 
White lead, white paint, and pigment containing lead. 
Whiting ground in oil (putty). 
Acetate of lead, white, wn, gray, or yellow. 
Nitrate of lead. 
Litharge. 
Santonine and all salts of. 
Vanillin. 
Collodion. 


Lime. 
Pumice stone: 
Unmanufactured, valued at $15 or less per ton. 
Wholly or partly manufactured 
Gas retorts. 
Freestone, sandstone, limestone, and other building stone, unmanu- 
factured and undressed. 
Granite, unmanufactured and undressed. 


SCHEDULE C. 


SCHEDULE B. 


Iron ore. 
Scrap iron and steel. 
Hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel, galvanized or coated. 
Sheets or plates of iron or steel, galvanized or coated. 
Telegraph, telephone, and other wires and cables. 
Automobiles and parts of. 
aa ane manufactured with round iron or untempered round 
eel wire. 
Cast-iron vessels, stove plates, etc., and castings of iron n. s. p. f.., 
valued over 2 cents per pound. 
eos and razor blades. 
Files. 
Table, kitchen, and hospital utensils and similar hollow ware 
enameled or glazed with vitreous glasses. “ 
Latch needles. 
Engraved plates of steel. 
Electrotype and stereotype plates. 
Screws. 
Arsenic or arsenious acid. 
Hooks and eyes. 
Lead in sheets, pipes shot, glaziers’, and wire. 
Monazite sand an thorite. 
Thorium, nitrate of. 
Gas mantles. 
Ferrotungsten. 
Ferrochrome. 
Ferrosilicon. 
Penholder tips and peselien. 
Combination penholders. 
Tungsten-bearing ore. 
Zinc in blocks or pigs: 
Sheets. 
Sheets coated or plated. 
Nippers and pliers. 
SCHEDULE D. 
Sawed lumber. 
Clapboards. 
Laths. 
SCHEDULE B. 
Saccharine. 
SCHEDULE G, 
All other animals n. s. p. f. 
Oats. 
Rye. 
Wheat. 
Biscuits, wafers, cakes, sweetened, etc., valued at 15 cents per pound 
or less. 
Cabbages. 
Hops. 
Potatoes. 
Oysters in shell. 
Eels or smelt, fresh or frozen, 
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Pineapples, in barrels, etc. 
Beef. 


Ginger wine or ginger cordial. 
SCHEDULE I. 


Cotton yarns and cloths—14 items. 
Cotton gloves. 


Hemp and line of hemp. 
Matting toa ae ed 10 t square 
atting for floors, u over cents r . 
Oilcloths for floors. ” ga 
Plain woven fabrics containing not more than 100 threads to th 
square inch. 
Istle or tampico when dressed. 


SCHEDULE K. 
Tees, yarns, and dress goods, weighing over 4 ounces per square 


SCHEDULE M. 
Printing r, valued not above 23 cents per pound. 
Metal bu os embossed. . ™ 
Bituminous coal, 
Precious — advanced. 


SCHEDULE J. 


ya 


Hides of cattle. 

Boots and shoes. 

Harnesses, saddles, and saddlery. 

Band, bend or belting and sole leather. 
Grain, buff, and split leather. 

Gauffer leather. 

Leather cut into shoe uppers or other forms. 


Pencil leads. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Texas has alluded to the 
tobacco tax and to the corporation tax. The Senator from Texas 
is aware, as every Member of the Senate is aware, that, so far 
as I personally am concerned, I was opposed to any of these 
taxes. I believe that the bill as it’ was reported from the 
Finance Committee contained provisions which would produce 
sufficient revenue without the imposition of any other taxes. 
I have stated frankly to the Senate my own attitude about the 
corporation tax, and I will be equally frank with reference to 
the tobacco tax. If it had not seemed necessary—and I use the 
word “necessary” with some limitations, perhaps—to place 
hides upon the free list, to reduce the duty on lumber, and to 
make certain other reductions which were made by the con- 
ferees, amounting to $10,000,000, I certainly should have been 
unwilling to increase the tobacco tax to the extent of $10,000,000, 
but this increase took the place of the reductions which fol- 
lowed placing hides upon the free list and the other reductions 
which I have suggested, but which I shall not take time now to 
enumerate. 

Mr. BAILEY. In other words, you intended to take out of 
the people who use tobacco what you gave to the manufacturers 
of shoes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a question which perhaps is a little 
too hypothetical for the present moment. As to the duty on 
hides, I do not intend to take up the time of the Senate, which 
knows my attitude upon that question. My own judgment was 
that we ought to have a small duty on hides, but there were six 
hundred distinctive differences of substance between the other 
House and the Senate upon this bill. A knowledge of human 
nature would suggest that the only way in which those differ- 
ences could be composed was by a series of compromises. I saw 
no other way in which these different items could have been 
brought into agreement. The House of Representatives had 
voted by 173 majority for free hides; a considerable minority 
of the Senate was for free hides; the President was outspoken 
for free hides; and nothing was left for the Senate conferees 
to do but to resist the attempt as long as they could and then 
yield to irresistible force. 

The Senator from Texas the other day suggested that there 
was a distinction between the different departments of tlie 
Government which should prevent the views of the President 
of the United States from being taken into consideration in tle 
preparation of a tariff bill. While the President of the United 
States is, of course, the Chief Executive, the head of the 
executive department, he is also, so long as we have a (iov- 
ernment by parties, the responsible head of his party, in(er 
ested, as all party men are, in carrying out the policies of his 
party for the benefit, as we all believe, of the country. I should 
have felt recreant to my trust as a responsible member of tlic 
Government and as chairman of the managers on the part of 
the Senate, if I had not conferred freely with the President 
of the United States with reference to the provisions of this act. 

Such conferences have always taken place. Some of us ' 
member—I am sure the Senator from Texas does not forse! 
the conferences which took place preceding the act of 1*). 














1909. 


————— TT 
They were not always harmonious; they were not always agree- 


able to the parties who participated in them; but it is well 
understood that President Cleveland had distinctive views upon 
the tariff question; and in the preparation even of the Senate 
pill the Democratic members of the committee were almost con- 
stantly in communication with the President of the United 
States. I did not hestitate, therefore, to confer with the Presi- 
dent, who is, I repeat, not only the leader of his party, but is 
also the central and important figure in the administration, 
which must stand or fall by the wisdom of our legislation. 

The Senator from Maime [Mr. Hare] reminds me that the 
conferences in this case were not comparable to those in 1894; 
then there was final and bitter disagreement, while in this case 
there is harmony and agreement. While I felt bound, as I say, 
to confer with the President, I do net want any Member of the 
Senate to misunderstand my position. I was a member of the 
conference as a representative of the Senate of the United 
States, and bound to carry out as far as possible the expressed 
will of the Senate. I was also bound by my responsible position 
to try to do the best I could to make this bill a great measure, 
worthy of the party and worthy of the country. I understood 
perfectly well that my views could not be carried out in every 
respect; but I say to the Senate, and I say to the country, that 
there has been enacted no tariff bill so wise, so certain to pro- 
duce prosperity and great results for the people of this country 
of every class and in every position in life as the measure upon 
which we are now called to vote. 

I have no misgivings as to the future. I have heard before 
dismal prophecies like that which has just been uttered by the 
Senator from Texas. I have witnessed the passage of five tariff 
bills by the Senate, and I have, on frequent occasions, heard 
Senators sitting on the other side of the aisle repeat and reiter- 
ate these dismal prophecies as to what would follow if we should 
follow the dictates of our judgment and adhere to the policy to 
which the Republican party has been so thoreughly cemmitted. 
I have no fears for the future. The American people can be 
relied upon to maintain their unswerving loyalty to the pro- 
tective policy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, by order of the Senate the question is on agreeing to the 
conference report.’ 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. BAILEY. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BOURNE (when bis name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen]. 
I transfer that pair to the Senator from Nevada {Mr. Nrxon], 
and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BRIGGS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. JonnstTon], 
who is absent. If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TuiMAN], who is absent on account of sickness. If he were 
present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Taytor]. If I were 
privileged to vote, I should vote “ yea,” but I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BANKHEAD (when the name of Mr. Jounston of Ala- 
bama was called). My colleague [Mr. Jomnston] is paired 
with the junior Senator from New Jersey {Mr. Brices]. If he 
were present, my colleague would vote “nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nixon]. I 
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Owen], and vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GORE (when Mr. Owen’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. OwENn] has a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. Bourne], which has been transferred for the 
Pending vote to the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nrxon]. 
My colleague isabsent from the city. Were he present, he would 
vote “nay;” and if his vote would have made any difference 
in the result, he would have been present. 

Mr. DU PONT (when Mr. RicHARpson’s name was called). 
My colleague {Mr. RicHagpson] is paired with the senior Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. Crarke]. If my colleague were present 
and free to vote, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FRAZIER (when Mr. Tayior’s name was ealled). My 
colleague (Mr. Taytor] is absent from the city. He is paired 
a the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GarincrEr]. 

my colleague were present, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina (when Mr. TrLtMan’s name 
be called). The senior Senator from South Carolina {Mr. 
-ILIMAN] is paired with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
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Drx1inewam]. 
ent, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). 
lar standing pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi 


If the Senator from South Carolina were pres- 


I have a regu- 


[Mr. Mowry], who is unavoidably absent. 
hold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Arkansas {Mr. Davis]. I understand that the Senator 
from Louisiana {Mr. McEnrry] authorized the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance to make a statement. I will hear that 
statement and then determine what I shall do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. McEwnery], who is now absent, informed me 
that he would probably not be here to vote upon this conference 
report, but that if present he would vote for it, and that he de- 
sired to be paired for it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, Mr. President, if I can vote on the 
strength of that statement, I will transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Arkansas {Mr. Davis] to the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. McEnery] and cast my vote. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, without having any com- 
munication, directly or indirectly, from the Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. McEyweryr], I will state that I have conferred with 
his colleague [Mr. Foster], who is present, and he has advised 
me that any statement the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Atpricu] may make he would regard as proper and binding. 
Under the circumstances, I think the pair may be transferred. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Davis] to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
McEnery], and will cast my vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
Nrxon] is unavoidably absent. I am requested to state that if 
he were present he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senators from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE 
and Mr. Davis], each of whom is paired, are unavoidably ab- 
sent, but if present each of them would yote “nay” on the 
adoption of this report. 

Mr. McLAURIN. As announced by the Senator from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. WARREN], my colleague {Mr. Money] is paired with 


I therefore with- 


that Senator. If my colleague were present, he would vote 
- nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 47, nays 31, as follows: 

YEAS—4T. 
Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Gamble Penrose 
Barah Crane Guggenheim Perkins 
Bourne Crawford Hale Piles 
Bradley Cullom Heyburn Root 
Brandegee Curtis Johnson, N. Dak. Scott 
Brown Depew Jones Smith, Mich. 
Bulkeley Dick Kean Smoot 
Burkett Dixon Lodge Stephenson 
Burnham du Pont Lorimer Sutherland 
Burrows Elkins McCumber Warner 
Burton Flint Oliver Wetmore 
Carter Frye Page 

NAYS—=31. 
Bacon Culberson Heghes Rayner 
Bailey Cummins La Follette Shively 
Bankhead Daniel McLaurin Simmons 
Beveridge Dolliver Martin Smith, Md. 
Bristow Fletcher Nelson Smith, 8. Cc. 
Chamberiain Foster Newlands Stone 
Clapp Frazier Overman Taliaferro 
Clay Gore Paynter 

NOT VOTING—14. 

Briggs Gallinger Nixon Tillman 
Clarke, Ark, Jehnston, Ala. Owen Warren 
Davis McEnery Richardson 
Dillingham Money Taylor 


So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, this is a very important 
yote, and I ask that the pairs may be announced, so that they 
will be recorded together. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that course will 
be followed. The Secretary will announce the pairs. 
The Secretary announced the following pairs: 
Mr. Briccs with Mr. Jounston of Alabama. 
. Diszinewam with Mr. TILLMAN, 
. Garitincer with Mr. Tay tor. 
. Nrxon with Mr. Owen. 
. Ricwarpson with Mr. Crarke of Arkansas. 
. WaRREN with Mr, Money. 
. McEwery with Mr. Davis. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu- 
tion, and they were therefore signed by the Vice-President. 
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H. R..11570. An act making appropriations to supply orznt | Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 
‘ deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, and for The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 


other purposes; 

H. R. 11572. An act to authorize the construction, mainte- 
nance, and operation of various bridges across and over certain 
navigable waters, and for other purposes. 

H. R. 11579. An act to amend an act relative to the erection 
of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee River; 

H. R. 11797. An act to attach Ben Hill County to the Albany 
division of the southern district of Georgia; and 

8S. J. R. 16. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of reports 
upon preliminary examinations and surveys, etc. 


ENBOLLMENT OF TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate concurrent resolution No. 8. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of concurrent resolution No. 8, which was read, as 
follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution 8. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) 
That the Committees on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authoriz 
to correct the enrolled bill of the House (H. R. 1438) entitled “An act 
to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the 
United States, and for other peepee, by striking out the word “ Se 
eral”? wherever it occurs in section 2 of said bill and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “maximum,” and they are further authorized to 
enroll paragraph 450 as follows: 

“450. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry salted or pickled, 
shall be admitted free of duty: Provided, That on and after October 1 
1909, grain, buff, and split leather shall pay a duty of 74 per cent ad 
valorem; that all boots and shoes, made wholly or in chief value of 
leather made from cattle hides and cattle skins of whatever weight, of 
cattle of the bovine species, including calfskins, shall pay a duty of 10 
per cent ad valorem; that harness, saddles, and saddlery, in sets or in 

arts, finished or unfinished, composed wholly or in chief value of 
eather, shall pay a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem.” 


Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to make a brief statement of 
the purpose of this concurrent resolution. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I had better first make a very brief 
statement of the purpose of the resolution. 

The conference committee changed the word “general” to 


“ maximum,” as applied to the greater tariff, but failed to make 
the changes in two places where it occurred in other parts of 


section 2, The House conferees insisted that this tariff should 
be known as a “ maximum tariff” instead of a “ general tariff.” 
It was the purpose of the conferees to make this change. They 
failed, however, to make the change. 

As to the provision, the duty on boots and shoes was fixed by 
reference to the hides of cattle. Senators who were interested 
in the hide duties thought that the language used was not com- 
prehensive enough and did not cover all the boots and shoes 
which should be covered in that reduction of duty, and this 
change is made for the purpose of making it certain that all 
boots and shoes made of hides or skins of cattle should be made 
dutiable at 10 per cent ad valorem. 

A similar change was made in the duties upon harness, and 
as rectified the 20 per cent reduced duty applies to all harnesses 
made from leather or of which leather is the component material 
of chief value. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, when the press of the 
country gave notice a few days ago that this amendment to the 
bill—for it is nothing more nor less—would be presented, I gave 
notice in the Senate that I would propose an amendment to it 
placing cotton bagging on the free list. This matter had been 
presented to the Senate in open session by several Senators in 
the way of amendment, and finally, on the proposition of the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin], cotton bagging was 
placed on the free list, so far as disclosed, by the unanimous 
vote of the Senate. This just provision was stricken out by the 
conferees, as I understand it, on the insistence of members of 
the committee of conference on the part of the House and in the 
interest of one of two manufacturing companies in this country 
which monopolize the manufacture of cotton bagging. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Texas is going too 
far in attributing to any member of the conference any motive 
for the action in conference. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I am not, Mr. President, suggesting any 
motive which may have influenced any person in this action, 
but I am stating what I understand to be the fact, that this 
proposition to place cotton bagging on the free list was opposed 
by a member of the conference, not of the Senate, in whose 
State is incorporated one of the two companies which monopo- 
lize the business of manufacturing cotton bagging. I attribute 
no motive, but I state a fact, and if that is denied I will be glad 
to withdraw what i have said about it. 


to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I understand the facts, there are one 
establishment in western Massachusetts, two in Brooklyn, N. y 
three in St. Louis, Mo., several others in various parts of the 
country north, one in Augusta, Ga., and, I think, in all eight 
or ten different, distinct factories, That is the statement which 
was made before the conference committee. 

Mr. CULBERSON. They are all controlled by two companies 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, I hardly think so, myself. : 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think so, absolutely; no “hardly” 
about it, Mr. President. There are three companies in ihe 
United States which manufacture considerable cotton bagging— 
a small one at Peru, Ind.—and I speak from the hearings je. 
fore the House committee—another conducted by the Ludlow 
Company, of Massachusetts, and another by the American 
Manufacturing Company, of New York; and gentlemen can take 
their choice as to where the opposition came from. These three 
companies control and monopolize the business of manufactur- 
ing cotton bagging in the United States; and after the Senate, 
by a unanimous vote, and I believe in good faith, put this 
article on the free list, it has, Mr. President, in the interest 
of this monopoly and in the grossest favoritism and the plainest 
sectional discrimination, sir, again been placed on the dutiable 
list by the conference report. 

Now, why, sir, should the farmers of the South, in buying 
the wrapping for their cotton, pay a tax of $625,000 a year, and 
the western farmers, for the wrapping for their hay, pay 
nothing? 

Mr. President, we have had a good deal from the Senator from 
Rhode Island during this debate about justice to the South and 
what the Republican party wanted to do for the South, and yet, 
sir, when the toiling millions of the Southern States, who pro- 
duce 13,000,000 bales of cotton annually, ask to be relieved of 
this burden cast upon them by monopoly, the strength of this 
league of protected and special interests in the country is so 
great, the cohesive power of public plunder is so strong, that 
the cry of one of the coalition is heard around the land, and 
what has been said about fairness to a section, a section that is 
coming up from under the devastation of war, is put aside in 
the interest of a miserable monopoly in one or two of the States 
of the Union. 

The old tax of six-tenths of a cent. per square yard, amount- 
ing to about $625,000 on a yield of 13,000,000 bales of cotton, is 
placed back upon cotton bagging by the conference report, and 
I appeal to the Senate, about whose fairness we have heard so 
much, if it will submit to this injustice and this wrong—this 
wrong against a whole people of one of the sections of the 
country, sir—when the cry is for rehabilitation, for peace, and 
concord, and union, 

Mr. President, it will be answered doubtless by the Senator 
from Rhode Island that an amendment offered by my friend 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] has been ac- 
cepted by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumser] 
to a joint resolution which will be presented, I dare say, in a 
moment or so. I believe that resolution as amended wil! pass 
the Senate, but I do not believe it will become a law, and I 
have every assurance that the present concurrent resolution 
will become a law, and I insist upon placing this amendment 
upon that resolution; and, if need be, upon the other also, for 
that matter. The other resolution, as I have said, wil! prob- 
ably be presented in a moment or so, when this one is adopted. 
But I insist that, while the resolution will pass the Senate, I 
have no such faith in it becoming a law as I have in this reso- 
lution, the origin and purpose of which are well understo:.| by 
the Senate and the country. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator yield to me for just 4 
proposition? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. ‘I understand the moment the joint resolu- 
tion passes the Senate it will go to the House; that objection 
will be made to it there immediately, upon the ground tht it 
amends a law for revenue, which should originate in the House; 
and that it will probably be made with some effect. It cer 
tainly would be, with the amendment the Senator speaks of, 
because there would be no question that it went right to the 
heart of the question of raising revenue, and undoubtedly would 
be successfully made. *; 

It seems to me that if it should go as a separate proposition, 
it should go in as a concurrent resolution the same as this, t0 
correct the bill before it becomes a law and not afterwards. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. I am giad the Senator from North Da- 
kota, with his accustomed frankness, has stated the probability 
of the resolution which he has introduced not becoming a law, 
as I have already suggested, especially if this amendment is 
placed upon it, and, consequently, I insist upon offering my 
amendment to the resolution which is now pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas offers an 
amendment, which will be stated. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. ; 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Texas a question before he takes his seat. 

You referred to the binding twine of the West, that is now 
on the free list. Is it not made practically out of the same 
material? In that case the argument was made here that in 
case we removed the duty and destroyed the American manu- 
facture, we would pay a higher rate to the foreigner. Then, 
if that argument would apply, what has been the history of 
binding twine since it has been placed on the free list? 

The tables are before the Senators here, and they can see 
for themselves that binding twine has been cheaper ever since 
it has been placed on the free list. It is made out of the tops, 
while the bagging is made out of the butts, the cheaper material, 
and not a pound of either article is raised on American soil. 
It is the one case where there was the pledge of the President, 
made in his inaugural address, and in the protestations of the 
Republican party in reference thereto, when they should pass 
a tariff, that it should fall equally upon all and that no dis- 
crimination should be made. 

When it comes to the article of covering for cotton, which 
under the limitation of God’s law can not be raised except in 
the cotton-growing States, then that beautiful doctrine of im- 
partiality is meted out by placing a duty on the one and re- 
moving it from the other. Under the operation of the law of 
population and wealth the time will come in the fullness of 
justice when the South will have the privilege of retaliating; 
and I hope it will not do it, for I believe that the doctrine of 
the Democratic party and the men who stand behind it are 
broad minded enough and American enough, that if the occa- 
sion should ever come, as it will come, when they are in power, 
that they will apply their laws equally in spite of the partisan- 
ship of the Republican party. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Before the Senator from Rhode Island pro- 
ceeds 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
information. 





This is another case of free raw material and 


Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Texas is correct in his 
judgment, the whole tariff bill could be changed by a concurrent 
resolution originating in the Senate. That is too ridiculous a 
proposition to be argued. I think the Senator from Texas 
himself upon consideration will not make any such claim. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In answer to the Senator, I will say that 
there can be no question, that until this bill becomes a law, 
before it passes from the consideration of the two Houses of 
Congress, it may be changed in any respect by the concurrent 
action of the two Houses. It can not be changed when it shall 
have become a law unless a measure to change it originates in 
the House of Representatives, passes both Houses, and is ap- 
proved by the President or becomes a law without his ap- 
proval. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The only purpose of this resolution is to / 
correct an error. The suggested amendment of the Senator 
from Texas would destroy the resolution. There is no use try- 
ing to pass it at this stage of the session with any such amend- 
ment as that suggested by the Senator from Texas; and as I 
am desirous of having the resolution passed, I shall move to 
lay his amendment on the table—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I shall expect every friend of this 
measure to vote for the motion. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator—— 

The VICE-PRHSIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves to lay on the table the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BACON. I do not understand that the Senator from 
Rhode Island made the motion. He said he would make it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will inguire about it. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
has the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will listen to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. I will occupy the floor for only one moment. 
We have become within the past three months quite familiar 
with the fact that when the Senator from Rhode Island waves 
his hand, that determines what is going to be the vote of the 
majority of the Senate. 

In order that the Recorp may be complete before tiat wave 
of the hand is now given, I desire simply to call attention to a 
fact which we all know, that under the peculiar methods pur- 
sued by the Finance Committee during this conference, by 
which the final shape of this bill was determined, only those 
of the Senator’s political party were admitted into the con- 
ference, and it so happened that at the time when the confer- 
ence was dealing with this matter, which affected this large 
section of the country and this largest of all single industries— 
measured by value of exports—there was not on that conference 


I want to furnish him this additional bit of | committee a single Senator representing that large section of the 
| country engaged in cotton growing, or representing that large 


taxed finished product. Jute and jute butts, out of which this | interest to which cotton bagging is essential and particularly to 


bagging is made—— 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. That is right. 

Mr. BAILEY (continuing). Are now on the free list and 
remain on the free list, according to this conference report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it certainly does not appeal 
to me, and I assume it will not appeal to any other protec- 


tionist, that because a raw material is on the free list the | 
finished product should also be there. That is contrary to my | 


understanding of the doctrine of protection. 

Mr. BAILEY. And contrary to justice. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The senior Senator from Texas [Mr. Cvtr- 
BERSON] has made an appeal to us in behalf of the South. But 


this concurrent resolution is simply to make changes in phrase- | 


— which are necessary to carry out the purpose of the con- 
prees, 
of the Senator from Texas is to make a change in the law by 
changing the rates of duty upon an article—clearly against any 
authority which we have under the Constitution of the United 
States and which would be sure to be resented by the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. This bill, if the Senator will pardon me, 
can be changed by the concurrent action of the two Houses of 
Congress until it becomes a law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It has not become a law, because it has 
not been presented to the President of the United States and 
become a law by his approval or without his approval under the 
Constitutional provision applicable to the case. 





It makes no change whatever in rates. The suggestion | 


| be affected by that change made in this conference report. 


Mr. BAILEY. The same thing is true of the House. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from Georgia 

Mr. BACON. I understand the same thing is true of the 
conferees on the part of the House—that it was an absolute 
fact that that broad expanse of territory, representing that 
large proportion of this country and affecting, if I may say, cer- 
tainly the greatest of all agricultural interests and the great- 
est of all exports, literally had no representative, and it has 
been dealt with by the conference committee in the most selfish 
and narrow of sectional considerations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say, in answer to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Georgia, that if there had been a dozen rep- 
| resentatives of the South upon the conference committee there 
could have been no more earnest conferees in favor of this 
amendment than the managers on the part of the Senate; and it 
was the inflexible attitude of the House conferees not to accept 
it which led the Senate managers very reluctantly to yield. 

Now, Mr. President 

Mr. McLAURIN. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will 
withhold the motion. It can not expedite the matter, because 
the discussion can come up on the resolution of the Senator 
from North Dakota just as well as upon the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Texas, and I desire to make a few observa- 
tions before this shall be voted on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, the Senator is mistaken as 
to the rule of law that would obtain if the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas be adopted. It might be, which I do not 
concede, that that amendment would be obnoxious to that pro- 
vision of the Constitution of the United States which requires 
bills to raise revenue to originate in the House; yet it being 
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separable from the other provision of the resolution, that 
offered by the committee, the failing of the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas under the condemnation of that provision 
of the Constitution would not carry the balance of the resolu- 
tion—that part of it presented by the Finance Committee. 

There is another provision about this, and that is that if the 
amendment offered by the amendment of the Senator from 
Texas is unconstitutional, because it originates in the Senate 
and because it changes the revenue, then the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Rhode Island is obnoxious to the same pro- 
vision of the Constitution of the United States, for this does 
change the rate in the conference report. 

In the conference report there is ne reduction of the tariff 
on shoes made from calfskins and kip skins. This changes it 
so that there is a reduction in the tariff on shoes made from 
kip skins and calfskins. There is there a change of the law. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Texas to a 
point and to make a suggestion to him which he can consider, 
and if it does not meet with his judgment he need not adopt it. 
Last Tuesday the Senator from Texas gave notice that when 
the resolution which is now under consideration should be pre- 
sented he would offer this amendment, and he has done so in 
pursuance of that notice. But yesterday when the resolution 
which was then before the Finance Committee and which was 
reported yesterday by the senior Senator from North Dakota 
was presented, I offered the amendment which makes section 3 
of that measure. 

I suggest to the Senator from Texas that inasmuch as this 
amendment to the resolution reported by the Senator from North 
Dakota has been accepted by the Finance Committee, and 
inasmuch as the resolution itself is reported unanimously from 
the Committee on Finance, he offer the entire resolution No. 42 
as an amendment to the resolution now under consideration. 
Then be has the unanimous indorsement of the Finance Conm- 
mittee from beginning to end, and there can be then but one rea- 
sen why it should not be adopted, and that would be because 
the Finance Committee is not willing to give free bagging for 
cotton. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALDRICH. For what purpose? 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Mississippi made an 
inquiry of me. 

Mr. McLAURIN. 
Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I rose to answer the inquiry of the 
Senator from Mississippi. If the Senator from Mississippi 
thinks that the incorporation of the McCumber amendment 
will not weaken the cotton-bagging amendment which I have 
proposed, and he will submit that, I will accept it. But I do 
not wish to change the status of matters now by withdrawing 
my amendment and offering the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Dakota. 

I am perfectly willing that cotton bagging should go on the 
free list, and I am perfectly willing that this correction pro- 
posed by the Senator from North Dakota may be made. But 
I do not desire to complicate the situation. I want a square-cut 
vote upon the proposition whether this manifest and flagrant 
injustice to a section of this country will be perpetrated by the 
Senate of the United States. 

Mr. McLAURIN. It was not a question which I propounded 
to the Senator from Texas. I merely made a suggestion—that 
he should offer to the resolution now under consideration the 
entire resolution of the Senator from North Dakota, including 
the amendment to that 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, but—— 

Mr, McLAURIN. And that then, as he has a right to per- 
fect his amendment 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from Mississippi 
and the Senator from Texas that that will meet the same op- 
position that the suggestion of the Senator from Texas now 
embodies. The Finance Committee has never authorized any 
concurrent resolution at all with reference to this matter, and 
they will not. This resolution must stand or fall as it is. Any 
attempt to amend it means its defeat, its absolute and certain 
defeat; and I propose, so far as I can, to move to dispose of 
every amendment of whatever nature, whatever may be its 
merits or demerits, by a motion to lay on the table; and I 
shall ask the friends of the bill to support me. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Will the Senator let me conclude my sen- 
tence? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; but he is making a statement upon the 
hypothesis, apparently, that one amendment would have greater 
strength than the other. 


I made a suggestion to the Senator from 
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Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. }\{c. 
CuMBER] on yesterday reported from the Committee on Fina ce 
unanimously the joint resolution to which I offered an aimed. 
ment, and afterwards, when I offered the amendment putting 
bagging on the free list, it was accepted by the Senator from 
North Dakota; and the Senator from Rhode Island, the chair. 
man of the committee, stated that the committee accepted it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I beg the Senator’s pardon; I did not 
state that. I stated the contrary. 1 want to say to the Senator 
that the only resolution which the Committee on Finance ay. 
thorized the Senator from North Dakota to report was a joint 
resolution applying to two things. The Senator from Mississi)))j 
offered an amendment to that, and I stated distinctly on the 
floor that the Senate committee did not accept it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I will read the Recorp, with the Senator's 
permission. 

Mr. WARREN. The Recorp is wrong. 

Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator from West Virginia 
Scott] said this—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Recorp shows any such statement as 
that on my part, the Recorp is incorrect. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I got it from the Recorp. I could not hear 
what the Senator said. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said just the contrary. 

Mr. McLAURIN, Wait a moment until I find it. 

Mr. PENROSE. I heard the Senator from Rhode Island, 
and he said the committee did not accept it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to page 4876 of the Recorp. Speaking of the 
amendment that I had offered, the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Scorr] said: 


I should like to have an expression from the chairman of the Finance 
Committee. I wish to know if the Finance Committee accepts that 
amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does. 


Mr. ALDRICH, I said: “It does not.” 
opposite. : 

Mr. McLAURIN. I am going by the Recorp. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Half a dozen Senators around me heard me 
say that it does not. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I am going by the Recorp. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Recorp is absolutely incorrect. 
precisely the opposite. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I remarked at the time that I could not 
hear what the Senator said, and I looked in the Recor» this 
morning to see what the Senator did say, because I intended 
to base the action on my amendment on what he said. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, this session of Congress will ° 
adjourn in a very few hours. It is absolutely impossible for 
this concurrent resolution, for a single purpose of correcting 
errors, should pass at all or become a part of the law unless 
it is voted upon very soon, and voted upon without one singie 
amendment. Everybody here understands that; and I ust 
make the motion to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will both Senators suspend until 
the Secretary reads the amendment? It has not yet been read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the Recorp may be corre:ted 
where I am reported to have said “ It does.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Recorp will be corrected. 

The Secretary will read the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Texas. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add to the coneurrent reso- 
lution the following proviso: 


Provided, Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics suit- 
able for covering cotton, shall be admitted free of duty. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Before making the motion, I yield to the 
Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I am perfectly wel! con 
vinced, not only from a parliamentary point of view, ut a 
practical one, that any amendment of this resolution would 
mean the death both of the resolution itself and the amend- 
ment. I think it very important that the resolution, which 
is, as the Senator from Rhode Island states, to correct an error, 
the practical effect of which is to carry out the reduction in 
the duties on leather and leather products, which is esseitia! 
if we are to have free hides, should pass. I have some 4))- 
prehension that even if it goes unencumbered to the House it 
may not experience that speedy and certain success there which 
we would like. . 

It is for this reason that I have made up my mind not to 
offer to the resolution an amendment which I intended, tle 
anticoupon provision of the tariff bill as it passed the Senate 
and went to the conference committee. I shall not take ‘lie 
time of the Senate now or at any other time, until that sub- 
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ject can be practically disposed of, to point out what was done 
in the conference committee and just what the striking out 
of the anticoupon provision means. I think all Senators under- 
stand it now. 5 

lurthermore, I see that under section 34 of the Dill as it 
comes from the conference committee the provisions of that 
particular law do not go into effect for a year yet; that is, 
not until the Ist of next July. So by a separate resolution at the 
next session there will be ample time for a reenactment of the 
anticoupon provision, and more extensively I hope I shall be 
able to make it than I made it here. At that time I shall state 
just what the conferees did. 

I was going to ask the Senator from Rhode Island why it was 
that the anticoupon provision, which is a reenactment of the 
Dingley anticoupon provision, and which passed this body, was 
stricken out in conference. I am advised that the House con- 
ferees seriously objected to it. I can not imagine what the 
motive could possibly have been; but I shall not take the time 
of the Senate now to go into it. 

For both these reasons I shall not now offer to the resolution 
the anticoupon amendment, because I am convinced, as I said 
before, that it is necessary for this resolution to go through if 
we are going to have a reduction in the leather schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to lay the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] on the table, and upon 
that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
first asked for the yeas and nays. Is the demand seconded? 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BOURNE (when his name was éalled). I again an- 
nounce that I have a general pair with the senior Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. Owen]. I transfer that pair to the junior 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nrxon}, and I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BRIGGS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. JonnstTon], 
who is necessarily absent from the city. I therefore withhold 
my vote. I make this announcement to cover this and the suc- 
ceeding votes during the day. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. SurHerRtanp], who was 
called away on account of sickness. If he were present, he 
would vote “ yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis], 
and I withhold my vote. If permitted, I would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Taytor]. If I were 
privileged to vote, I would vote “yea.” I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BANKHEAD (when the name of Mr. JoHNsTon of Ala- 
bama was ealled). My colleague [Mr. JoHnston] is paired 
with the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Briaes]. If 
my colleague were present, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nrxon]. I transfer 
that pair to the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen], 
and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I again an- 
a my pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
MONEY]. . 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PAGE. My colleague [Mr. DILLINGHAM] is unavoidably 
absent. He is paired with the senior Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TrrtMaN]. If my colleague were present, he would 
vote “ yea.” 

Mr. McLAURIN. My colleague [Mr. Money] is unavoidably 
absent. He is paired, as announced by the senior Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. Warren], with that Senator. If my colleague 
were present, he would vote “ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 26, as follows: 





YEAS—43. 
Aldrich Burton Gamble Peprose 
Beveridge Carter Guggenheim Perkins 
Borah Clark, Wyo. Hale Piles 
Bourne Crane Heyburn Root 
Bradley Crawford Johnson, N. Dak. Scott 
Brandegee Curtis Jones Smith, Mich. 
Brown Depew Kean Smoot 
Bulkeley Dick Lodge Stephenson 
Burkett du Pont Lorimer Warner 
Burnham Flint Oliver Wetmore 
Burrows Frye Page 

NAYS—26. 
Bacon Chamberlain Daniel Frazier 
sankhead clapp Fletcher Gore 
Bristow Culberson Foster Hughes 


ee 


La Follette Newlands Shively Stone 
McCumber Overman Simmons Taliaferro 
McLaurin Paynter Smith, Md. 
Martin Rayner Smith, 8. C, 

NOT VOTING—23. 
Bailey Davis Johnston, Ala. Richardson 
Brig: Dillingham McEnery Sutherland 
Clarke, Ark. Dixon Money Taylor 
Cla Dolliver Nelson Tillman 
Cullom Elkins Nixon Warren 
Cummins Gallinger Owen 


So Mr. CuLBERSON’s amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. CrLapP]. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, when the so-called “ corporation- 
tax amendment” was before the Senate, I moved an amend- 
ment striking out the exemption of what we might, for brevity’s 
sake, call the holding corporation. The Senate adopted that 
amendment and struck out that exemption. The conferees put 
that exemption back again in conference, and I believe if there 
is any one thing that will hang like a dead weight about the 
neck of our party it will be the attempt to tax corporations, and 
yet exempt the great holding corporations of this country. 

I had prepared an amendment to the resolution of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, but the last amendment offered by the 
Senator from Texas, which was as fair a proposition as was 
ever placed before a legislative body, having been defeated, and 
knowing, as I do, that Senators on this side would have been 
delighted to have voted for the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Texas, except that they honestly believed that to 
do so would defeat the primary resolution of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, which is to reduce the duty on boots and shoes, 
and as I have struggled here to reduce duties upon these 
articles, and have voted to reduce the duties upon boots and 
shoes, I do not care to go through the form of forcing my asso- 
ciates here against their sympathy for my amendment, in their 
loyalty to the purpose of the passage of the resolution to re- 
duce the duty on boots and shoes, into the position of answering 
a roll call. Therefore, while I feel that it was an outrage upon 
the American people to put that exemption back in the bill in 
conference, I believe that sooner or later it has got to come out. 
The American people will not tolerate it. At the same time, 
knowing, as I do, that Senators would feel now, in view of the 
fact that Congress must adjourn within an hour or so, and that 
they must at all hazards make the effort to reduce the duty on 
boots and shoes, and that my amendment, even if adopted, would 
have to go out again—rather than force my colleagues into this 
position, I refrain from pressing the amendment at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that J ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment 
to the resolution. I submit it. It is not my intention to dis- 
cuss it. I have neither the strength nor the disposition to do 
that. It is a matter which was very thoroughly discussed dur- 
ing the consideration of the measure in the Senate. I offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be read. 

The Secretary. After the numerals “450,” in line 10, it is 
proposed to strike out the remainder of the resolution and in 
lieu thereof to insert: 

Hides of cattle, raw or cured, whether dry, salted, or pickled; grain, 
buff, and split leather; all boots and shoes made wholly or in chief 
value of leather made from cattle hides and cattle skins of whatever 
weight, of cattle of the bovine species, including calfskins; harness, 
saddles, and saddlery, in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, com- 
posed wholly or in chief value of leather; all the foregoing shall be 
admitted free of duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. STONE. Upon that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BOURNE (when his name was called). I again announce 
that I have a general pair with the senior Senator from Okla- 
homa [Mr. Owen]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Nrxon] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND]. 
If he were present, he would vote “yea” and I would vote 
 —— 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I will again 
announce my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Tay- 
tor}. If I were unpaired, I would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nrxon] to the 
senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen] and vote “ nay.” 
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‘Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monzy]. 

The roll call was coneluded. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
voted by mistake while I was engaged. I withdraw my vote. 
I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. CLAY. I was requested to state that the junior Senator 
from Texas [Mr. Battry] is paired with the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. Exxrns] on this vote, and the previous motion 
to table the amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. Our- 
BERSON]. He would have voted “nay” if he had been present 
and not paired. 

Mr. GORE. I desire to announce that if my colleague [Mr. 
OwENS] were present and not paired, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. ELKINS. I announce my pair with the junior Senator 
from Texas [Mr. Bauzxy]. The Senator from Texas is not 
in the Chamber and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PAGE. I announce the absence of my colleague [Mr. 
DILLINGHAM] from the Chamber. He is paired with the senior 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Tuiman]. If my colleague 
were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 23, 


YEAS—43. 


Gu heim 
Hale 


Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
Lorimer 
McCumber 
Oliver 
Page 
NAYS—23. 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Newlands 
Frazier Overman 
Gore Paynter 
La Follette Rayner 
NOT VOTING—26. 
Johnston, Ala. 
peueny 
oney 
Nelson 
Elkins Nixon 
Gallinger 


Owen 
Hughes Richardson 


So Mr. Srone’s amendment was laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution offered by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask leave to have 
printed as a Senate document a table prepared by the Bureau 
of Manufactures, showing a comparison ef the Payne tariff bill 
as agreed to by the committee of conference with the present 
tariff law, and showing the respective rates and percentages of 
increase or decrease on articles classified differently in the pre- 
pared bill and the existing law. This table supplies the rates 
which do net appear in the volume termed “ Estimated Rev- 
enues,” prepared by the Finanee Committee. It shows some 
286 inereases of duty and 38 decreases of duty which have 
never appeared in any table furnished by the Finance Commit- 
tee. I ask to have the table printed as a Senate document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Sienator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none, and the 
order to print is entered. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Now, Mr. President, I ask to have 
printed as a Senate document a table prepared by the Bureau 
of Statistics upon the estimated revenues as furnished by the 
Finance Committee. It has been prepared with a great deal of 
eare. It brings down a table which was printed as a Senate 
document when the Senate passed the bill. I had at that time 
an understanding with the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance that when the conference report was made that table 
would be presented either by the chairman or by myself to show 
all the changes made in conference in the bill as passed by the 
Senate. Shortly after the conference report was presented to 
the other House a proof of that table was handed to me by the 
clerk of the Committee on Finance, with a message from the 
chairman of the committee that I could either present the table 
myself or he would present it. 

I concluded, before offering it, to have it carefully examined 
by the Bureau of Statistics. I did so. The result of the ex- 
amination disclosed that it contained a number of errors. 
These were corrected by the bureau. It has also been care- 
fully compared by the bureau with the last reprint of “ Esti- 


as follows: 


Aldrich 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

Root 

Scott 

Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 


Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Crawford 


Stephenson 
‘Warner 
Burrows Wetmore 


Burton 


Bacon 
Bankhead 
Bristow 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 
Culberson 


Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 


Fletcher 
Foster 


Smith, 8. C. 
Sutherland 
Taylor 
Tillman 
Warren 


mevecidags Dillingh 
ver ngham 
Briggs Dixon 
— Ark. 


nt 
Cullom 
Cummins 


mated Revenues” issued by the Committee on Finance, jy 
which a number of errors were also discovered. 

Mr. President, with this explanation, I ask to have the cor. 
rect table printed as a Senate document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none, ang 
the order to print is entered. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I had anticipated that 
the epportunity might come-to me to submit some remarks 
upon the conference committee report on the tariff bill before 
its adoption. I had on yesterday caused my name to be placed 
upon the list by the then presiding officer, the Vice-President 
not being in the chair at the time. I took the precantion to 
take a copy of that list. I found my name to-day farther dow) 
on the list than it was placed at the time. The change in my 
position on that list and the time consumed by other Senators 
prevented my name being reached before the time arrived for 
voting on the conference report today. Consequently I did 
not have the opportunity to make the remarks which I wished 
to submit on the bill before its final passage. I make this ex- 
planation that it may go into the Recorp. As I shall have oc- 
casion many times to state my views with respect to this tariff 
legislation between now and the convening of Congress in De- 
cember next, I ferege the opportunity to have spoken here with 
less disappointment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I beg leave to submit a re. 
quest .that the statistics prepared by the experts who assisted 
the Democratic minority of the Senate conferees on the tariff 
bill may be printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Virginia? ‘The Chair hears none, and the 
order to print is entered. 

Upon agreeing to the coneurrent ‘resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricn], the Secretary will 
mow call the roll 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis], and 
so I withhold my vote. 

Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). Tagain announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Barry], and 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Tay1or]. 

Mr. JONES (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Smirn], 
who, I understand, has left the Chamber, and therefore I with- 
hold my vote. If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GORE (when Mr. Owen’s name was called). 
state again that my colleague [Mr. Owen] is absent. 
ent, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I again an- 
neunce my pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
Money]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLAY. I have a pair with the junior Senator from Utah 
{Mr. SuTHERLAND], but I am informed that if he were present 
he would vote “yea.” I therefore vote “ yea.” 

Mr. JONES. I have announced my pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Smirn], but I understand that 
if he were present he would very likely vote “yea.”” Therefore 
I shall vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. PAGE. I again announce the necessary absence of my 
colleague [Mr. Ditz1nenam]. He is paired with the senior Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Tiritman]. If my colleague 
were present and allowed to vote, he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. BANKHEAD. My colleague [Mr. Jonnston of Alabamyr } 
is mecessarily absent. If present, he would vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 70, nays 0, as follows: 


YEAS—70. 


Hh 

Y urn 
Crawford Hughes 
Culberson Johnson, N. Dak. 
Curtis Jones 

Daniel Kean 

Depew La Follette 


Dick 

Dixon Lorimer 

du Pont McCumber 

Fletcher McLaurin 
Martin 


lint 
Foster Newlands 
Oliver 
Overman 


Paynter 
Penrose 


I will 
If pres- 


Aldrich Clay 
Bacon Crane 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Borah 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Bristow 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 


Perkins 
Piles 

Rayner 

Root 

Scott 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Warner 
Wetmore 


Burrows 
Carter 
Chamberlain 


Clap 
Clark, Wyo. 
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NOT VOTING—22. 


Bailey McEnery Smith, 8. C. 
Briggs Dillingham Money Taylor 
Burton Dolliver Nelson Tillman 
Clarke, Ark. Elkins Nixon Warren 
Cullom Gallinger Owen 

Cummins Johnston, Ala. Richardson 


So the concurrent resolution was agreed to. 
LABOR CONDITIONS IN WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. PENROSE, I submit a resolution which I ask to have 
read and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res, 73) as follows: 

Senate resolution 73. 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate be authorized to appoint 
a committee of five Senators to’ investigate and report upon the indus- 
trial conditions existing in the steel mills and car shops of western 
Pennsylvania at the second session of the Sixty-first Congress. Said 
committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, examine 
witnesses upon Oath, employ a stenographer, and to sit during the 
session or the recess of the Senate at such times and places as the 
committee may determine, and the actual and necessary expenses of 
said investigations to be  mpe out of the contingent fund of the Senate 
upon vouchers approved by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CULBERSON, I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania if 
he is not willing to have that resolution considered now? 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like very much to have it con- 
sidered now. 

Mr. KEAN. I hope not at present. 

Mr. PENROSE. It has never been referred to and considered 
by apy committee and it provides for the expenditure of money. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It provides for an expenditure 
from the contingent fund of the Senate, and under the statute 
it must go to the committee. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should be glad to have it considered 
now, if it could be, by unanimous consent, so that this investi- 
gation could be had in the interim between now and the regular 
session. I presented a memorial the other day on the same 
subject, and I am glad that such a resolution has been intro- 
duced. 

Mr. PENROSE. I would be very glad if the resolution could 
be passed, even if it does not carry any appropriation. 

Mr. SHIVELY. No one has objection to it. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I must object, inasmuch as the statute 
provides that such resolutions shall go to the committee. It is 
not a rule of the Senate; it is a statute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair suggested that the stat- 
ute required that it should be referred to the committee, but 
the Chair supposed that the committee could report before the 
Senate adjourned. The resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 


ENROLLMENT OF TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. McCUMBER,. Mr. President, I offer the concurrent reso- 
lution which I send to the desk, and ask that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution (S. C. Res. 11), 
as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution 11. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Committees on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized 
to correct the enrolled bill of the House entitled “An act to provide 
revenue, —, duties, and encourage the industries of the United 
States, and for other pu ” by inserting after the word ‘“ bushel,” 


rposes. 
in line 1, om page 101 of the bill as it passed both Houses, the words 


ane drawback shall be allowed upon oil cake made from imported 


And they are further authorized to strike out the following provision 
in section 23 of said bill, on page 435, which reads as follows: “Pro- 
vided, That the waste material or by-products incident to the processes 
of manufacture in said bonded warehouses may be withdrawn for do- 
mestic consumption on the payment of duty equal to the duty which 
would be assessed and collected by law, if such waste or by-products 
were imported from a foreign country.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I wish to state that this 
concurrent resolution comes from me personally, and is not 
authorized by the Committee on Finance, nor is the Commit- 
tee on Finance in any way responsible for it. The Committee 
on Finance did authorize me yesterday to report a joint reso- 
lution correcting certain matters in the tariff bill which were 
considered to be errors. I introduced that joint resolution 
yesterday, and it was agreed at the time it was introduced that, 
So far as I was concerned, I would have no objection to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mc- 
Laurin], or the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas 
(Mr. CULBERSON]. I wish to state now the purpose of this con- 
current resolution, 

e I want to call the Senate’s attention, and especially the atten- 
on of the Senate Finance Committee and the chairman of that 








committee, to a provision in the tariff bill as passed by the 
House and in the bill as passed by the Senate, in order that 
the Senator from Rhode Island may explain what was done by 
the committee of conference upon that proposition. I wish 
first to make the statement before I ask the Senator for an 
explanation. 

On page 101 of the bill as it passed the House we find this 
provision, and to it I should like a little attention from both 
sides of the Chamber: ~ 

But no drawback shall be allowed upon oil cake made from im- 
ported seed. 

That provision was in the bill as it passed the House and as 
it came to the Senate Committee on Finance. That provision in 
the bill, being a part of the executive or administrative features 
of the bill, was stricken out, with the idea that another amend- 
ment would be made in lieu of it touching upon the general 
question of drawbacks. The Senate then introduced section 9, 
by which it was provided that the drawback provisions of the 
act should not relate to wheat, wheat flour, flax, flaxseed, or the 
by-products thereof. Oil cake is a by-product of flaxseed. The 
House declared that there should be no drawback upon oil cake. 
The Senate declared that there should be no drawback upon the 
by-products of flaxseed. 

Mr. President, so far as the flax question is concerned, there 
was absolutely nothing before the conferees other than the ques- 
tion of the mere wording of the provision. The proposition was 
exactly the same in substance, prohibiting the application of 
the drawback provisions of the bill as they related to imported 
flaxseed. Upon that proposition I claim that there was nothing 
before the Senate conferees, and therefore the action of the 
conferees in striking out both provisions was certainly entirely 
without the pale of proper parliamentary procedure. 

I come now to another provision which this section covers, 
and that is the provision in relation to goods manufactured in 
bond. I introduced an amendment, which was accepted by the 
Senate Committee on Finance and accepted by the Senate itself, 
to the effect that there should be no drawback upon imported 
wheat or the products thereof. That was adopted, and, on the 
other hand, the House provision upon the drawback not only 
allowed the importation of wheat, wheat flour, and so forth, but 
did not even require that the same thing be exported. On the 
contrary, it provided that an equal quantity of like quality 
might be exported at any time within a year; in other words, 
the millers could import, when the crop was short in this coun- 
try and commanded a high price, raw material, without export- 
ing it at all, use it for domestic consumption until we had a 
better or a more valuable crop and the price was necessarily 
cheaper, and then they would export an equal quantity. 

Mr. President, that was all very well for the interests of the 
miller, but it was absolutely against the interests of the farming 
community. I objected seriously to that proposition. How- 
ever, it became apparent—and here I want the attention of the 
Senator from Rhode Island—that my provision could not possi- 
bly be adopted, and the Senate conferees refused to adopt the 
House provision. It became necessary, therefore, that they 
should have some kind of a compromise. 

I was informed again and again by the conferees on the part 
of the Senate that the conferees, if they did not accept the 
Senate amendment, would agree only to the old Dingley law. 
Two or three times I called especial attention to the fact that 
the House provision which sought to allow the goods or a por- 
tion of the goods, the by-products, to be taken out of the bonded 
warehouse where they were manufactured and sold to the 
public, was against the interest of the people I represented. 
Why? Simply because about one-third of our wheat, taking 
that for an example, goes into by-products—into bran, shorts, 
middlings, and so forth. The other two-thirds make flour. ‘The 
value of our grain depends upon the demand for each constit- 
uent part of it, and the demand for bran, the demand for mid- 
dlings or shorts, has a tendency to increase the value of the 
grain just as much as the demand for the flour itself. 

Very well. Glutting the market with the by-products at times 
when we need more than at any other time to have the protec- 
tion would tend to drive the value down. So I was assured that 
that provision would be guarded against by the Finance Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. President, I have no doubt that the members of the 
Finance Committee thought they were carrying out that agree- 
ment. I believe they did; and, if I am informed correctly, 
when the matter came up before the conferees it was agreed 
that they would go back to the Dingley provision relating to 
drawbacks, manufacturing in bond, and so forth. 

Then there was offered the committee of conference the pro- 
visions all the way from 429—about 30 pages, I think, offered 
in bulk—with the understanding on the part of the Senate con- 















For my own part, if I had the power I would establish recip- 

rocal free trade in domestic products between the United States 
and Canada. We enjoyed such a relationship for a period of 
ten years. It was fruitful only of advantages and only of 
ylessings. 
I am not among those who think that it would be better for 
this Republic, instead ef having a resourceful country to our 
northward, like Canada, to have a frozen and fruitless sea. I 
am not among those who think it would be better, instead of 
having a rich region to our southward, like the Republic of 
Mexico, if we had a burning and a barren desert. 

I agree with President McKinley when he said the age of 
trade wars had passed, and the age of reciprocity had come. 
For my own part I would strike the shackles from the feet of 
the United States. I would not put the American eagle in a 
cage and then marvel why he does not fly to all the markets 
of the world. Primacy, financially, commercially, and indus- 
trially is the goal and destiny which for my part I would 
set before the eyes of younger America and the younger Amer- 
icans. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I offer to it the amendment I send to the 
desk. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the reso- 
lution the following: 


That on and after the day follo the passage of this resolution, 


bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics suitable for cover- 
a oe shall, when imported into the United States, be exempt from 

Mr. McCUMBER. When I drew the joint resolution which I 
offered, there was an understanding upon my part that I would 
have no objection to the matter referred to being annexed 
as an amendment to the joint resolution; and one of the prom- 
inent Senators upon the other side of the Chamber indicated 
that he would be opposed to this provision unless that was 
added as an amendment. That being the case I consented that 
it be added as an amendment, and it could then go before the 
House committee. 

Mr. President, this is not the same resolution, but I feel that 
I would fail to carry out the spirit of that understanding if I 
did not consent to its being annexed to this resolution, although 
I feel that it will greatly jeopardize it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota accept it as a part of his resolution? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I accept the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
accepts the amendment, and it becomes a part of the resolu- 
tion. 

The question is on agreeing to the concurrent resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from North Dakota. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate No. 8, authorizing the 
Committees on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses to correct the 
enrolled bill of the House (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, 
equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United 
States, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
resolution providing that a committee of three Members be 
appointed by the Speaker to join a similar committee appointed 
by the Senate to wait upon the President of the United States 
and inform him that the two Houses, having completed the busi- 
hess of the present session, are ready to adjourn unless he has 
some other communication to make to them. 

The message further announced that the Speaker had ap- 
pointed Mr. Payne of New York, Mr. Forpney of Michigan, and 
Mr. Ciark of Missouri, members of the committee on the part of 
the House. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, 
equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United 
States, and for other purposes, and it was thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 75), 
which was read: 
Senate resolution 75. 


, tesolved, That a committee of two Senators be 
Vice-President, to join a similar committee appointed 
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appointed by the 
by the House of 


resentatives, to wait 7 the President of the United States and 
inform him that the two Houses, having completed the business of the 
present session, are ready to adjourn unless the President has some 


other communication to make to them. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I wish to say that I do not desire 
to serve on the committee. 

As soon as the pending resolution has passed and certain 
formal matters to be presented by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing have been disposed of, I shall ask the Senate 
to take a recess until a quarter before 5, at which time the 
President will be here to sign bills, and it is expected that a 
resolution will be sent here from the House fixing the final 
adjournment of the session at 6 o’clock. But, for the present, 
I withhold the motion for the recess. 

Mr. KEAN. We should like to have an executive session 
afterwards. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 
of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Atpricn and Mr. 
DANIEL as the committee on the part of the Senate. 


TARIFF LAW OF 1909. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following concurrent resolution (S. C. Res. 10), which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Senate concurrent resolution 10. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed for the use of Congress 50,000 copies of the tariff 
law of 1909 in pamphiet form, indexed, with paper cover, to be appor- 
tioned as follows: Thirty thousand copies for the use of the House of ; 
Representatives, 15,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 5,000 
copies for the use of the Committee on Finance of the Senate; and that 
the Public Printer be authorized to print for sale such copies of said 
document as in his discretion may be required. 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following concurrent resolution (S. C. Res. 9), which was con 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Senate concurrent resolution 9. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Joint Committee on Printing be, and are hereby, authorized 
and directed to prepare, compile, and index all of the acts heretofore 
passed by Congress imposing duties on imports, and that 3,000 copies 
of said compilation be printed, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate 
and 2,000 copies for the use of the House. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 74), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Senate resolution 74. 

Resolwed, That the Committee on Public Expenditures be, and are 
hereby, authorized to employ an assistant clerk, at the rate of $100 
per month, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate until 
otherwise provided. 

Mr. KEAN subsequently, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the foregoing resolution, reported it without amend- 
ment, and it was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 






I ask for the present consideration 
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THE TARIFF. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. President, the time 
for discussion is past, yet I do not feel like leaving the false 
standard erected by the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] as 
the last words said by which to test the tariff law. The Ameri- iY 
can people will test it by no such false standards. The Senator i 
would have us believe that that test will be whether prices will 4 
be lower and wages lower next year. That is not the kind of a 
law we have passed. t 

I remember very well when the Senator’s party was in power ; 
and passed a tariff law for the deliberate purpose of making 
things cheap. They succeeded, and we knew that they would 
succeed in doing that. 

There is something beyond that. The question is, Will it pro- 
duce prosperity and happiness? I remember seeing, when that 
law was in force, a carload of woo! standing on the Northern 
Pacific Railroad ready to ship. It was not put into the train 
for this reason: The Northern Pacific wanted somebody to pay 
the freight in advance or to guarantee the freight, because they 
were not sure that that wool would sell for enough in the 
market to pay the freight. ; 

The same thing was true at Dickinson, in North Dakota. 
The Northern Pacific Railroad Company would not move a car- 
load of sheep until the freight was paid in advance, because 
they were not sure that the sheep would sell for enough to pay 
the freight when they got to Chicago. 

The sheep owners in Arizona hired a lot of sheep-shearers, 
assuming that they could get money out of the wool when they 
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got the sheep sheared, by trading with the commission mer- 
chants. They found that they could not draw on that wool, 
and there was riot and bloodshed among those sheep-shearers, 
because honest men, intending to pay them, could not raise the 
money on the wool to pay for the shearing. 

There was other evidence before the House committee in 1897 
proving that sheep had not been sheared for four years, and 
they had wool on them 2 feet long. 

I know that in those years 200 men—good, honest men, glad 
to work and willing to work—applied at my back door, first for 
work and then for bread. I could not furnish them work, but 
supplied them with bread as far as I could. Wages were cheap 
and bread was cheap and wheat was cheap, 

We do not promise anything of that kind. The true test with 
the American people in applying this law is, Will it be easier to 
get bread, will it be easier to get woolen clothing, and will it be 
easier to get cotton clothing? That is the true test. 

I want to take up just two items, shoes and woolen cloth. 
The Times, of this city, took an apparent census of the opinion 
of shoe dealers of this city and of Baltimore and Philadelphia. 
They all agreed that they would have to raise the price of shoes 
from 10 to 20 per cent on account of the new tariff, and that 
would mean from 50 cents to a dollar a pair. Notwithstanding 
the fact that we have reduced the duty on shoes from 25 per 
cent to 10 per cent, these men would make people believe that 
on account of the tariff they will have to raise the price on a 
pair of shoes from 50 cents to a dollar. With a duty of 15 per 
cent on the leather that enters into a pair of shoes it would 
not average over 2 cents a pair. If there is any tariff question 
affecting those men they should reduce the price on account of 
the reduced tariff on leather 2 cents on a pair of shoes. 

Now, then, as to woolen cloth. There has been no advance 
whatever in the woolen schedule. There has been a slight 
reduction on one kind of yarn, but there has been no advance. 
Yet the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLterre] stood on 
this floor on the 8th of July and read a letter from a combina- 
tion of clothing dealers stating that on account of the new tariff 
they would be compelled to raise the price of clothing to the 
American people to the amount of $200,000,000 a year. 

Nobody blames those people for wanting to make money out 
of selling cloth; nobody has any ill will toward them; but 
nobody would believe that it is a valid excuse for raising the 
price of woolen cloth. Nobody would give them the $200,000,000 
of clear profit except for political lies; and when those political 
lies get the indorsement of Senators on this floor it will deceive 
a great many of the American people and they will probably 
pay the $200,000,000, or a part of it, and these dealers will 
declare a handsome dividend. Many people will be misled, not 
by the original statement of those dealers, but by its indorse- 
ment by Senators, and they will pay money, which will add to 
the profit of the dealers. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, in taking advantage of this oppor- 
tunity to extend my remarks I have no intention of indulging 
in any criticism of or fault-finding with the Finance Committee. 
In many cases I have not agreed with the committee and some 
of the changes agreed to in conference are not in accord with 
my ideas of tariff revision, but I appreciate fully that all 
tariff legislation is a matter of compromise and adjustment of 
differences and know full well that no member of this body is 
entirely satisfied with every schedule in this bill. 

Mr. WARREN, I will ask the Senator, if he will not consider 
it impertinent, going to another subject for a moment, whether 
the State of Ohio is prepared to accept this doctrine, this new 
shibboleth of free raw material? 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, no State in the Union is more de- 
voted to the policy of protection than is Ohio. Ohio does not 
possess great herds; she does not mine iron ore; she does not 
have great forests of lumber; but she is against the policy of 
free raw materials; she realizes that in the doctrine of free 
raw materials lies the greatest menace to the protective policy. 
Our manufacturers, with few exceptions, realize that free raw 
materials can bring but one ultimate result; and that is free 
manufactures. The letter which the Senator from Wyoming 
has had read, in my judgment, does not represent in any con- 
siderable degree the sentiment of the people of Ohio, but rather 
the selfish purpose of a short-sighted manufacturer. Ohio accords 
to every State, and to every section, and to every industry, the 
same protection she asks for industries within her boundaries. 

If you ask me why I am going to vote for this bill, I reply 
because in my judgment it is the best bill under all the circum- 
stances which it was possible to frame at this time, for never in 
my observation has an effort to revise the tariff been so involved 
by diverse and conflicting conditions, 

LOW DUTIES NOT DESIRABLE. 

I do not agree, Mr. President, that this bill is better than the 

Dingley law. That can only be determined by results, but if 
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this measure shall do its work as well as did the Dingley lay 
we shall not need to either defend it or apologize for it. In my 
judgment we shall be less censured for making rates too high 
than for making them too low. An excessive rate invites capit,| 
and skilled labor to enter a field of competition, but a rate to, 
low invites foreign competition into the field, closes mills, ang 
destroys industries, and these can not be restored. Better, 
therefore, be on the safe side. Better make the rates too high 
than too low. I firmly believe the next revision of the tariff 
will not be a “ downward revision.” That there will occur from 
time to time a readjustment of schedules there can be no doubt, 
but the encroachments of European and oriental producers jy 
our own market, the best market in the world, together with the 
high tariffs now in force in Germany, France, and other ky. 
ropean countries, and one which Great Britain will adopt at no 
distant day, will arouse the American producer, the farmer. 
manufacturer, miner, and toiler alike to the necessity of pro. 
tecting this market for the benefit of those who make it, rather 
than for the benefit of those who would invade it. 

It is in my judgment unfair to subject, in the matter of busi- 
ness earnings or profits, the independent iron or steel manufac- 
turers to the standard of the United States Steel Corporation, 
or the independent producers or refiners of oil to that of the 
Standard Oil Company. I venture the prediction that neither 
petroleum and its products, nor leather goods and boots and 
shoes, will sell to the ultimate consumer one cent lower because 
crude oil and hides go to the free list in this bill. We are told 
the committees and Congress have not yet learned that it is 
“ better to have foreign competition than domestic monopoly.” 

Let us hope, Mr. President, that we have learned it is “ better 
to have home competition than to have our markets dominated 
by foreign monopoly.” 

No vote of mine will be knowingly cast which will menace 
any industry in this country, or threaten a single day's wage 
of any toiler in the land. 

It is not my purpose to criticise, but rather to commend as 
far as can be done those who have had most to do with this 
legislation, referring as mildly as their action permits to those 
who have had nothing to do with it except to find fault and to 
obstruct. . 

While the debate on the bill was in progress, I have refrained 
from making extended remarks, but now feel that in justice to 
myself and to my constituents, I should indulge in some general 
observations in the matter of the tariff and the pending legis- 
lation. 


OUR TAXES LOWER THAN THOSE OF OTHER COUNTRIES. 


We hear much concerning the overburdened taxpayers of 
this country, yet our taxes are lower and more easily borne 
than those of any other civilized government. Taxes are always 
irksome when they are excessive or unequal, or both. Any 
people will generally submit to any form of taxes, however 
burdensome, so long as it is plain to them that the tax is dis- 
tributed with reasonable equality. The people of this Nation 
will willingly carry any burden necessary to its maintenance, 
so long as the distribution of that burden is in proportion to 
ability to pay. Governments have failed because they did not 
possess the power to collect taxes, as, for instance, in the case 
of the American Confederation, while other governments have 
gone to their doom because they exercised that power to excess. 


INCOME TAX NOT A MENACE. 


The demand for additional sources of revenue, whether by 
inheritance tax or income tax or corporation tax or increased 
internal-revenue tax of any kind, is in my judgment most 
ample justification for the bill presented by the tariff conferees, 
because it evidences beyond question that the rates of duty 
fixed on imports are not excessive, and in so far as the revenes 
to be realized from that measure fall short of supporting tic 
Government, in addition to the revenues derived from. the inter- 
nal revenue, to that extent we must impose other forms of tx:- 
tion to meet the expenditures of the Government. I can su)- 
port the tax on the net earnings of corporations, as a believer 
in the income tax, and I can support the income tax as a pro- 
tectionist. I disagree with the suggestion that an income {1X 
is a menace to the protective policy, but rather do I think it 
goes hand in hand with it and will contribute to its strengt! 
and maintenance. The tax on corporate earnings is a ste) i! 
the right direction which will lead to the adoption of a gener:! 
income tax. My belief is that an income tax will tend to 
national economy rather than to national extravagance. !f 
the issue presented had been between the corporation tax au 
the income tax without any qualifying conditions, I would have 
favored the income tax. If I could have voted for the income 
tax and been reasonably certain that it would have been Jc 
clared constitutional by the Supreme Court, I would have 8") 
ported it, but not having that assurance, I prefer to follow ® 












course which in my judgment will not in the end delay its 
adoption, and when once so adopted it will be permanent and be- 
yond the danger of defeat in the courts. 

"The income tax has been discussed in this Chamber from the 
standpoint of its constitutionality and of its economic ad- 
visability. Both phases of the problem have been ably handled. 
It is not my purpose to discuss the constitutionality of an 
income tax, except to say that, while the last decision of the 
Supreme Court may have been right or wrong, it remains the 
law of the land until it has been reversed. 

The last decision was a departure from the accepted practice 
and understanding of the Constitution which had stood for 
many years. It is also true that a very large number of the 
American people have never accepted that decision as final. 
Those who believe in an income tax have been further encour- 
aged by the hope expressed by the President that an income- 
tax law could be framed which would stand the judgment of 
the courts. The offering of a constitutional amendment to be 
presented to the several state legislatures will, if adopted by 
a sufficient number to write it into our fundamental law, avoid 
all possible embarrassment to the court by a new submission 
of the legality of an income tax, and realizing that it is not 
such an easy matter, as some Senators seem to think it is, to 
amend our Constitution, I, however, gladly supported the reso- 
lution and look hopefully for the adoption of the amendment. 

I am willing at this time to accept the assurance of the 
chairman of the Finance Committee that this bill will raise 
sufficient revenue to support the Government, although I may 
be permitted to have my own opinion on that subject. Neither 
do I share that confidence he seems to feel that we can succeed 
in materially reducing our national expenditures. We are 
naturally an extravagant nation. Considerations of national 
defense require that we shall maintain our army at its present 
standard and that we shall continue to increase our naval force. 

There is a steadily growing demand which can never long 
be resisted for increased expenditures in all departments. The 
demand for the improvement of our natural waterways is sup- 
ported by a steadily increasing pressure, and other public im- 
provements call for a constantly growing expenditure. 

Another reason why I have not favored an income tax at 
present is because I desired to let time determine what revenue 
would be produced by the pending bill. If it yields sufficient 
revenue to meet the expenses of government, I, for one, would 
not feel justified in voting to place a tax upon incomes. 

We are engaged in framing a tariff measure which will, if it 
meets expectations, provide necessary revenue, and will also en- 
courage the industries of the United States. Until it becomes 
plain that.this measure will not provide sufficient revenue to 
maintain the Government, in connection with revenues derived 
from other sources now at our command, I can not bring myself 
to vote for an income tax, 

On the other hand, Mr. President, if a tax of some kind is 
found necessary, then I favor an income tax in preference to a 
tax upon inheritances, for the reason that over 30 States have 
adopted some form of an inheritance tax for the purpose of 
raising revenues, and while this source of revenue is open to the 
Federal Government, except for great needs, I believe it would 
be unfair to enter a field which is already so largely occupied 
by the state governments. It would tend to derange the finances 
of many American Commonwealths, and is now unnecessary. 
Only three or four States lay a tax upon incomes, and that field 
is therefore practically unoccupied. 

A fair and just income tax would transfer from the shoulders 
of those least able to bear it to the shoulders of the well-to-do 
and the rich, who can better bear it, the burden of raising an- 
nually many million dollars. An income tax has long been a 
well-established mode of raising revenue in most of the leading 
nations of the world, and is universally accepted as one of the 
most just and equitable methods of taxation. Writers on eco- 
homie subjects and all authorities on taxation agree that a man 
should be taxed according to his ability to pay. Adam Smith says: 
ot the Guverumiant, GO Sensi tn See ree tet rere the. support 
abilities; that is, in proportion to the revenue which they renpintivahe 
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enjoy under the protection of the State. In the observation or neglect 
of this maxim consists what is called the “equality or inequality of 


taxation.” 

M. Thiers, the great French statesman, says, a tax paid by 

a citizen to his government is like a premium paid by the in- 

a to the insurance company, and should be in proportion to 
t¢ amount of property insured in one case and in the other 


to the amount of property protected and defended by the 
g£overnment. 


Thorold Rogers, the English economist, Says: 


Taxation in proportion to benefits received is sufficiently near the 
truth for the practical operations of government. . 
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Sismondi declares: 


Every tax should fall on revenue, not on capital, and taxation should 
never touch what is necessary for the existence of the contributor. 


John Stuart Mill said: 


Equality of taxation as a maxim of politics means equality of 
sacrifice. > 

C. F. Bastable, of Dublin, in his Public Finance, says: 

It is apparent that the rule of equality of sacrifice is but another 


mode of stating the rule of equality as to ability. Equal ability im- 
plies equal capacity for bearing sacrifice. An equal charge will impose 
equal sacrifice upon persons of equal “ faculty,’ and where abilities are 
unequal a corres — inequality in the amount of taxation will 
realize the aim of equality of sacrifice. 

Robert Ellis Thompson in his work on “ Political economy,” 
says: 

The most modern and theoretically the fairest form of taxation is 
the income tax. It seems to make every one contribute to the wants of 
the State in proportion to the revenue he enjoys under its protection. 
While falling equally on all, it occasions no change in the distribution 
of capital or in the material direction of industry and has no influence 
on prices. No other is so cheaply assessed or collected. No other 
brings home to the people so forcibly the fact that it is to their in- 
terest to insist upon a wise economy of the national revenue. 

John Sherman, in 1871, after the country had had several 
years’ experience with an income tax and had seen its advan- 
tages and disadvantages, its defects and its merits, said: 

They have declared it to be invidious. Well, sir, all taxes are in- 
vidious. They say it is inquisitorial. Well, sir, there never was a 
tax in the world that was not inquisitorial; the least inquisitorial of 
all is the income tax. * * * ‘There never was so just a tax levied 
as the income tax. There is no objection that can be urged against 
the income tax that I can not point to in every tax. * * * Writers 
on political economy, as well as our own sentiments of what is just 
and right, teach us that a man ought to pay taxes according to his in- 
come. * * * The income tax is the cheapest tax levied except one. 


On another occasion Mr. Sherman said: 

But years of further experience will convince the whole body of our 
people that a system of national taxes which rests the whole burden 
of taxation upon consumption and not one cent upon property or 
income is intrinsically unjust. 

While the expenses of national government are largely caused 
by the protection of property, it is but right to require property 
to contribute to their payment. It will not do to say that each 
person consumes in proportion to his means. That is not true. 
Everyone can see that the consumption of the rich does not bear 
the same relation to the consumption of the poor that the in- 
come of the one does to the wages of the other. 

An income tax is a tax upon a man’s ability to pay, and not 
upon consumption. It is fair, because it is based upon property 
and income. There is no tax which will be felt so little by 
those called upon to pay it, or cause as little distress. 

A man whose facilities for making money are based upon the 
law and order guaranteed by a government can not question 
the right of that government to inquire into his income. 

In his speech of acceptance Judge Taft said: 


In my judgment an amendment to the Constitution for an income 
tax is not necessary. I believe that an income tax, when the protect- 
ive system of customs and the internal-revenue tax shall not furnish 
income enough for governmental needs, can and should be devised 
which, under the decisions of the Supreme Court, will conform to the 
Constitution. 


On that declaration I am willing to take my stand. 

Property and wealth should bear a fair share of taxation. 
There is a growing conviction that these elements do not pay 
their fair share of the burdens of government. 

It should be an accepted axiom of legislation that the 
heaviest burdens of taxation should be imposed upon those best 
able to carry them. It is for this reason we lay a heavy tax 
upon liquors and upon tobacco. They are not necessities, and 
those who use them can well afford to make a small return to 
the Government for the privilege of their use. 

Experience and inquiry prove that the man with a moderate- 
priced home pays more in proportion than the man who owns a 
palatial mansion, and that he pays more nearly in proportion 
to their actual value on his household furnishings. 

It has long been considered an axiom of political economy 
that an income tax is the fairest way of correcting the inher- 
ent inequalities of taxation and of equalizing its burdens be- 
tween the rich and those in moderate circumstances. 

The income tax is an expression of the idea that something 
is needed to round out the present system of taxation by secur- 
ing greater justice in the levying of the burden as between the 
rich and the great middle class. The history of our American 
tax systems shows early attempts to levy taxes according to 
the ability to pay. ‘That principle was read into the statute 
law of the Massachusetts Bay colony as early as 1846, when it 
was provided that— 

All persons as by the advantage of their arts and trades are more 
enabled to help bear the public charge * * * are to be rated for 
returns and gains proportionable unto other men for the produce of 
their estates. 

In other words, individuals were to be rated according to 
“ goods, faculties, and personal abilities.” The present income 
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tax of Massachusetts is the direct outgrowth of that original 
effort to tax product and income. In 1706 the tax was imposed 
on incomes “‘ by any trade or faculty.” In 1738 there was added 


the words “ business-or income,” and the act of 1777, which is” 


practically the law to-day, included “incomes from any pro- 
fession, faculty, handicraft, trade, or employment.” England 
levied an income tax in 1799 which did not continue long, but 
was restored in 1842 when England abolished her protective 
tariff and found it necessary to seek some other source of reve- 
nue. The English income tax yielded a revenue of about seventy 
millions; Italy’s income tax, enacted in 1864, yielded about fifty 
millions; in France the income tax of 1871, taxing only incomes 
from corporations and associations, yielded about seventy-five 
million francs. Many of. the German States have adopted this 
system. It is in vogue in Holland. It is in use in Switzerland, 
where it is firmly intrenched. North Carolina adopted an in- 
come tax in 1849, because, as the preamble of the act says: 

There are many wealthy citizens of this State who derive very 
considerable revenues from * * * interest, dividends, and profits who 
do not contribute a due proportion to the public exigencies. 

For the same reason Alabama in 1843 and Virginia in 1849 
adopted an income tax. Alabama abolished her income tax in 
1884. The law still exists in Massachusetts, Virginia, and 
North Carolina, and if the law in those States is not adminis- 
tered with as high a degree of success as is desirable, it can at 
least be said that it is enforced as successfully as is the general 
tax on personal property. In every nation where this form of 
taxation is levied it is believed to be a long step toward the 
equalization of the burdens of taxation. Taxation should be 
according to the ability or faculty to pay rather than upon ex- 
penditures or on property alone. In foreign countries the 
heaviest burden of taxation rests upon the poor. 

In the United States the great burden rests upon the middle 
class, the small farm owners and small home owners. These 
can not escape the burden of taxation; neither can the visible 
personal property of the farmer and the merchant escape. It 
was because the income tax of 1863-1873 reached so many of 
the mercantile and capitalistic classes, who both previously 
and since: escaped fair taxation, that it was abolished. The 
same objections raised against an income tax in this country 
have been raised time and time again against a similar law in 
Great Britain, and the tax there has proved a success and is be- 


lieved to be administered with fair success, forming a perma- 


nent part of English revenue. The democratic trend toward 
equalization in taxes can not be longer halted. The demand 
in this country, like the demand abroad, for an income tax 
will continue until some such law is enacted. There is no 
feature of the Government which causes so much unrest and dis- 
satisfaction as the system of taxation. It is a problem which 
vexes every State and every municipality. These bodies must 
settle such questions for themselves, but so far as the National 
Government is concerned, an adequate and well-rounded scheme 
is practically impossible without the addition of an income tax. 

The income tax here was the outgrowth of the faculty tax 
imposed at one time or another for longer or shorter periods 
by most of the American colonies in practically all systems of 
taxation. Taxes were first levied upon land. Taxes were next 
levied upon visible and tangible personalty. It was found in 
time that these two sources of revenue did not furnish an ade- 
quate measure of taxable capacity; hence followed attempts to 
perfect the system by levying a faculty tax upon persons that 
derived revenue from land or personalty. This faculty tax 
was not an income tax. It was originally levied upon product, 
and was arbitrarily levied upon assumed earnings, with little 
relation to actual income, and was therefore unequal and soon 
fell into disuse. The first income tax, in the modern sense, was 
levied in England in 1799, and did not spread to other countries 
until some time later. 

The Supreme Court of the United States sustained the consti- 
tutionality of the war tax in 1898 imposing a graduated tax 
upon inheritances. Mr. Justice White in his opinion said: 


The review which we have made exhibits the fact that taxes are 
imposed with reference to the ability of the person on whom the burden 
is placed to bear the same have been levied since the foundation of 
government. The grave consequences which it is asserted will arise in 
the future if the right to lay a progressive tax be recognized involves 
in its ultimate aspect the assertion that free and representative govern- 
ment is a failure. 


The proposition to lay a graduated tax upon “ surplus wealth ” 
is neither radical nor revolutionary, Great Britain has laid a 
graduated tax upon inheritances the past fifteen years, and that 
tax is as firmly fixed as any revenue-producing feature of the 
English tax system. 

John Stuart Mill says: 


The uality of taxation means the apportioning of each person 
toward the expenses of government, so that he shall feel neither more 
nor less inconvenienced from his share of the payment than every other 
person experiences from his, 
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It is impossible to fully attain this standard. Complete ideal 
standards can not be reached in any human system of taxation 
but the best system of taxation must at least make an attempt 
to approach equality of sacrifice in the imposition of taxes It 
is the part of political wisdom to hasten the day when ther. 
will be greater uniformity of taxation between those who haya 
more than they absolutely need and those who do not haye as 
much as they need. 

Uniformity of taxation as required by the Constitution does 
not mean absolute equality, for that is impossible. It simply 
means that all persons of the same class shall be treated aliks 
It is perfectly proper for a State to exempt from taxation cer. 
tain classes of property or property up to a certain value. Such 
distinctions have been generally. upheld. Some of the States lay 
progressive taxes on corporations according to their capitaliza- 
tion, and these laws have been upheld. The uniform tendency 
of court decisions is to permit reasonable exemptions from taxa- 
tion, and there can be no question at all in my mind that a rea. 
sonable line of demarcation can be drawn between incomes 
which may properly be taxed and those which may properly be 
left untaxed. ‘ 

All taxes have at times been condemned as confiscatory on 
the one hand and as socialistic on the other. The most demo. 
cratic foreign countries, like Switzerland, Australia, and Great 
Britain, have adopted the income tax as a permanent form 
of raising revenue. From a careful investigation of the subject 
I feel warranted in saying that the income tax levied from 
1863 to 1873 was collected more generally and with less evasion 
than the general property tax commonly in vogue in the various 
States of the Union. To my mind it is the only way to reach 
a large class of citizens who pay comparatively little tax, at 
least when compared with their ability to pay. It is clear that 
the burden of national taxes lies most heavily upon the less 
well to do, beeause it lies upon consumption, which in the case 
of the overwhelming majority of citizens absorbs practically 
all of their income, and is therefore proportionately much 
larger than in the case of those enjoying large incomes. Under 
the present system of taxation, the investor in securities, the 
well-to-do professional class and the man of large business 
affairs do not pay their proportionate share of taxes. No sys- 
tem of taxation is administered perfectly, but an income tax 
will be a move in the right direction and will be an attempt 
at least to equalize the burdens of taxation, which now ad 
mittedly rest most heavily upon those least able to bear them. 

The power of taxation is absolutely necessary for national ex- 
istence. Every limitation on that power is a limitation upon the 
right of the Government to exist. The federation of the thirteen 
colonies was doomed to die because of its inability to collect 
taxes. It is unreasonable to suppose that the framers of the 
Constitution meant to impose a limitation upon the power of 
taxation such as has been written into that instrument by the 
Supreme Court. The Constitution gives Congress unlimited 
power to levy taxes. A way to tax incomes can and must in 
time be found. A tax on incomes in proportion to the popula- 
tion of the States would be grossly inequitable and is impossible. 

No one can fairly deny that the ideal system will levy taxes 
not on what a-man consumes, but on what he acquires or 
receives over and above reasonable annual expenditures. I! 
will not be absolutely impossible to draw a fairly just line of 
division between incomes which should not be taxed and those 
which can properly be subjected to such 2 burden. 

We should not tax a man on what he needs for maintenance 
of his family in decency and comfort, according to his station 
in life, with a fair allowance for the liberal education of his 
children. When his income exceeds that figure it is not socialistic 
to ask him to contribute direct to the support of the govern nent 
under which he is able to enjoy such comfortable conditions. 

The largest expenditures of government are for the protec 
tion of life and property. It has been estimated that 9 per cent 
of the families of the United States own 71 per cent of the 
wealth of the country. An income tax is the only tax which 
will equalize the burden of taxation between this 9 per cent 
and the remaining 91 per cent. It does not tax consumption 
but the balance of income left over and above what is required 
for necessary consumption and which can be used for luxuries. 

Little synipathy can be awakened for that class of Americ! 
citizens of whom we heard considerable in the panic of 10". 
known as “the poor rich,” those whose incomes in the period 
of depression through which we have lately passed have shrunk 
from, say, $250,000 to $25,000 a year. One can easily imagine 
the distress which might follow such a contraction of income, 
with the necessity for économizing in the number of establish- 
ments maintained, in steam yachts, season boxes at the grand 
opera, and high-priced automobiles, but such a condition will 
never excite much sympathy in the breasts of those who have 
never been able to afford such luxuries. 
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There can be no better method of allaying the popular unrest 
and dissatisfaction with some forms of wealth than to levy a 
just and moderate income tax. 

The cost of living has increased so much in the past few 
vears, bearing most heavily on those having small incomes, 
which in many cases have not increased at all, or at least not 
in proportion to the increased cost of living, that some new 
source of revenue seems advisable in order to remove, if possi- 
ple, at least to some extent, the burden now resting upon this 
class and to transfer it to a class better able to bear an in- 
crease in taxation. 

An income tax is equitable. It can be easily collected and the 
amount contributed increases or decreases according to the 
ability to pay. That some persons might evade the tax is no 
argument against it. It would not be more inquisitorial than the 
personal-tax law now in force in the various States of the Union. 

There are evasions of customs duties and on the valuations 
made of imports for the express purpose of defrauding the 
revenue. Many people smuggle goods through the customs- 
house and commit perjury to avoid the payment of a few dol- 
lars. All this constitutes no argument against a tariff. An 
income-tax law can be administered as efficiently and honestly 
as are the tax laws in the States of the Union. It is unques- 
tionably true that dishonest tax returns are sometimes made. 
States which tax money and credit realize that annually they 
are deprived of revenue which would considerably increase 
their tax receipts. This, however, is no argument against tax- 
ing that form of wealth. Tax assessors have learned that some 
men of large means have a shifting or movable place of abode, 
with a preference for the city or town where the tax rate is 
the lowest and evasion of an honest tax return the easiest. 
Such citizens can not escape the payment of an income tax. 

I believe an income tax can be administered without any 
more friction or espionage or unwarranted interference with a 
man’s private affairs than is required in the enforcement of 
the present tax laws of the various States. I believe that the 
majority of men are honest in making their tax returns; that 
they pay honestly the tax due from them under the laws of 
the State in which they live, and I have not such a poor 
opinion of the American citizen of large means as to believe 
he would commit perjury in order to relieve himself of the pay- 
ment of the few dollars an income tax would require. The 
American citizen who makes an honest tax return in his State 
will certainly make an honest return under an income-tax law 
to the Federal Government. 

The United States had an income tax in operation from 
1863 to 1873, inclusive. The largest income realized in any 
one year was in 1866, when the amount collected was $73,434,- 
709.12. Of this amount, $60,547,882.48 was collected from indi- 
viduals and $8,716,881.91 was collected from corporations, and 
$5.717,394.69 was collected, from the salaries of United States 
officers and employees. In 1870, when the limit of exemption 
had been raised, $27,115,046.11 was collected from personal 
incomes and $9,500,000 was collected from corporations. 

_ The law as originally passed in 1862 exempted incomes of 
5600. In 1867 the exemption was raised to $1,000, and the total 
number of persons listed from the income tax decreased from 
160,170 to 240,134. In 1870 the limit was raised to $2,000 and in 
1871 the total number listed as liable to be taxed was 74,775 
persons. Mr. W. C,. Ford, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, es- 
Umated in 1894 that probably not over 24,000 persons would have 
been listed in 1871 had an exemption been made to $4,000. He 
also estimated that the revenues from private incomes under the 
law of 1894 which placed the limit of exemption at $4,000 would 
be very small, but that the amount realized from corporations 
might reach $39,000,000, but probably would not be more than 
$12,000,000. Our national wealth has grown so enormously in 
the past fifteen years that the amount which would be realized 
under that limit would be at least double his highest estimate. 

In 1894 the limit of exemption in England under the income 
tax was $750, in Prussia 900 marks, in Austria $113, in Italy 
$7 (20, in the Netherlands $200, in Zurich, Switzerland, $100. 

No one favors placing such a low limit on incomes to be 
exempted in the United States. Agreement should easily be 
reached between the different figures named in the various 
bills which have been introduced in this and other Congresses. 

NEW INDUSTRIES REQUIRE PROTECTION. 

By way of introduction to some remarks I wish to make con- 
“erning other features of this legislation, I may say I was 
particularly interested in securing adequate protection for 
reclaimed rubber, the manufacture of which is a very con- 
siderable industry in my home city, and a growing one in other 
Sections of this country. 

Reclaimed or recovered rubber is a manufacture of scrap rub- 
ber and other organic substances, The industry is represented 
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in approximate figures by 40 factories, located in New York, 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connec- 
ticut, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, and Michigan. It em- 
ploys a capital of $17,000,000, employs 10,000 operatives, and has 
an annual output of $10,000,000. ‘There is no trust or combination 
in the industry, and strong competition always exists for the sale 
of the product, resulting in a profit of one-half to 1 per cent per 
pound to the manufacturer, or about from 6 per cent toS per cent. 

Reclaimed rubber has heretofore always been classified as 
a manufacture of rubber, under paragraph 449 of the tariff act 
of 1897. This classification was changed by the decision of 
McClelland, general appraiser (Treasury decision No. 21030), 
rendered April 8, 1909, who held that it was not a manufacture of 
rubber within the purview of that section, but was comparable 
with crude rubber and entitled to free entry under paragraph 579. 

Under a later decision the article comes in at present as an 
unenumerated manufactured article on which is levied a duty 
of 20 per tent. 

Reclaimed rubber, while not, strictly speaking, a manufac- 
ture of rubber, is certainly not crude rubber. It is an admix- 
ture of pure rubber and other organic properties into a manu- 
factured product, and this product in turn enters into articles 
made partially of rubber. Reclaimed rubber contains only from 
30 per cent to 35 per cent of pure rubber. 

Reclaimed rubber is manufactured principally from old rub- 
ber boots, shoes, tires, hose, and so forth. The greatest quantity 
and most satisfactory product is reclaimed from rubber boots 
and shoes. The rubber scrap is received at the mill and care- 
fully examined, in order to throw out objectionable articles that 
find their way into the scrap (all hand labor, and a considerable 
item in the labor cost). The shoes are then thrown on two roll 
machines, breaking the scrap into small particles. These parti- 
eles are cooked in a solution of sulphuric acid, in order to de- 
stroy the fiber and cloth contained in the body of the shoes. The 
next process is to wash the mass in a solution of water and 
soda ash, to neutralize the sulphuric acid. The material is then 
ground into still finer particles, so that it may pass through fine 
sieves, where the larger pieces of metal are separated from the 
mass. It then passes through a separator, which eliminates the 
sand, dirt, grit, and the finer particles of metal, At this point 
in the process of manufacture, oils in varying quantities are 
added to the stock, in order that the powdered mass will more 
easily become homogeneous in the succeeding processes. Then, 
after being run through a series of fine grinding machines, until 
the stock has the appearance of very fine powder, it is run 
through very closely meshed sieves, in order that no lumps or 
hard particles may appear in the finished product. The next 
step is devulcanization, the purpose of which is to eliminate the 
sulphur originally introduced in the manufacture of the rubber 
shoes. For this operation high steam pressure is required. The 
stock is then dried by means of hot air, and thereafter the pow- 
dered form of the material is changed into sheets of varying 
thickness by being passed through two roll machines, where it 
amalgamates itself into the finished product. The course of 
manufacture consumes ten consecutive days and involves twelve 
separate processes, controlled by individual operatives. The whole 
process is one of much detail, requires skilled labor, and in the 
technical use of the word is decidedly a manufacture. It may 
not be a manufacture of rubber, but it is a manufacture of rubber 
scrap, that is entitled to protection against foreign competitors. 

The foreign competition to this industry is centered largely in 
Russia, where the labor cost is 50 per cent less than the domestic 
eost. The reclaiming factories of the United States are toa great 
extent dependent on Russia for their scrap rubber; that country 
being the largest consumer of rubber boots and shoes in the world 

In order to prevent the export of this scrap rubber into the 
United States the Russian Government levies an export tar of 
2 6-10 cents per pound, so that the Russian reclaimers have 
this additional very decided advantage in the cost of their raw 
material. No export tar is levied against the finished product. 
The Russian reclaimers now control the markets of the world, 
except the United States, and are strong competitors with the 
30 per cent protection heretofore afforded. 

Reclaimed rubber is now imported to a considerable extent 
from Russia. 

It was the manifest intent of Congress to include reclaimed 
rubber as a manufacture of rubber, and such intent for years 
has been so recognized by the customs department, and the 
judicial interpretation that reclaimed rubber is comparable with 
erude rubber, and therefore entitled to free entry, overruled an 
established custom of classification existing since the product 
was first manufactured about thirty years ago. 

The chairman of the Finance Committee informed me that 
it was not the intention of the committee to make reclaimed 
rubber free, and that if it was deemed necessary this substance 
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would be made dutiable by terms. It was the opinion of the 
committee that reclaimed rubber or india rubber made into sheets 
or other forms by an intricate process of manufacture was not 
crude india rubber, nor was it refuse india rubber or scraps fit 
only for remanufacture. The conference committee reached the 
same conclusion, and asit is manifestly the intent of Congress to 
exclude reclaimed rubber from paragraph 591, I do not regard it 
material whether reclaimed rubber is dutiable at 20 per cent by 
specific enumeration or as an unenumerated manufactured article, 
PROTECTION MORE THAN A LOCAL ISSUE, 

A one-time candidate for the presidency subjected himself to 
considerable criticism because he made the remark that the 
tariff was a local issue. In the discussion of the schedules of 
this bill this once laughed at remark has been considered more 
seriously, until it seems to have been agreed upon by a very 
considerable class of people that the tariff is solely and only a 
local issue. I desire to dissent most vigorously from that prop- 
osition. While it is true that there are many industries pro- 
tected by the bill which are local to perhaps one, or at least 
very few, places in the United States, and to that extent the 
people living in those localities are perculiarly interested in 
the protection of that home industry, I can not see that such a 
situation at all sustains the proposition that the tariff is a 
local issue. For my part, while I have been anxious to see 
adequate protective rates maintained for the industries of my 
own State, I have been just as willing to see the industries of 
every other section of the country equally protected. I have 
voted heartily for tariff rates necessary to protect the indus- 
tries of the great West and of the industries of New England. 
I have been willing to accord to every section of the country 
the same measure of protection I have sought for my own. 

I am a firm believer in a tariff for protection. I believe the 
rates should be high enough not only to maintain the present 
high rate of wages paid the American laborer, but should also 
be high enough to give the manufacturer a fair profit on his 
investment. That is the substance of the tariff plank in the 
last Republican national platform. The doctrine laid down 
there has been my guide in all the votes taken on this measure. 
I have tried to be consistent and haye endeavored as best I 
could by my votes to secure a tariff bill which will afford ade- 
quate protection to every American industry. 

THE IRON AND STEEL DUTIES. 


I desire now to address myself to the iron and steel schedule. 
Chemicals, earthenware and pottery, glass, watches, lumber, to- 


baeco, cotton, wool, silks, sugar, and potatoes have all been 
discussed at length, while iron and steel, the barometer of our 
business prosperity, have scarcely been discussed at all. 

Next to agriculture, it is our most important industry, both 
in amount of capital invested and wages paid. Some industries 
flourish most when others suffer, but prosperity or depression 
in the iron and steel business is a sure indication of the indus- 
trial state of the nation generally. Therefore it is our urgent 
duty to do what we can to keep this industry at the high tide 
of prosperity. If the mills and furnaces are running to full 
capacity, the prosperity of the wage-earners reacts upon and 
affects the prosperity of all other lines of business. It makes 
business better for the merchant and increases the demand for 
agricultural products. It must not be forgotten that our domestic 
trade is ten times as great as our foreign trade, and is twice as 
great as the international exchanges of all markets of the world. 
It follows, then, that if the domestic iron and steel business is pros- 
perous the merchant and the farmer will share in that prosperity. 

In all discussions so far had of this subject the so-called 
“trust,” the United States Steel Corporation, looms large as 
the giant among a lot of pigmy competitors and is pictured in- 
variably as driving hard bargains, crushing its rivals relent- 
lessly, and making enormous profits behind the wall of tariff 
protection which can not be scaled by the foreign competitor. 

I do not hold a brief from that corporation, and do not stand 
here to represent it, nor -the independent industries, but I 
speak for the industry as a whole, including the small pro- 
ducers as well as the large ones. The profits of the United 
States Steel Corporation are largely due to the economies it 
enjoys because of its ownership of ore mines, of great fleets of 
boats on the lakes, and of railroads, furnaces, and mills. It 
owns iron ore and coal and the other elements which enter into 
the process of manufacture. Its plants are concentrated and 
conveniently located for production at the lowest possible cost. 

The small steel maker who does not own an ore mine or coal 
mine, who has no ships or railroads by which to transport his 
materials, can not turn out the finished product as cheaply. 
The great steel corporation does not need protection as much 
as does the small producer. It can live under conditions which 
will absolutely ruin these smaller plants. In order to enable 
all the independent plants to compete successfully with the 
steel corporation, they would be compelled to merge into one 


concern, but it is not possible even to do that and produce a. 
efficient a working unit for the reason that these independent 
plants are scattered all over the country and are not in all 
cases conveniently located for the purposet of obtaining 
material and for purposes of distribution. 

I am more interested in the small manufacturers of steo) 
than I am in the large ones. While the independent plants 
have reduced their wage scale 10 per cent since the last panic. 
the Steel Corporation is paying the same rate of wages it paia jy 
the time of its greatest prosperity. I have not heard of any em. 
ployee who has found fault with the Steel Corporation wages 
It could have saved $12,000,000 a year by making the same ey; 
that the independent plants made, which is a sum equal to th» 
total pay roll of its main competitors who did reduce wagos. 

We have cut the rates on iron and steel products from 95 
to 50 per cent and even more. All the industry asks is adequate 
protection against foreign invasion. It does not ask to shut 
the foreigner out, as foreign tariffs shut us out from foreign 
markets, but it does ask the right to meet the foreigner at our 
coast line on an equal footing, and this the bill will not in 
every case permit. Steel manufacturers have appeared before 
the Senate committee and agreed to accept considerable reduc. 
tion in rates. No other industry did this, and there should 
have been in no case a greater cut than the tables of com- 
parative cost and comparative wages show to be possible with- 
out injuring the home industry. 

“REVISION ” NOT NECESSARILY REDUCTION IN ALL INSTANCES. 


“ Revision of the tariff” does not mean that all rates should 
be lowered. It means a readjustment of rates to meet present 
conditions. The Chicago platform of 1908 did not promise 
that tariff rates would be reduced. It was the most radical 
tariff declaration ever made by any party at any time, for it 
promised not only American wages for American workmen, 
but it promised fair profits to American capital. It means 
there should be increases where needed, and decreases where 
they can be safely made. The Republican National Convention 
represented every section of the country, every State and every 
Territory, and its declaration is binding on the party. It did 
not represent any one man’s ideas or the ideas of any one sec- 
tion or industry, but it represented the composite ideas of the 
whole country. If the new law brings prosperity, we need not 
fear the consequences in 1910 or 1912. You can not beat pros- 
perity. With protective duties where needed, prosperity wil! 
come to all classes, as it did before. We should not sacritice 
any industry, but should treat all interests alike and protect 
all alike. We should treat the iron and steel business as an 
entire industry, and not pick out the producer who turns out 
one-half of the output and consider alone its profits and what 
reduction it can bear. 

Our domestic trade is the greatest market in the world and 
is coveted by all foreigners. We must keep it for the home 
producer. Foreign governments help their own producers and 
do not attack them. They back the home manufacturers and 
encourage them in every way to gain foreign markeis. We 
must do the same. 

OUR OBLIGATION TO OUR WAGE-EARNERS. 

We have for the last fifty years developed a labor market by 
encouraging the establishment of factories and mills to make 
manufactures of cotton and wool and iron to supply the domestic 
demand and to sellabroad. We have thirty-five to forty millions 
of men and women, including those dependent on them, who 
toil by their hands and with their brains to produce articles 
of commerce. We are under obligation to the capital invested 
and to the wage-earners to protect this market. What are we 
to do with this great multitude? Shall we, with the deluded 
idea of benefiting the consumer and encouraging the foreis? 
manufacturer, turn them out of American mills and shoys 20 
set them to tilling the soil? The attacks on the American 
manriacturer we have heard in this Chamber are attacks 0 
American labor, and if ever successful will inevitably tend 
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foreign laborer. What is to become of our obligations to the 
men who toil? We can not harm the manufacturer without |! 
juring the laborer. The man in the shops is the man lost 
vitally coneerned in the schedules of this bill. : 
The Standard Oil Company, International Harvester (0" 
pany, Singer Manufacturing Company, and other great i!!Us 
trial combinations have plants abroad. The most profitabl 
plant of the Pittsburg Plate Glass Company is in Belgiu). 
Why may not the steel corporation do the same? It has the 
ability to do so, and the principal loss would be to the Amer 
ican wage-earner. After we have beaten down our duties and 
opened our market to the foreigner, a short experience of ()!* 
disastrous policy would compel us to raise our duties in ore! 
to rebuild ruined home industries and correct our former ae 
take. A great steel corporation may go abroad, but the sal 
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steel manufacturer can not. He will have to shut down, blow 
out his furnaces, and pocket his loss. 

Hon. Theobold Otjen, former Member of Congress from Mil- 
waukee, Who was also a member of the Industrial Commission, 
states the value of home and foreign markets for the great 
army of producers in the United States as follows: 


The productive energies of the people of this country last year 
amounted to $20,660,000,000. Of this vast sum $1,460,000,000 found 
a market abroad, while $19,200,000,000 was consumed or taken in our 
home market. In other words, for every dollar of the productive 
energy of our people which found a market abroad more than $14 was 
taken in the home market. Good business sense would dictate a 
policy whieh will not be to the injury of the $14 market. It should 
be our endeavor to extend our $1 market by every means in our power, 
but this should not be done at the sacrifice of our greater market, the $14 
market. There is the tariff issue ina nutshell. Level-headed Americans, 
be they business men or workingmen, are not likely to join the shouters 
for tariff tinkering if they are in possession of these statistics and are 
willing to take the time to reflect upon what these statistics mean. 


In 1902 an economic magazine in New York, in a single para- 
graph, which I will quote, showed how small is the gain of 
foreign trade and how large the risk of American wages pro- 
posed to be sacrificed for it: 

The only gain to the Nation in foreign trade, of course, is the 
profits. The total exports and imports for 1901 were $2,310,428.573. 
Ten per cent profit on that amount would be only $231,042,857, or 
jess than one-seventh of the loss to the Nation of a 25 cents a day re- 
duction in wages. The loss to the Nation of such a step would be 
equal to sinking to the bottom of the sea every dollar’s worth of our 
exports for 1901. Indeed, if we could increase our foreign trade 40 
per cent by reducing all workers 5 cents a day, the loss to the Nation 
would be nearly twenty millions a year greater than the gain. This 
does not mean that we ought not to have foreign trade or seek for it. 
What it does mean, however, is that foreign trade should always be the 
incident and outgrowth of diversified home industry, and that the 
public policy of the Nation should never favor the promotion of foreign 
trade at any sacrifice, however small, of domestic industry, and, above 
all, by any lowering of wages and curtailment of home consumption. 

THE STEEL CORPORATION. 

I desire to present figures showing the comparative output 
during the calendar year 1907 of the Steel Corporation and the 
independent companies engaged in the same lines of business: 

STATISTICS OF THE UNITED STATES STEEL CORPORATION FOR THE 

CALENDAR YEAR 1907. 
[As published in the Annual Statistical Report of the American Iron 
and Steel Association for the year 1907.] 


Iron ore shipments from Lake Superior and the total iron ore production 
in the calendar year DO; also coke production in the same year. 
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It is apparent from these figures that while the Steel Cor- 
poration is the largest single factor in the iron and steel 
business, it does not by any means enjoy a monopoly and that 
its total output is approximately one-half of the total output in 
the different lines of manufacture in which it is interested. 

It has been stated that the Steel Corporation owns from 80 
per cent to 85 per cent of the iron ore of the United States. 
This statement can be easily proved to be incorrect. It is not 
even true that the corporation owns or has under lease 80 per 
cent of the iron ore in the Lake Superior district, and it is 
doubtful if it owns more than 3 per cent of the entire body of 
iron ore in the country. While the Steel Corporation shipped 
from the Lake Superior region during the calendar year 1907 
23,148,467 tons against 19,960,603 tons shipped by the inde- 
pendent companies, or a total percentage of 54x per cent 
against 4575 per cent for the independent companies, yet when 
the total production of iron ore in the entire country is con- 
sidered, the amount produced in the same year by the United 
States Steel Corporation was 22,403,810 tons as against 29,- 
316,818 tons, or a percentage of 43:5 per cent for the Steel Cor- 
poration as compared with 56r0 per cent for the independent 
companies. 

The official estimate made for the Conservation Commission 
by Mr. C. Willard Hayes, chief geologist United States Geolog- 
ical Survey, of the available iron-ore supplies in the Lake 
Superior region is three and a half billion tons, while the esti- 
mated iron-ore reserves of the Steel Corporation of standard 
commercial grade is only one and a quarter billion tons, or a 
little over one-third of the total supply. The reserves of iron 
ore in the same district not now available are 72,000,000,000 
tons, of which the Steel Corporation owns the infinitesimal pro- 
portion of 360,000,000 tons, or as one is to two hundred. The 
total estimated available iron-ore supplies in the United States 
is 4,788,000,000 gross tons, of which the Steel Corporation 
owns or controls 1,700,000,000 tons, or abont 35 per cent. Mr. 
Hayes estimates the total iron ore reserves of the country, 
available and not available, at nearly 80,000,000,000 tons, of 
which the Steel Corporation controls about two and one-third 
billion tons, or less than 3 per cent. 

I desire to present in this connection four tables, prepared 
by Mr. Hayes: 

TABLE No. 1. 
{Abstract of report prepared for the Conservation Commission by Mr. 

Cc. Willard Hayes, chief geologist, United States Geological 

Survey. |] 


Estimates of iron ore supplies of United States. 


Available. Not available. 


Northeastern States: Gross tons. 
hn nan nck oedbtndn b600 cceeunees cseue | 
298, 


Gross tons. 


Rs < cchndadiddubsnwevccutewateese 
IRIE hd bédeacenécccccccccouseeses 
ee DOERR sha UKhie«ne ncaacnesinmas 000, 000 1, 095. 000, 000 
Cee ee ened 

hc dcadvdacacsectdsacassdaceus 


Southeastern States: | 
Win conaeetneacdnccnccescncsscancnvcesees | 
We Pins coocaccecdccuweusanhecuncta 
nes 05.06 66s anes euceescssen 
I ncmenccacedcogcesccccaccessses« Rae , gente nine 

ene cacenlas 538, 440, 000 1, 276, 500, 000 
I AE ond. aco wd enandneenneasse va eeean 
Pe cncnscddnscccsccccccescececcosacessecs 
rN. Fn Cc ctcntdecdcecses sudwedi 

Lake Superior States: 
eT en ew nedabesdddessadues 
an tn eee co ae tneeiensees > 3, 510, 000, 000 72, 030, 000, 000 
ES ek ca in knedéngnctceqaqnncee ann 

Mississippi Valley States: 

a is cocdcccuceeseueeeose 
ee etd > ka dd cndanadadébacuveeurs | 
Li ok ee abe ddldaidiechacdtiou 


» 315,000,000 
CNET an onc n ctncaanstaeweue | _ 


570, 000, 000 


ee dc i cedaccenisaceseddssc 

i a canmnnneasabeceds 
Rocky Mountain States: 

ee a8 Rg hl SR 


inn ae tivacesewecsdetsdeceseees 
ES ds a cndendcaseatavcnescse ; i. 
I a ana wwe Utes Di es aeendeeeeeknns 57, 760, 000 


120, 665, 000 


Pacific Slope States: 
Ridin cen eq eunbagesteqencucceeseees } 
sn cn tiitencdddinipieneatevenseses iP 
CTE da ant ae dee gekanedd padpcedccoesscces | 


BOG. cccve ia ti tied hin shnbite eadaieadae F 
The total supplies are divided into two classes, “available” and 
“not available.” 


68, 950, 000 23, 905, 000 


4. 788, 150, 000 75, 116, 070, 000 


a basenmmnniantinneeend 


ee 
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Available.—This class includes those ores which can be worked at a 
profit under the conditions at present existing in the iron and steel 
industry in the United States. 

Not available.—This class includes all ores which can not be worked 
at a profit under existing conditions in the iron and steel industry. 

TABLE No. 2.—Hstimated available foreign iron ore. 
Gross tons. Gross tons. 

30, 000, 000 

9, 000, 000 
4, 000, 000 


Canada: 
British Columbia 
Lake Superior district 
Nova Scotia 

43, 000, 000 


Newfoundland 30, 000, 000 


Cuba : 
Santiago district 5, 
Mayari, Moa, Baracoa, Cubitas, and 
Pinar del Rio districts... — 1, 500, 000, 000 
— 1,505, 000, 000 


Total 1, 578, 000, 000 
Table No. 3.—Production of iron ore in the United States, 1907. 


000, 000 


Percentage 


Gross tons. of total. 


Northeastern States: 
Vermont 
Massachusetts 
Connecticut 


New Jersey 
Pennsylvania 
Maryland 


Southeastern States: 
Virginia 
West Virginia 
Eastern Kentucky 
North Carolina 5 
South Carolina 
Georgia 
Alabama 
East Tennessee 

Lake Superior States: 
Michigan ; : 
Re eee dbpeccséemdeeddgnsscsanseedl |,08,744 


> 6,197,360 


Wisconsin 
Mississippi Valley States: 
Northwest Alabama 
West a 
West Kentucky " 
Iowa-Missouri | 230, 435 
NC. alibkGoesecescebes anseunsaudebenenenbeasee | 
East Texas 
Rocky Mountain States: 
NNT ee en awaeay bi. ick eee ewe Bete 


Wyoming 
Colorado 


Nevada 
New Mexico 
West Texas 
Arizona 
Pacific Slope States (Washington, Oregon, and Califor- | 
nia), small tonnage, included in Rocky Mountain States. 


Total | 51,720,619 | 


Shipments of tron ore from Lake Superior 


region, 1907. 


| 23, 148, 467 54. 
19,006,603 | 45. 


| 


By United States Steel Corporation 
By independent companies 


aE 5... ciewsviceatapaeench coat oe seek 42, 245, 070 


7 
3 
100. 00 


Total production of iron ore, 1907. 


Gross tons. | Per cent. 


By United States Steel Corporation \ 
By independent companies... ...............csccceccescceeees 29,316, 818 | 


Cotes ic. x ada Raseederivecstdiss is 51,720,619 | 100.00 


Table No. 4.—Production of iron ore in the United States by decades, 


1870 to 1909. 


Decade. Production. Increase. 


onan | Per cent. 
Gr BETO aks v0 000 cise pens cccdiccescccusehbneebeeeesentenn 43, 770, | 
BE OD Bi bs 6p cddntde nc dnd coentvasetoabeundiietubecsootes 91, 043, 854 
SED dn «cic badeneeteeckehes caktheunwabebnsdiead oev'eedl 163, 989, 193 


DOGS GD Ds 6 0 nic cnc 0 08 660s tcdudwant pecesccequuteecevsscces 4392, 000, 000 


a About. 


In addition to the estimated one and a half billion tons of tron ore 
available in Canada, Newfoundland, and Cuba, Canada has vast ore 
beds not yet available, while in Labrador are deposits of incalculable 
extent. (See evidence of Mr. Witherbee on fron ore, Ways and Means 
Committee Tariff Hearings, metal schedule.) 


Aveust 5, 


Judge Gary, chairman of the Steel Corporation, stated in his 
testimony before the Ways and Means Committee that tho 
Stecl Corporation could manufacture steel at an average cost 
per ton of $2 less than it cost the independent producers jo 
manufacture the same article. In making this comparison hoe 
was doubtless not considering the priucipal competitors of the 
Steel Corporation, who are situated as favorably in the matte; 
of raw material and transportation facilities. It is well known 
that the Steel Corporation owns its own mines, its own fleet 
of vessels on the Great Lakes, its own railroad lines, and its 
own coal mines, so that it is able to assemble at the point of 
manufacture all the raw materials needed for the finished 
product at the least possible cost. There are, however, other 
very considerable steel-producing concerns independent of the 
Steel Corporation which are as favorably situated in this re. 
spect and whose price of production is probably as low as any 
figures which can be shown by the Steel Corporation. Judes 
Gary’s statement, however, applied to the smaller manufac. 
turers, comprising a very large number of plants whose output 
for each is comparatively small, but the total production of 
which is from 30 to 40 per cent of the entire output of the 
United States. These small plants do not own their own ore 
beds, nor means of transportation, and therefore can not possi- 
bly produce at as low a cost level as can the Steel Corporation 
or the largest independent concerns. 

PROTECTION ESPECIALLY REQUIRED BY THE SMALLER MANUFACTURERS 

In considering what is adequate protection for the American 
iron and steel producing industry, we must take into account not 
the great steel corporation, nor its largest independent rivals, 
but those numberless small plants, scattered from one end of 
the country to the other, which are to be found in the East and 
the North and the South and the West, and whose total output 
is at least one-third that of the entire country, and the main- 
tenance of which in a state of productive commercial efficiency 
is a matter of the very greatest importance, not only to the im- 
mediate localities where these plants are located, but also to 
the entire country. The same conditions prevail in the iron and 
steel business that obtain in many other lines of industry. It is 
not the largest manufacturer, the so-called “ trust,” who needs 
the assistance of a protective tariff. He, better than any smalle: 
producer, can stand a reduction of tariff rates, but when Sen- 
ators favor reduction of tariff schedules, in order to deal a 
deadly blow at the so-called “trusts,” they overlook the fact 
that they are thereby playing into the hands of the large pro- 
ducer at the expense and to the material detriment of the sinall 
producers. If, by reducing the tariff, the small producers can 
be starved out of business, the large manufacturer will thereby 
be given a monopoly, and by cutting wages and practicing econ- 
omies, which will be impossible for the small producer, he wil! 
eventually secure entire control of the market. What I am con- 
cerned about is not the prosperity of the United States Stee! 
Corporation, but the prosperity, nay, the very existence, of 
scores of comparatively small steel-producing plants, which are 
threatened by some of the decreases carried in this bill. 

Many of the schedules are already fixed on a revenue basis 
and afford the freest competition to the foreign manufacturer. 
Unless it is desired to concentrate the iron and steel business 
of the United States into one or two hands, it is absolutely 
necessary to make it possible for the smaller steel plants to 
exist and manufacture at a profit. We want protection based 
on at least the average cost of a product in this country as 
compared with the low-cost foreign manufacturer, not the high- 
cost manufacturer. We export practically nothing to Germany, 
Italy, Belgium, and France and other countries of Continents! 
Europe in the way of iron and steel, while we import very 
largely from many of these countries. England buys much of 
her raw material abroad, but her conversion cost is cheaper 
than is possible in this country, and she is able in many cases 
to export the finished product to this country. Our princip! 
competitors are Germany, France, Belgium, and England. i) 
the order named. The first two are high-tariff countries, be'- 
gium is a low-tariff country, while Engiand is practically 
a free-trade basis. 

The following tables show the comparative cost in the United 
States and in our principal competitive countries of the various 
articles of steel manufactures as specified, showing in each cis 
the manufacturing cost and the freight from the mill to the 
United States seaboard with the duty under the present |v 
at our North Atlantic, Pacific, and Gulf ports. The domest' 
transportation figures apply to the Pittsburg district. J! 
centers of the iron and steel industry in the United States 3" 
in the interior and at points where the raw materials can '° 
assembled at the cheapest cost. This is contrary to the genc™ 
European custom, where the mills and furnaces are favors)!y 
located on the seaboard or at points where they have the a 
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vantage of Cheap water transportation to the seaboard, or of 
eovermnent-aided low railway freight rates. By reason of the 

lative cheapness, therefore, of water transportation, the for- 
eign manufacturer is practically on an equal footing with the 
American manufacturer in the interior in the cost of transpor- 
tation of his product from his mill to our North Atlantic ports 
and has a very decided advantage when it comes to delivering 
his product to ports on the Pacific or the Gulf of Mexico. In 
many cases this disadvantage under which the American manu-- 
facturer labors is so great as to shut him out from these 
markets entirely, or would have that effect if the foreign manu- 
facturer pursued the advantage given him under the present 


law. 
Cost of manufacture, foreign and domestic. 


PIG IRON. 


United 
























































United 
sos | Bae | Gate 
Pacific ; 
Atlantic orts Gulf ports. 
ports on 
souin aa 
United States: 
Mi anuitectGtet Cedidnénce covecctqesed $15. 30 $15.30 $15.30 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... 2. 45 14.00 6.72 
t, United States seaboard.........:.. 17.75 | 29.30 | 22.02 
Germany: _ ee nt 
Ma pn eMac Gitte ile se6cs cocecceccccal 8.71 8.71 8.71 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard....| 2. 50 7.00 | 2.90 
Duty, Dingley tariff....................... 4 4.00 | 4.00 | 4.00 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. . 15.21 19.71. 15.61 
France ye > aon s oe Ss 
ManuitactuiGil GONG, caedis 6406 + ececcsaeee 8.75 8.75 | 8.75 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... .| 2. 50 | 7.00 2.90 
a” 2 aS 4.00 | 4.00 | 4.00 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard... 15.25 19.75| 15.65 
Belgiun A Seo Ae TS | teu) ae 
Manufacturing cost................-...-++- 9.25 | 9.25 | 9.25 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard. ...| 2.50 7.00 2.90 
Duty, DRI Cie ne dh. cnc ccceccccccee | 4.00 4.00 4.00 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. . 15. 75 | 20.25; 16.15 
England: - aia er re 
Manufacturing cost. ..................ce0- | 8.50 8.50 8. 50 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... .! 2.50 7.00 2.90 | 
Duty, Dingley tariff. ...5..........ceysec0s od 4.00 | 4.00 4.00 | 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard . .| 15.00 | 19. 50 | 15. 40 
a stil eee ed i i L , - 
STEEL STRUCTURAL SHAPES. 
vaneneeepanimeniaiiditanstiee SEIT EEE SEER eee 
United States: | 
Pe EE OUR ata an odo an mar one $28. 17 $28.17 $28. 17 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... 3.58 17.92 6.50 
Cost, United States seaboard ............ 31.7. 46.09 34.67 
German y, Fag a ay a .. sae 
Manufacturing cost. ....................... } 19.34 19.34 | 19.34 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard.. 3.00 8.75 3. 40 | 
Duty TR etl ick es ccccasces 11.20 11.20 11.20 | 
Duty paid cost, United States saninet:) 33. 39. 29 | 33.94 | 
France: Seah sae ee 
Manufacturing cost. .....................<- 19. 53 19. 53 19. 53 | 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... 3.00 8.75 3. 40 
Duty, Dingley tarlff...2................+.. "| 11.20 11.20 | 11.20 
Duty paid eost, United States seaboard. .| $3.73 39. 48 | 34.13 
Belgium: | “| eS: 
Manufacturing cost......................-- 20.31 20.31 20.31 
Freight, mill to Uniied States seaboard. . --| 3.00 8.75 3. 40 
Duty, 8 11.20 11.20 11.20 
Cost, duty paid, United States seaboard. . 34.51 | 40.26 | 34.91 
England. hao ee aid —— SS 
Manufacturing cost................-...-.-- 19. 73 19.73 19. 73 
Freight, mill to U niéed States seaboard. . 3.00 8.75 3. 40 
Duty, Dingley tariff... ..0............0000. “| 11.20 | 11.20 | 11.20 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. | 33.93 | 39.68 | 34.33 
Importations, 34,359,271. 40 pounds ; wien. $467,466. 
STEEL RAILS. 
United States: | 
Manufacturing cost........................ s2.si| $22.81 $22. 81 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard ..._| 2. 60 | 13. 50 | 4. 4 
Cost, United States seaboard ............ | 54a} teal | 7.25 
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STEEL | R RalLs—continued. 





United 
States } 
North 
|} Atlantic 
ports. 
aati enous —— +— 
Germany: 
Manufacturing cost.................02.00.. $14. 99 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard .. 2.85 | 
Duty, Dingley teriff.............. Ritiean<s 7.84 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. . 25. 68 
France: 
Manufacturing cost..................--..-- 15. 14 | 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard .. 2.85 | 
eee 7. $4 | 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. . 25. 83 
Belgium: 
NT GON. 6 kin os ec cccesccccscee 15. 74 | 
Freight, mill to United States seabos ard.... 2. 85 
Pes SE WIE dn so vc co sceecacenceces 7.84 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. | 26. 43 
England: 
I CN nn. 4 ccuncdbowanbeces 15. 29 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard - . . 2. 85 | 
SU eI CUE boca Sc cccencccqneses 7.84 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. | 25. 98 
Importations, 3,911.54 tons; value, $106,484.50, 
SHEETS (AY. GA, 24). 
United States: 
I nd coresttnsepciipaninh ents a $42. 84 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... . 3. 58 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard - . 46. 42 
England: 
SN GOOD... nncnangecdndsdscene< 34. 07 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... 3. 00 
RE, TA BEBE ee creeemegsccc sees ‘ 17. 92 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. 4. 99 


Importations, 1,529,727 pounds; value, $3¢ 
TIN PLATE. 





1.533 


United States: | 
OE ES a ee $74. 82 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard ....| 4.03 

Duty paid cost, United States seaboard . -| 78. 85 

England: 

_ ee eee | 49. 06 

Freight, mill to United States seaboard... 3. 25 

Duty, Dingley tariff .... Mia cedeaeds 33. 60 

Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. . 85. 91 

Import ations, 141,292,8: 32 pounds ; value, $4,6 
STEEL BILLETS. 

United States: 

BRemRIGUIERS, GOBEs o oinicccc wesc cassis $22. 11 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... .. 2. 60 
Cost, United States seaboard ...........- 24. 71 

Germany: 

Reels neo gscccecccece sees 12. 38 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... .. 2. 50 
Duty; DG Wien. secs ccwoncccat 6. 72 

Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. . 21. 60 

France: ; 

Manufacturing cost... ............5..--.00- 12. 50 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... 2. 50 
8 ae ; 6. 72 

Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. . 21.72 

Belgium: 

EET SE 13. 00 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... 2. 50 
Duty, Dingley tariff... suiedablcdaiaceds 6. 72 

Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. . 22. 22 

England: | 

Manufacturing cost........- a 2. 64 
Freight, mill to United States ses aboard... 2. 50 
Duty, Dingley tariff...... 6. 72 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard 1. St 








Jnite | —_— 

Pacific | , States 
ports. Gulf ports. 
$14. 99 | $14. 99 
7.00 3. 25 
7. 84 7.34 
9. 83 26. O8 
15. 14 15. 14 
7.00 | 3. 29 
7.34 7. 54 
29. 98 26. 23 
15. 74 | 15. 74 
7.00 3. 25 
7.34 7.34 
0. 58 26. 83 
15. 29 15. 29 
7.00 3. 25 
7. $4 7.84 
30.13 26. 38 
$42. 84 $42.84 
21. 28 6.50 
64. 12 49. 34 
4. 07 4. 07 
} 8.75 3. 40 
17. 92 17. 92 
60. 74 , ) 
$74. 82 $74. 82 
14. 83 7.17 
89. 65 81.99 
49. 06 49. 06 
9. 25 3. 65 
33. 60 33. OO 
1. 91 86. 31 

721.90 

$22. 11 22.11 
16, 44 6. 72 
a8. 55 28. 83 
12. 38 12.38 
7.00 2.90 
6. 72 f > 
26. 10 22. 00 
12. 50 12. 50 
7.00 2.90 
6.72 6. 72 
26. 22 22. 12 
13. 00 13. 00 
7.00 2. oH 
6. 42 22. 62 
12. 64 12.4 
7.00 2 oO 
6. 72 6 > 
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Cost of manufacture, foreign and domestic—Continued. 


STEEL MERCHANT BARS. 


United 
States 
North 
Atlantic 
ports. 


United 
States 
Pacific 
ports. | 


United States: 


Manufacturing cost 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard. . ‘| 


Cost, United States seaboard 


Germany: 
Manufacturing cost... 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard. . . 
Duty, Dingley tariff 


United 
States 


Gulf ports. 


AUGUST 5, 


Cost of manufacture, foreign and domestic—Continued. 
rops—continued. 


United 
States 


Gulf ports, 


States 


England: 
Manufacturing cost 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... . 
Duty, Dingley tariff 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard . . 


“Importations, 39,606,948. +0 pounds; value, $885, 724. 
WIRE, PLAIN NO. 0/8. 





Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. . 


France: 
Manufacturing cost 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard. . . 
Duty, Dingley tariff 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard . 


Belgium: 
Manufacturing cost. 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard . 
Duty, Dingiey tari@ .... 2... co. scc ccc cccsces 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. .| 


England: 
Manufacturing cost... | 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard. . . 
Duty, Dingley tariff. . 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. . 


8 TEEL PLATES. 


United States: 
Manufacturing cost. . 


34. 37 } 


Germany: 
Manufacturing cost. 21. 21. 04 
Freight, mill to United States se “aboard.. 3. 8.75 


» io 
Duty, Dingley tariff. . | i. 72 6.72 | 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard -+| 30. 76 36. 51 
France: 
Manulacturing cost 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard.... 
Duty, Dingley tariff......... 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. .| 
Belgium: 
Manufacturing cost. 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... 
Duty, Dingley tariff.. 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. .| 


England: 
Manufacturing cost... 
Freight, mill to Unite d States seaboard. . 
Duty, Dingley tariff 


. vos | 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. .| 


Importations, 2,154,623.25; value, $160,673. 


RODS. 


United States: 
Manufacturing cost. 
Freight, mill to U nited States seaboard 
Cost, United States seaboard 
Germanys 
Manu facturing cost 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard . 
Duty, Dingley tariff Gaba d~ 
| 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. .! 
France: 
Manufacturing cost. . 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard.. 
Duty, Dingley tariff... 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. .| 


Belgium: 
ONG oon os iss iis etanonen 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard. . 2. 85 
Duty, Dingley tariff | 8. 96 


30. 83 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard . a 


21. 04 


3. 40 | 


me 
6.72 


31. 16 


21. 25 
3. 40 


6.72 





United States: 
Manufacturing cost 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard....| 


Cost, United States seaboard 


Germany: 
Manufacturing cost .. 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard. . .. 
Duty, Dingley tariff 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. . 


France: 
Manufacturing cost... ........c.ccsccsccess 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard ... 
Duty, Dingley tariff 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. . 


Belgium: |. 
Deameniacturing O00k., |. .<'0000cccocvovecésesl 


Freight, mill to United States seaboard ... 
Duty, Dingley tariff 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard . .' 


England: | 
Manufacturing cost 
Freight, mill to United states Seaboard . -.| 
Duty, Dingley tariff 


 Importations, 1, 629, 265 pounds ; . value, $52,1 
‘BLACK MERCHANT PIPE. 


United States: 
CTI GOI os 6 itn isin « dds cogséar 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard.... 


$45. 51 
3. 58 


Cost, United States seaboard 


Germany: 
Manufacturing cost 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... .' 
Duty, Dingley tariff | 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. .| 
England: 
Manufacturing cost. 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard.. 
Duty, Dingley tariff 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard .. F 





952,989 pounds ; value, $49,740. 
WIRE NAILS. 


Importations, 


United States: 
Manufacturing cost 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... . 


Cost, United States seaboard 


Germany: 

Manufacturing cost 

Freight, mill to United States seaboard . 
Duty, Dingley tariff 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. .| 


France: 
Manufacturing cost 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... .! 
Duty, Dingley tariff 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. .| 


jum: 

anufacturing cost 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard. ... 
Duty, Dingley tariff 


Bel 


Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. .' 


~~ Tmportations, 53,479 9 pounds ; value, $3,288. 
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Cost of manufacture, foreign and domestic—Continued. 
WIRE, GALVANIZED No. 0/8. 


























United 
States | United | United 
States 
Atlantic Gulf ports. 
ports. ports. 
inal 
United States: . 
Manufacturing cost... .......-.-.----.+++. $41. 41 $41. 41 $41. 41 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... 3.58 19. 04 6. 50 
Cost, United States seaboard .....++++-+4 4.99} 60.45 | 47.91 
Germany: POF 
Manufacturing cost.........--..---+-----.- 29.74 | 29.74 29.74 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... . 3. 25 8.75 3. 65 
Duty, Dingley tariff.....................- 32. 48 | 32. 48 32. 48 
Duty paid cost, United Statesseaboard..| 65.47 | 70.97 | 65. 87 
France: } ia 304 8 
Manufacturing cost... ..........--.--+.s00. 30.79 30.79 | 30.79 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard .... 3.25 8.75 3.65 
Duty, Dingley tariff ................. sienna 32. 48 32. 48 32. 48 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard... 66. 52 | 72.02 | 66.92 
Belgium: eae + 
Manufacturing cost... ... . ...-..-...2-<.-- 29.81 29. 81 29. 81 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard ... . 3. 25 8.75 3. 65 
Duty, De ion ¢0ncncescevn+coen 32. 48 | 32. 48 32. 48 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard. .| 65.54 | 71.04 | 65.94 
England: ra 
Sige stidcecocccnscccccccced 31.63 31.63 31.63 
Freight, mill to United States seaboard... . 3. 25 8.75 3. 65 
Duty, SR Gein « « caieccseccssssced 32. 48 32. 48 2. 48 
Duty paid cost, United States seaboard .. 67. 86 1.7 


= 
~ 
nN 


Importations, 18,274 pounds ; value, $738. 

To each table has been added a statement of the importa- 
tions and the value thereof under each paragraph named, as 
given by the Treasury Department for the year ending June 
30, 1907. The tables here presented explain themselves. The 
foreign-cost figures have been obtained from the manufacturers 
themselves. They furnish reliable information and are abso- 
lutely trustworthy. They have been sworn to and filed with 
the Finance Committee. The German cost figures are lower 
than those reported by Mr. Pepper, frequent allusion to whose 
report has been made. He admits he was indebted for his in- 
formation to official government reports and statistics and cer- 


tain nonofficial reports made by mining and iron associations, | 
trade papers, and published articles relating to the coal, iron, | 


and steel syndicates in Germany. A careful perusal of the 
report by practical men identified with the steel business re- 
veals the fact that the figures contained therein, although full 
of detail, do not accurately represent the actual costs in the 


most favorably situated manufacturing districts. Indeed, the | 


language employed by Mr. Pepper clearly indicated this, as 
shown by the following extracts from his report : 
INTRODUCTION. 


The a of the German industry, from the production of | 
e transformation of steel into finished articles, has some | 


raw iron to t 
remarkable economic features. In business organization and commer- 
cial methods, in the syndication of the products, in transportation, in 
the relative proportions sought between domestic consumption and ex- 
ports abroad, a consistent policy is maintained throughout. As the 
outcome of this consistent policy Germany continues a constant factor 
in the world’s markets, notwithstanding the new and changing condi- 
tions of production and distribution. 
COST OF PRODUCTION. 

So many factors enter into the cost of production that no absolute 
standard can be taken. Blast furnaces and rolling mills located in 
different sections naturally have variations in the cost of their fuel 
and ore, and these disadyantages are sometimes equalized by advan- 


tages in the ight > 
half-fintehes Speight rates and the nearness of the markets for the 


ANALYSIS OF FIGURES. 

Those for Luxemburg are high. * * * 

It is not practicable to follow the cost of production beyond the 
raw iron and steel, but a basis exists for determining the proportions 
of raw steel which enter into the production of half-finished products. 

Mr. Pepper says the average wages paid in 1907 to 227,091 
persons in the Dusseldorf district engaged in machine shops 
and small iren and steel plants turning out finished products 
was 1,448 marks or $844.62 per year. The average earnings the 
Same year of the workingmen employed by the iron and steel 
industry in this country was $765.18, or 24 times as much. 

Mr. Pepper’s figures of ore cost, pig iron and steel cost per 
unit are higher than the average in Germany and much higher 
than the lowest cost German figures. It is the low cost German 
manufacturer against whom the American producer needs pro- 
tection, not the high cost manufacturer, 


A967 


This estimate as to the cost of pig iron in Great Britain finds 
confirmation in the report of Mr. Pepper, made to the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, on the British Iron and Steel 
Industry, page 10. It is agreed that pig iron in the Cleveland 
district has been made at a net cost under $8 per ton by some 
of the companies controlling colleries as well as ore beds, 
and having exceptional facilities for production. The average 
price in the Cleveland district is given by him as $9.92 per ton. 
This is one of the leading pig-iron producing districts in Great 
Britain, the output in 1908 being 3,400,000 tons. 

The following tables show the average daily wage earnings 
in the manufacture of the various classes of steel products, 
showing the highest and lowest daily wage, with the approxi- 
mate average for all labor employed in each class of mills: 

Average daily wage carnings at merchant iron and stcel milis. 


Ter day. 
a ceeadenmeens ; . $3.3 
aan RS ee ee : 6. 48 
Sg SE ra 2.38 
eens s cat .- 1s 
Hookers, catchers, and stranders.__............~. a 4. 0 
I a tte empath menntarncniren tai tartinetarcsemreneniniretiniis 3 2. 85 
a I injection cares tetinn nee 2.18 
Crane and machine operators._.___.....~....~~-~--. 1.95 
I eet canpcneen TNA 2.85 
EE EEE ae osetia inntaltprinancansapanitie 2. 38 
cence inline een gain tip aaron RET = 2. 70 
ian ck lil ait nsarinbntanpeennenneinetiiemetrmnineenet hbiadandidiainsa St 2. 32 
Blacksmiths__.. ~~~ (SS anhiedal 2. Ta 
aa ta anita hich genie tinitrensbereipnganamntaretasenaareatioen Sy ee 3. 47 
SD COD icici intense oo " e 3.38 
Common labor (154 cents per hour) - 1. 86 


Approximate average for all labor employed around merchant iron 
and steel mills, $2.65 per day. 


Average daily wage carnings at blooming and billet mills. 


Per day. 

Foremen_- -_- Sai aceasta enel waltaaibtaptoie r picts csalepllieeialilbsencbesain. Se 
ni ciastaiticin teenies nemeapanaiecartints ; canteniiiaisientiemetian Meiclibes 5. 60 
Heaters’ helpers___.~~-~-.- jominanias viicsulitiainiaediiael =e 3. 10 
I irene career senceaeh ap nee Sea ONS IU cintsintorveneglilidiasialiaatatt edi >. GO 
EE ES SS EEE manitttineistitacititatnihiaiaialdas a 2 50 
I natin ciemeenmngnnainanaianenanangeenan ren nearenes ial ll dla 3. 37 
CGRRGT ROE. 6 nce meee etn ee Ee °» 40 
EEE a eens tena aie 2. 54 
Se stigtinisipanenscananinpiiitaaieit an aein ae 
Crane and machine operators moedel sets ailatiesiceeemeniigiedniinais cin: aes a 
N. G. engineers—_...............-.-..-~.-~- pin iasan inetd tamianinag 2. 20 
Millwrights ~~ ee ulhatesuipslakcadinitiataiets 2. 50 
Roll turners..........--~--.---------- a a ns 3. 20 
epee denen ee nNED RENNER aoe ae nigeaeneenibid 3. 82 
Mechanical helpers_ - eee == . : 2 1. 69 
| Common labor (154 cents per hour)------~- = 1. 86 


| 





ant 


Approximate average for all labor employed around blooming and 
billet mills, $2.37 per day. 
Average daily wage earnings at sheared plate mills. 
Per day. 


Mestert.......-- fs anil e Ea bee _ $7.59 
Heaters’ helpers_—..~~--~-- RIE IO aE 4 45 
| el ¥ . 89 
Rollers’ assistants_——~~~-~~--- - 4. 64 
Rollers’ assistants__.._~---~-- lied a ae 2 50 
OS EEE icdtaee eee a eee 3. 38 
Shearwen.....{....-._...--- : ; a Te 5. 22 
Shearmen’s helpers------~--- =_ poy a 
Inspectors—_—-~- ss eg aeadsatitaccigialliciinaiiniil le a aieliatete m 2 54 
Engineers_ --- pesicihctincanemnbeiameiesan Sat <a-ames 5 3.17 
Senne nme SERN “GION ci wot ensingp seein seins 2 36 
| Millwrights—--_-- a adalat Duals - . 2 5a 
Shippers_--- nap cacepeinnge-etienctinecneanes _ a 2 42 
Roll turners._-~-----~----~---------- ‘ sein i 2 9 
Machinists_.__..._.....--------..--—...~---- a I EOE » 84 
Common labor (154 cents per hour)- ae ; 1.71 


Approximate average for all labor employed around sheared plate 
mills, $3.05 per day. 
Average daily wage earnings at rail mills. 
Per day. 


Heaters-—~-~-~~-------------------- ---- --~~~. $3. 85 to $5. 90 
Heaters’ helpers ~--~~------------------- —ietiamesaih 5. 57 
Rollers----------------- SS Ss ; 
Rollers’ assistants_-~-~--~~-~-------------- * een. ae oe 
Shearmen-----~.-------~-------------- ' oe 4 oe 5. 8h 
Crane and machine operators__—-_...---~----~-- oer ” 24 
Engineers-—--~---- ------------------ naminten-cemmae—ucticn, Se a ae 
Roll turners_—-------------- SS ne » 95 
Hotbed men_-_-~----~-~-- soenings icarintiogivenataoas on ‘ . 1. 80to 2.6 
Rail finishers_--------- demsercscanbengences Baee ic Sea a re 
Mechanical foremen-__------------ : Cas : ; t 
Machinists_-_-~--~------------------ a a 2. 
Blacksmiths_-~~--~-------- Setpnes eecnanetaptomaciaiaviarninas dipeicicaiaent te 2.7 
Oy Ee See oe Sea ae on 
Boiler makers_—~-~-~~----- cadena ten semnon taiainate ae ——— ee 
Riggers.___------------------------------------ Seine 2. 40 
Carpenters.__._-------~-~---------------------------------=- 50 
Masons..............--._--.---------------~~-------~------~ 55 
BHiectricians_..............-~-..~-.--------- ala ahainial 00 
Dynamo engineers. _-~-~-~-~-- pia teidbinnsl aacetinaapenioas aden sia 76 
Ww : 


ater tenders......_..........------..------ sctutaeaitnellsasinsitaiaajan lh 
Common labor (153 cents per hour) -~~~--- Lied ‘ da 
Firemen._.......__......_._--~_----—---- -------------------- 
Boiler cleaners (173 cents per hour) ----------- a 8 nds 75 

Approximate average for all labor employed around rail mills, $2.30 
per day. 
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Average daily wage carnings at tin mills. 

Per day. 
Foremen . 25 
Hot mill heaters . 57 
Hot mill doublers . 28 
ifot mill heaters .14 
Hot mill catchers é 
Hot mill screw boys 
Hot mill shearmen 
Hot mill 


‘ ‘old- mill rollers 

Tin men___- 

Machinists 

i ca eneatciatiatenlet lth at lien ele leita dita iah ia ch 
Electricians 

SOR, IT icine betdeen vs tw cre casio an asta saan i laren dedi intial 
Common labor (15.9 cents per hour) 


Approximate average for all labor employed around tin mills, $3. 21 
per day. 


Poh popt pete 
prepeph 
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The same labor in Cuba is paid $1 per day. 


We have had various reports and statements made of the 
cost of German labor. Some of the statements have been 
made in the interest of the German manufacturer in his 
campaign to secure a greater share of the American market. 
I put much more reliance in figures I present taken from 4 
British government publication entitled “Cost of Living in 


tt 


Average daily wage earnings at Bessemer steel works. 
Per day. 
IG cnc insceitsissicenr cineca tists ni tenet adil initia Mie ae el . OO 
Engineers .85 | German Towns. The Report of an Inquiry by the Board of 
SO ERED atone mneeiorinenironees ~~ 2-------------------- 2. 80 | Trade in the Working Class Rents, Housing, and Retail Prices; 
whiell ‘Sanuienn 2 95 | Together with the Rates of Wages in Certain Occupations in 
Steel pourers........._____ 7 EI oe ci a he 3. 12 | the Principal Industrial Towns of the German Empire.” The 
eee <. = report was presented to both Houses of Parliament by com. 
ee ee ———~ > 49 | mand of His Majesty, and bears date of April 10, 1908. The 
Stock wheelers —- .90 | report was published by the Government and is for sale at 
te Deen etnreees nan nennmnnaecemateninoeceesieine events -37 | the price of 4s. 11d. The investigation was carefully and 
Send tee te ee ee ‘79 | thoroughly made by experts trained in each particular line 
Common labor (154 cents per hour) . 86 | of inquiry, in response to the acute industrial depression exist- 
Approximate average for all labor employed around Bessemer steel | ing in Great Britain by reason of the invasion of her home 
works, $2.50 per day. markets by the German manufacturer. The report covers the 
wages of iron and steel makers in steel and rolling mills, wire- 
drawing works, blast furnaces, and puddling mills, boiler mak- 
ing, and bridge building, in cities located in Saxony, in Prus- 
sia; in Essen, where the great Krupp works are located, and 
in the Grand Duchy of Baden. A comparison of these figures 
with the figures showing the average daily wage earnings of 
Hookers ees ‘. zs the laborers employed in American mills shows that the claim 
Millecignts. a --=--=-----+=------------------ 3 94 | is well sustained that the American workman receives from 
SM Dai iccilas ached Sic inch essen ascii eeeiaadnian inci 7.42 | two to two and one-half times as much for his labor as does 


te Shang or age 6 “greens an 5% conte oer tours. Se me ——= : . = the Germar. workman. I ask that the accompanying tables be 
if » ce 8 oO “e : 
: : -° | printed in tae Recorp. 


Approximate average for all labor employed around wire-rod mills, 
$3.50 per day. 


Average daily wage earnings at wire-rod mills, 
Per day. 
Rollers _ ~~~ . 54 
RS ORG iictcicinicircccddewinntintithdinibtiaiiiiieimenddiiiatibiagts 9. 04 
SN enhancing UP Scilnen iaiintgnemneticessccnihdneanlaatiglie 9. 04 
Heaters’ helpe rs 4.52 
6. 40 


Rates of wages paid in Solingen, Rhineland Province, Prussia. 


Average daily wage earnings at wire mills. {Abstract of report of an inquiry by the British Board of Trade into the 
conditions of the working classes in the principal industrial German 


towns. ] 


Per day. 

PoreMen . 2.6 623 ne tect eo ewceescunn----. 8694. OF 

WENO BNW OTE nn wc ieet ncn penneunnnceetiemeenwenenGng= 3.15 

Cleaners and coaters_._--~~-~- 5S to 2. 82 | —— 
omsonere aaa — 1. 70 to 2. 10 


Nail-machine operators dpa pct iarneincapn gah itieiliniaianiie ciel ittineainanitin aii 1. 47 to 2. 80 Weekly Lae . : 
Inspectors . 50 to 3. 12 hours of | United States 


wages. 

Galvanizers 39 to 3. 04 ees labor. gold. 
Barb wire and fence machine operators . 75 to 4. 60 eal | ead 
Stationary engineers 2 25 } 
Machinists 44 
Millwrights 2.5 51 Smelters pane conncesbegueems enhie ongemeieda 
Common labor . 56 to 2. 52 

Approximate average for all labor employed around wire mills, $2.30 
per day. 


STEEL AND ROLLING WORKS. 


Weekly | Equivalent 


i erigueanetimanainiaaeiiarmimniemncieeitinn ad 


= 
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$8. 0 
10. 36 
9. 49 
6.12 
10. 0 
9.05 
13. 14 


def ped ee wie 


Second -- 


Molders and casters 
Hammer smiths, profile 
Hammer smiths, plain bars: 
(a) Heavy 
(b) Light 
Hand smiths 
Pattern makers 
TADONEE, ooo ccasccccee Joss cgncnevewane dus 


Average daily wage at tube and pipe mills. 


eee 
oo Pe % 


Foremen - 

Welders, butt 

Welders, lap 

SID csc as estes ines ou hab inns ict etacactmees iniatineaieiniinla an aitinmeaiatenan ennai: 
Turners down 

I tne cn hie epbsiienvten clieneiectsenibtnctesie i eighth etasiincintaiiepi tii 


11.9 
9.20 
7.320 

7.30 


5. 84 


SSSSs TEERSRE> 


SSess sesesss 


kegels tee ak oan Data, 


Other welding labor 


Shearmen 

iste ehcndatnanrenin aeasialih iad eed iaabe Sc aaa 
Threaders (day w ork ) 

Threaders 


Testers’ helpers ~-~~..~---~--~-~--------------~-----. 11. 
Dundiers. and measerers.__..._........ ... one ewnn nnn cwenscnne 
Inspectors 

Engineers, stationary imeoe ao a a nn oo ee ee 
Machinists 

Machinists’ helpers__........-----~.--~...~-..--.+.....-.... 
Common labor 

Electricians 

DRRSTIeIny  SEEANED.. 2. co wen cccnnsncancscctcbnawownneneen 
Stablemen - 

Firemen (bollers) 

Coat awl ROR WHOUOTS.. . ..nn 8 8 erence etnneaenwcs cnn sme 


PRO DO PO pt eA ROBO NS bet ht et Nt pa no NS RONDE 


Approximate average for all labor employed around tube and pipe 


mills, $1.95 per day. 


The Senator from Iowa [Mr. CuMMINs] stated that the wages 


paid in the Lake Superior region are $1.25 per day. 
an official statement covering a period of years, 


Following is 


Average wage, , $75 56 p per week of sixty hours; $1.26 per day of ‘en 
hours. 


Rates of wages paid in Dusseldorf, Germany. 
nen eaitechsamieeamnieianeniigai aaeeiaaiadisecieaeaanaaa ane ied 
Weekly | Equivalent 
Weekly mewn of | United States 
: labor. | gold. 


so i eeudearteansntminnaatsnpiaalnamaibueemnen 
IRON AND STEEL WORKS. | 


| $12. 16 to $14. 60 
8.76 to 1216 


6 5 OR 
9.10 
Pipe welders 12.16 to 17.08 
Steel furnacemen and founders 7.4 
Laborers 


-szsesees 


4.87 to 6.08 





‘ Average wage, $6.30 per week of sixty hours, $1.05 per . day of ten 
ours 








1909. 





Rates of wages paid in Bochum, Westphalia, Prussia. 
IRON AND STEEL WORKS. 











Weekly | Equivalent 

Weekly | hours of | United States 

— labor. gold. 
Blast furnace MEN. .....--+-0+-+-+-0e00---- 60 $6. 65 
Cupola furnace and converter men......... 60 6. 71 
SMeIters. .. - cee cccccccwccccccesccssccccces 60 es 6.85 
Rollers. .....-.cccccssccesccccsesescccccees 60 $6.71 to 7. 30 
Heaters at rolling millls...............-.... 60 > a 
Furnace men at rolling millls............... 60 5.55 to 5. 84 
Rail trimMesS......cccccccceccccsescescees 60 8. 47 to 8.76 
TraNSPOTteMS . . 2. 2+ pecccccccecccccccsccess . 60 5. 84 to 6.80 
LQDOTEES. . cc ccccvcechbsuccaduwscesdbuac ces 19/6 to 22/6s. 60 4.75 to 5. 47 





Average wage, $5.46 per week of sixty hours, 91 cents per day of ten 

hours. 

Rates of wages paid in Elberfield, Rhineland Province, Prussia. 
IRON AND STEEL WORKS. 








| weexty | 
. Weekly Equivalent 
ae | hou ee: 7 | United States 
| gold. 

is I Dc hewt . 
Sand molders (hand)..............-.....-- 36s. to 39s. 59 $8. 76 to $9. 49 
Loam BISSE. cote te sandeiabekees cseccce 28s. to 32s. 59 6.81 to 7.78 
Loam molders’ helpers. ..................-. | 24s. to 25s. 59 5.83 to 6.08 
Machine Mens  tinadeeeats obs cc cicdces 32s. to 34s. 59 7.78 to 8.27 
Machine molders’ helpers.................. 25/3 | 59 6.14 
PIGUOES. ... ..c scudepneeonaniabedeaahaa | 30s. to 35/6 | 59 7.30 to 8.63 
Polishers . . . «+ cgucdieeeeeiench cddaccdeetee | 27s. 59 6.57 
Copemmakere. . . 6cscsdtuaS BEER Sice cvevdbdces | 28s. to 34/6 59 6.81 to 8.40 
Laborers . . o<.0scddueh cies dake dete cades | 22/6-to 24/6 | 59 5.47 to 5.96 





Average wage, $5. 58 per week of sixty hours, 93 cents per day of t ten 
hours. 


Rates of wages paid in Remscheid, Rhineland, Prussia. 























STEEL AND ROLLING ROLLERS. 
. ——__ -— 
| Weekly Equivalent 
= hours of | United States 
| labor. gold. 
=o eee 
| 
Smelter rs, (a) Martin furnaces, first men ...! 34s. 7d. a 63 | $8. 41 
me pelters, CCM cn vw RRas ceeubaa<dcine cel 27s. 8d. 63 6.72 
Smelters, (b) crucible, first men........... 34s. 7d. 63 8. 41 
Smelte £8, Cra mattreadhanh<ahdd4 ens 27s. 8d. 63 6.72 
Rollers . . . ..csaésabensih Geliedtntnn dedewesde ' 34s. 9d. 60 8. 45 
Hammer smnlttd «niutnaposkeabesesseue ods | 45s. 8d. 60 | 11.11 
Fottlers . .. ... sshhaemtdniasadietenth- amends | 27s. 5d. 60 6. 66 
Rollers, asvGSGGHNN. ¢ icc. ds<.00l wesedelotcns: 2s. 5d. 60 6. 66 
Hs Ammer st iiths, assistants ............. ..| 32/11 to 34/9 60 $8. 00 to S. 45 
Laborers. . . accede dietabecdedhlesdnt eRe « 25/6 to 28/ 8 60 6. 20 to 6.94 
. “Ave rage wage, $5.58 per week of sixty hours, I cents “per day of ten 
ours. 
Rates of wages paid in Zwickau, ee 
Weekly | Equivalent 
ae hours of | United States 
| ' | labor. gold. 
aka ecu a 
STEEL WORKS. | 
Shillings. 
First men at cupola furnace. .............- 60 $11.92 
Second men at cupola furnace............- 31 60 7.54 
First converter mem..........-.s-+s-.see- 49 60 11.92 
Second converter men. ........«..-.se+s--- | 36 60 8.75 
First toni, snesncds-ktvactubanacenetesee | 42 60 10. 22 
Second SPUR a, <i ccs scdees<cdacence 36 60 8.75 
Labovens. . si.sea5.deccdabeuuaies theses 21 60 5.10 
ROLLING MILLS. | 
Fleet TelbO ox, aisacsdiaiegs <itebtinebedss oss 00 45 60 10.95 
Second TOMES .........eacseeceveseccneee 42 60 10. 22 
First {OrMOOO MMMM... oc. ceccccccovccoccsce 55 60 13. 38 
Second furmace MeN... .......csecceeeeses 39 60 9. 49 
Catcheun. ». authisibaninndieiiaiiambehichies oy 31 60 7.54 
AdjOSUNB. occ an den dhGeecteete dee ale. + 23 60 5. 84 
ADU... svi cbt MA abcdaieuksws } 17 60 4.14 





Average wage, $5.82 per week of sixty hours; 97 cents per day of ten 


hours. 


Rates of wages paid in Mannheim, Grand Duchy of Baden. 
WIRE DRAWING WORKS. 





7 Weekly | Equivalent 
—— hours of | U nived States 
ages. labor. bes 2c gold. 
y We ATOWOES.. 40 eseeeesseeeeseeereeeenes ‘27s. to 33s. 1d. 63 | $6. 56 to $8.02 
NIUE a cnllitinan cs diniiteramdiieelintn ante ao 3 438to 5.10 


nodterage wage, $5.46 per week of sixty hours, 91 cents per day of ten 
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NATE. 


Rates of wages paid in Essen, 








Rhineland, Prussia, 


IRON AND STEEL INDUSTRY—300 WORKING DAYS. 
oe ene 
| Equiva- 

ent 

Year. a: Joon | United 

— | States 

| gold. 

salt ati — vail 

8. d.| 

ae eae Tae ade cade dacuucescsaacecs | 4 Oh $0. 98 
acd sthindeeni then wes tues deuacosacanctawescovacecses | 4 0} 98 
ee eee te cd eeeneeheaneveeuccuaes j 41 .99 
hi is detinhinnads hidanubcdvegnacdeuushecscesdeces | 4 0} .98 
MARE of nc denn cdddkugenadedacqueeqcednachoodccencces | 414 .99 
Sh adichadinctdusdecedsuhera dacksbusessudbadseuecste 4 3 1.03 
ce tiideRncbkacbeencduenens nd edeueseeteedwedvaceuade 4 5} 1.08 
eg 9 RES RE EG RE TINE TTR Sone 4 63 1.10 
SO, TL Sak . ASPET otk bde oben cacuisMincteetdaccbaeale 4 83 1.14 
SUM EAs eG dusts Bele edadiesisbehidasndeceneieacatetoustes 4 9) 1.15 
ihe 06 ii hiien dhsatiginhedhinndys danhstedantiminaeesennis 4 7 1.12 
Se: ails hetial eid thiacta cebiiea tt iaeatenttia dina deeriteih dideintetaeiibsiditat a apihinetien 4 6} 1.09 
ete eeeds Sil adele dale eeen kk ann abdecaiwowswdlie j 4 62) 1.10 
Ane seid dphdboGh Voldncudieaiebtbadduccckvkteccesender | 4 104 1. 20 
Ss diibdin ech sth seeibindad dbatiieutinneh<ssecedinwtacecunéoes } 5 14 1.25 


Average daily ‘wage, 
Rates of wages paid in Konigshutte, 
BLAST FURNACES. 


$1. 07 per day of ten hours. 


i 
Average weekly 


Germany—Iron and steel industry. 


Equivalent 




















earnings, United States 
| October, 1905. | gold. 
bicahiiashsh’ ahaa 
“i) 
dbl dh: -tchudckidsdeahnebahesntbhadeseneson 51 1} $12. 43 
RS lta ced uted Rents aceoumebbnidhadees « 35 5 & 62 
G+ diddveds 486 cant beads edeceteceiineces ,. 34 6 8. 39 
a hiciinindueddh ibianks ibedcatawens dues 26 6) 6. 45 
Assistants of chargers and mine fillers.............. | 17 | 4.16 
Coke tippers Piaieaceddcetetecanente> oat peddcebareons | 18 2 4. 42 
i wk tbiek. . odode bamueoameeihen 26 6 6. 45 
i ccaninsiiisakhdetkknete) tek tdienwecetcen } 15 1 3. 67 
“AY erage wage, , $6.82 weekly, $1.14 daily. 
PUDDLING ‘MILLS. 
s. d. 
Pizst PUddlers. .....cccrceccrccccccseccceccccccees 38 4] $9. 33 
Second puddlers ................- 31 1 7.56 
Third puddilers ................ nian ie wGaaas 25 8 | 6. 23 
cis chacedesaqccocaserpemebecsers 23 8 5.75 
Ee, 6 cc cadeccisnesaseccaseescess 28 8} 6. 98 
, errr errr 35 7) 8. 66 
PC MEEES J diccenbeduccosescecess “a piden i9 8 4.79 
BRAM WOMBEES . «22. nc occ cece cesccccncececcccces . 22 2 5.39 
EE fone oma Gaeddnedsesaccctscvecanccne 16 1) 3.91 
Cinder trolley men. ........-..-. 3 4.15 
Average wage, $6.27 weekly, $1.05 daily. 
STEEL MAKING. 
a & i 
Wie PRON ina os on side cc ccc ccc ccc cccwccscsccccees 46 1| $11.21 
Second melters........---.-- eee 342 8.31 
Charge wheelers, pitmen, hoistmen ................ | 2 11 6.31 
Nee otc. dugGidabes chevatccathecdscate | 19 2 4.66 
WEGREES . 6c 5 cc ccc ccc ccc ccc cece ccc ccececcccccceceeces 1 i 8 4.30 
Wieat MRONMCEB. «o.oo ccicccccecccccccccccccceseccececes 384 | 9, 32 
eRe BOGNIED, « oncncccdesecctvassecstcasedseuccece 29 «(Of 7.06 
NINE «oo acc cqcnceccecscccqpenbeccadccousesuncsd 18 0} 4.38 
La@boref® ... . « .. <2 20 seen een e eee c cece eee e ee eeneenes 16 6 4.02 
Average | w age, $6.62 weekly, $1.10 daily. 
IRON ROLLING. 
&. d. ’ 
POKES... . 2. cccccccccccccccccecssccscetecceccccses 20 1 $4. 88 
Heatefls. . . . . «. - 00 ee nn nn cece cnn c eee nn eee neeencnes 39 : 9.53 
StOWe#rS . .. .. ccc w ccc cccccccccccesccccccceccceccces 26 7) 6. 47 
CRAPS... . 20 eee e eee cece ee cewcccceeceeeeces 22 2 5.39 
Cutte#rs . . 2... one e cence cece cnc cc ccesccceeccccesl 34 (O} 8. 26 
Ee ad on caedesv coccadaceh dn acdeccccqece. 29 6) 7.18 
So occ occ cc cecdsncccescabcecccccccecnccecs 24 (1) 5. 86 
WH OGNETS . 5 5 oc ccc cece cc cece cece cece esse ccccseccses 19/8 to 23/9 | $4.79 to 5.78 
RAI oc cdtiecesccccasscaccucccccseccescededecees 14 3 3.47 
Average wage, $6.16 weekly, $1.04 daily. 
STEEL ROLLING. 
s. d. 
I ch wccnmncasgengetesonesocccccScccce 37 4 $9.09 
UME AS ccc dcdeccesecsvcccccccccsccccese 33.7] 8.18 
CE bat phi nd cadeeesdsescccccccccccccccesecs 24 10 6.04 
Chharmers amid TONGS... .... 2.20.0. 0. c eee eee ececees 22 0 6.35 
IS Liban uvcccvecsedcccccsseccecccecees 3 5 6.18 
Rail finishers’ helpers. ............-------.-----++-- 19 10} 4.33 
} 


Average wage, $6.61 weekly, $1. 10 daily. 
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Rates of wages paid in Konigshutte, Germany—Iron and stcel industry— 
Continued, 
BOILER MAKING AND BRIDGE BUILDING. 


! 

|Average weekly| Equivalent 
earnings, | United States 

October, 1905. | gold. 
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i im bo Orso. 


ND RENNIN 530s osesecncedsabestessaces 
Calkers 

Sh dkidihetsbadbcdsthesoniisedsetedeesastehe 
Drillers........ puistindnckhbbnns asthbbnentbiaaueee ie 
ae a Ae ee 
tL and 555d sdinkndwadaabdidnmh bhaineann 
a niiaknnen s0tudadccndasanenciniiaabnasenone 


-10 
3. 67 
5.87 
5. 43 
4.85 
5.13 


_ 


Average wage, $5.93 weekly, 99 cents daily. 
General average wage, $6.40 per week of sixty hours, $1.07 per day 
of ten hours. 
Rates of wages paid in Essen, Rhineland, Prussia. 


| 


. , Weekly | Equivalent 
on | hours of | United States 


labor. gold. 


enced ~ aj iehdareea 


| 
IRON AND STEEL WORKS. | | 
I Se is demande abiiniiis ..| 60s. to 63s. 


60 | $14. 60 to $15. 33 
Welders, second men 


.| 42s. to 45s. 60 10.22 to 10.95 
Welders, third men 37/2 to 39s. 60 | 9. 48 
First rollers 45s. 60 | 10. 95 
RE DR aN a Re 33s. to 39s. 60 | 8.03 
a IEEE SE a Sa eae 25s. 2d. 60 6.12 
Cutters off 2s. | 60 | 5.10 
RRR ef Ror 8 a Ae 18s. 60 | 


% 04 to 


4.38 


Average wage, $8.94 per week of sixty hours, $1.49 per day of ten 
hours. 


Rates of wages paid in Aachen, Rhineland Province, Prussia. 


IRON AND STEEL WORKS. 


Weekly | Equivalent 
hours of | United States 
labor. gold. 


Weekly 


Steel rollers, first men 

Steel rollers, second men 

Steel rollers, third men.................. a 

ERS Span =, SUS s Eis es 

Charge men . 

RS condi w dghebvetdcedoceesbagake 

NL is cunabenRdguie es Gi niaboksed-esen | 24to30 : 

ST NE. so ass dhivee ss scasedensens ctene 30 .30 
21 to 24 10 to 5.83 


CC. + schabsettb be Ceees tvetsencxnae | 5. 
SG 8 dewey tiga dande scene | 15tol9 60 3.65 to 4.62 


$11.39 

9. 21 

7.30 

10. 22 

6. 57 

$6.32 to 7.30 
5. 83 to 7.30 


st J s3-1-3 3 
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Average wage, $6.84 per week of sixty hours, $1.14 per day of 
hours. 





Rates of wages paid in Dortmund, Westphalia, Prussia. 
IRON AND STEEL WORKS. 


i sina ea 
] Weekly Equivalent 
Weekly wages. | hours of | United States 
labor. gold. 
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ES ee eT 
I ROU <i, iu thin one <enscteccoedees 
First puddlers 

Second puddilers 

ND oc ic cas epepeubonee 

I Rig os cpnacocscccess 

Third welders 

Rollers, leading men 

Roll@rs, second men : 
PEM nk» dnsaseveacessasbsteeds : 
Hammer smiths. ...... ‘ | 
Converter men, first men 

Converter men, others.................. 

UNG: winannd dts vecntéassauiyeanets 24 
Weighmen 25 
Ry... . neki eseeihcis Shgabbetanel 22 
ER Ree 18 


60 $8.03 to 8.76 
60 5.83 to 6. 57 
60 8.03 to 9.04 
60 6.57 to 7.30 
60 12. 75 to 13. 87 
60 : 

60 

60 13. 87 
60 7 
60 

60 

60 

60 

60 
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Average wage, $8.20 per week of sixty hours; $1.37 per day of ten 
hours. 
BOILER-MAKING WORKS. 


Angle-iron smiths 35 6 $8. 69 to 10. 21 
Boller smiths.........- i a Re i tl 27 «33 60 6.57 to 8.04 
Be Le. os aha came | 27 to 33 60 6.57 to 8.04 
Holders-up 25 60 6.20 
Boiler smiths’ helpers 25 6 60 6.20 
Other unskilled la rs 2 to 24 60 4.66 to 5.84 


9 to 42 


. Average wage, $7.10 per week of sixty hours; $1.18 per day of ten 
ours, 
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A summary and comparison of American and German wes 
is shown in the following table, showing highest, lowest, 41,4 
average wages paid per man per day of ten hours in the leading 
branches of the iron and steel industry of the United States a. 
compared with the wages paid to the same class of labor in 
Germany : 

German wages based on the report of an inquiry by the British 
of Trade into the conditions of the working classes in 


industrial towns of the German Empire. Presented to 
of Parliament and published at London, April 10, 1908. 


Board 
the Principal 
both House s 
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United States. Germany. 


Branch of iron and steel in- 
dust 


Aver- 
age 


High. | Low. | 
<0 | 
Blast furnaces 

Bessemer steel works 
Open-hearth steel works 
Blooming and billet mills 
Rail mills 


P| SPE pew e~pNpy= 
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.79 $0 
. 69 
. 69 


Merchant iron and steel mills... . 
Wire-rod mills | 
Wire mills 

Tube and pipe mills 

Sheet mills 
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EUROPEAN AND AMERICAN WAGES. 


Some statistics compiled by the Labor Bureau at Washington cive 
a fair idea of the relative welfare of the British, French, Belgian, and 
a workman from 1870 to 1902. The rate given is the average 
per day: 


General average(all plants). 


— 
to 


7.71 | 


_ 
~ 
o 


| 


United 


Liege. States, 


$0. 69) 
.63 
- 63 
. 663 
. 65 





The Labor Bureau's statistics show that the department-store girls 
of Chicago average $329 a year, which is more than is earned in a 
year, even on the basis of three hundred working days a year, by Bel 
gian bricklayers, carpenters, blacksmiths, house painters, teamsters, or 
laborers. The sum is also larger than the amount annually earned by 
common laborers in Great Britain or France. 


WAGES IN MASSACHUSETTS AND GREAT BRITAIN. 


In 1897 the Massachusetts bureau of statistics of labor published 
an elaborate comparison of wages in Massachusetts and Great Britain. 
It shows that from 1860 to- 1883 wages here were 75.4 per cent 
higher than there, in 88 industries here and 58 there. In 1897 
wages in Massachusetts were 28.56 ~ cent higher than they were 
in 1860 (they are now 10 per cent higher still), while the advance 
in Britain was only 9.74 since 1872. The grand result of the com- 
parison is that wages are 77 per cent higher here than there and that 
the average cost of living is 17.29 per cent higher here than there, 
although it is much better living here. 


A WISCONSIN COMPARISON, 


It is admitted by free traders that wages are lower abroad 
than here, but they say the difference is equalized by the lower 
cost of living there. This has been proved false over and over 
again, 

The Wisconsin bureau of labor and industrial statistics 
recently investigated this question, comparing the purchasing 
power of labor in eight countries in Europe with the same in 
Wisconsin, and found that ten hours’ labor will buy, on the 
average, in those countries only 74.3 per cent as much bread 
as here, only 49.1 per cent as much meat, only 40.5 per cent .s 
much pork, and only 33.2 per cent as much butter. 

OUR INDUSTRIAL SUCCESS DUB TO PRESERVATION OF HOME MARKET 


It was not many years ago that the United States occupied 
very insignificant position as a manufacturer of iron and steel. 
It is within the memory of most of us when we purchased sic°! 
rails abroad and paid for them at the rate of $125 a ton. Asa 
direct result of the policy of protection the United States now 
occupies a very important position in the iron and steel in- 
dustry, and its total production is greater than that of Grea' 
Britain, Germany, and Belgium combined. This is due, however, 
not to our foreign trade in this line of manufacture, which vor- 
mally is only 10 per cent of our total output, but is due to our 
domestic market, which has been built up and maintained by 
the policy of protection. Because of the encouragement thus 
given to home industry there has been an enormous develo) 
ment of business. An immense amount of capital has been |! 
vested, and hundreds of thousands of workingmen have been 











1909. 
a 
given profitable employment. The high rate of wages paid the 
American workingman has enabled him to live in a state of 
comfort unknown to the workingman of any other country. It 
has enabled him to give to his children greater advantages and 
opportunities, which have been the direct cause of a great in- 
crense in the economic and industrial efficiency of th® country. 
The wealth thus created has been more evenly distributed than 
in other countries not enjoying the same advantages. Higher 
wages to workingmen mean a better market and higher prices 
for the farmer and all he produces. He has been able to wear 
petter clothes and live in better homes, and this has btilt up 
additional industries and given profitable employment to other 
workingmen, and the whole country has reaped the reward in 
the industrial supremacy which it now enjoys. The enormous 
production of iron and steel, made possible in this country by 
the policy of protection, has caused the wonderful development 
of all industries using such material. Without the policy of 
protection this tremendous development would not have taken 
place a8 soon as it has taken place, and perhaps it never would 
have occurred. It must not be forgotten that Great Britain did 
not abandon the policy of protection until she had practically 
conquered the markets of the world because of her low produc- 
tion cost, and it must also be remembered that when Great 
Britain entered upon a policy of free trade the markets of Con- 
tinental Europe had not been closed as they have been since by 
high protective tariffs. It is safe to assume that Great Britain 
would not have turned from protection to free trade had her 
chief foreign markets at that time been protected as they now 
are by high tariff walls. 
We talk about the industrial supremacy of the United States 
and about conquering the markets of the world, but it must not 
be forgotten that our chief exports are those things which we 


eee ere eeien 


us do not produce, and that the great markets of Europe outside | 


of Great Britain are closed to us on competitive products. The 
time is not yet come, and will not come as long as the American 
wage-earner lives better than does his foreign competitor, when 
the United States can throw open its magnificent market to the 
manufacturers of Europe. We must protect our manufacturers 
against average trade conditions, and not against abnormal 
conditions which prevail in times or periods of great domestic 
depression. In the period of depression which began in the fall 
ot 1907, When there was practically no market for many lines 
of steel products, some manufacturers sold their output at a 


low price level, which always occurs in times of panic, because | 


manufacturers with limited capital must then sell at the best 
prices obtainable, and they find it preferable to sell at low prices, 
and even below cost, avoiding the alternative of bankruptcy or 
closing down their mills, with the depreciation of plant which 
always follows such a course, and the scattering of their work- 
ing force. Such a policy may be necessary for a short period 
of time, bat it can not be long continued. Tariff schedules must 
be framed to meet normal conditions both at home and abroad. 
If this is not done, foreign manufacturers will take advantage 
of like periods of depression to market their output in this 
country at prices which the domestic manufacturer could not 
possibly meet, 
THE DUTY ON IRON ORB. 

I can understand the attitude of the manufacturer who wants 
free iron ore, especially if he is located near the seaboard and 
is an owner of Cuban iron ore, but I believe he is shortsighted 
in making such a demand not only from his own sfandpoint, 
but especially from that of the industry at large. 
in the public press that one steel company has contracted to 
import annually one million tons of Cuban ore. This contract 
was made some time ago and before anyone could tell whether 
the duty was to be lowered or not. 

Mr. Schwab stated before the Ways and Means Committee 
that the Bethlehem Steel Company, of which he is president, is 
how using nothing but Cuban ore, and had expended between 
517,000,000 and $18,000,000 to enlarge its plant with the sole 
object in mind of using Cuban iron ore. He declares this ore 
can be landed at the Atlantic seaboard and delivered by rail at 
Pittsburg as cheap as Lake Superior ore can be delivered at the 
same point. These two concerns control an estimated quantity 
of 600,000,000 tons each of high-grade ore, which is practically 
ou the surface of the ground and can be scooped up by steam 
shovels at a cost of only a few cents a ton. The Lake Superior 
ore can not hope to compete with the Cuban ore, and the manu- 
facturer using the latter has the additional advantage of being 
entitled to a drawback on the finished products he exports to the 
extent of the cost price represented by -the ore itself. Cuban 
labor is cheap, and the cost of water transportation from Cuba 
to the Atlantic seaboard is very small. 
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It is stated | 
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By reference to testimony in the published Tariff Hearings, 
Schedule C, pages 1680 and 1681, it will be observed that the 
cost of mining and producing ore in the Lake Superior region 
and landing same at the lower lake ports was given as follows: 


Per ton. 
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All of the ores imported from Cuba and the bulk of the ores 
imported from other foreign countries are as rich in iron con- 
tents as the ores found in this country. Consequently there is 
no force to the statement that two tons of ore mined in the 
United States are equivalent to three tons of foreign ore, except 
as to certain localities. These Cuban ore beds exceed in extent 
and accessibility the entire ore holdings in the Lake Superior 
district of the Steel Corporation. Under a duty of 15 cents per 
ton, the importers of Cuban iron ore would only pay a tariff of 
12 cents a ton, and considering the cheapness of the cost of 
labor and transportation, will have a great advantage over the 
steel plants located in the interior, which must depend upon the 
domestic ore. Manufacturers who are willing to pay a duty on 
the iron ore they import, at the same time they are asking for 
protection for their finished products, take a much sounder view 
of the situation and are building better for the future. 

“The production of iron ore in this country has grown rapidly 
in the last twenty years as the result largely of a protective 


| duty which has stimulated the development of iron-ore deposits, 
produce in large quantities and which the countries buying of | 


not only in the Lake Superior region but elsewhere. As late 
as 1900 Alabama produced 2,759,247 tons of iron ore, and in 
1907 it produced 4,039,453 tons. In 1900 New York produced 
441,485 tons of iron ore, and in 1907 it produced 1,575,020 tons. 
In 1900 New Jersey produced 344,247 tons of iron ore, and in 
1907 it produced 549,760 tons. In 1900 Tennessee produced 
549,171 tons of iron ore, and in 1907 it produced 813,690 tons. 
Pennsylvania has not been in recent years a large producer of 
iron ore, but in 1904 its percentage of the total production was 
1.4, in 1905 it was 1.9, and in 1906 it was 1.99. Put iron ore 
in the free list and the development of the iron-ore industry in 
these and other States could not be expected to continue. 

“The ownership of iron-ore mines in this country is often 
associated with that of iron and steel plants, so that it may be 
said that the development of the iron and steel industry itself 
is in large measure dependent upon the ownership of ore mines. 
Many blast furnaces have been built because of the proximity of 
iron-ore deposits. They would not have been built at all if it 
had been necessary to import the iron ore that they needed. 
Cheap native ore was an inducement to build them. The owner- 
ship of the mines was another inducement. 

“Our iron-ore industry is confronted with competition frem 
our near neighbors, Cuba and Canada, as well as from more 
remote countries. Put iron ore in the free list and imports 
are bound to increase and production at home is bound to de- 
crease, thus seriously reducing the demand for American labor. 

“The capital that is invested and the labor that is employed 
in the production of domestic iron ore are just as much entitled 
to protection as that which is invested or employed in any other 


domestic industry. Any other view recognizes class distine- 
tions. which ought not to be tolerated under any circum: 
stances, 


“Placing iron ore in the free list causes a loss to the Goy- 
ernment of revenue that is greatly needed. In 1907 we im- 
ported 1,229,168 gross tons of iron ore, the revenue from which, 
at 40 cents a ton, would have amounted to $491,667 if a reci- 
procity rate to Cuba had not been granted. With the duty re- 
duced to 15 cents, imports will increase and the revenue might 
be expected to be annually not less than in 1907. With iron 
ore in the free list all this revenue would be lost. 

“The wages paid for the labor that is employed in Cuba, 
Canada, Spain, and the island of Elba in the mining of iron ore 
will not average one-half of that which is paid in the mining of 
iron ore in our own country.” 

I have read an editorial in the Cleveland Iron Trade Re- 
view for July 29, which predicts large importations of foreign 
iron ore in the immediate future, based largely, perhaps, upon 
the hope of a lower rate of duty than the existing rate of 40 
cents per ton. Among the countries from which large imperta- 
tions are expected is Newfoundland, a source to which few ref- 
erences are made in any of the publications that relate in any 
way to iron ore. Sweden is also mentioned as an exporter of 
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a large quantity of iron ore to this country, which has already 
taken place. This also is a source of iron-ore supply which has 


‘not received much, if any, attention in the trade or other litera- 


ture of the day. 


I wish particularly to call attention to the imports of iron ore 
from Newfoundland in the last few years. 


The following table, from the Bureau of Statistics of the 
Department of Commerce and Labor, gives the quantities and 
values of iron ore imported into the United States in the cal- 
endar years 1906, 1907, and 1908. The imports in 1908 included 
5,018 tons from the Dominion of Canada, valued at $16,321, 
received chiefly at Lake Erie ports; also 48,285 tons, valued 
at $48,285, from Newfoundland, received at Philadelphia. In 
1907 the iron ore imported from Canada amounted to 26,878 
tons, valued at $51,328, also received chiefly at Lake Erie ports. 
The duty on iron ore was 40 cents per ton except from Cuba, the 
duty under reciprocity with that country being 32 cents per ton. 


' 


1908. 


Customs districts. | - * os 7 
ross , Gross | yw 
tons. Values. | tons. | V 


1 


Decne: 


i eet eee 

639, 602 $2,436,457 (248,875 
7, 405 | 19,989 | 4,392 

554,104 | 1, 422,503 |516,619 


Baltimore | 617,866 |$1, 937,610 
New York | 3, 475 | 8, 400 

Philadelphia 914,242 

Puget Sound........ 77 1,976 | 6, 365 | 

Vermont 53 378 167 | 1,244 

All other 55,336 | 106,727 25,914 | 50, 925 | 


Meret. ccaaneus /1, 060, 390 | 2,967, 434 i, 229, 168 | 3,937, 483 776, 808 | 2,224, 248 


| 


The following table gives the countries from which iron 
ore was imported into the United States during the calendar 
years 1906, 1907, and 1908, as reported by the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics of the Department of Commerce and Labor: 


1906. 1907. | 


Cee 
| 
} 


Countries. 


Gees | «3. Gross | vy... | Gross 
tons, | Values. tons. | Values. | tons. 


| | 

657,133 ($2, 522,710 (579,668 |$1,756, 091 

760, 801 (126,074 331,070 

7 42,927 | 4,85 5,311 

Newfoundland......| 125,395 97,735 : 48, 285 

United Kingdom. . ..| 231 g 16,491 | 2, 32,027 

Germany 1,084 »§ 27. 2, 096 4,052 

57,890 3 : 16, 321 

Belgium. 100 28 

Russia in Europe... 15, 220 
French Africa... .... Si cheese f 

Other countries... .. 15, 528 


Cuba | 639,362 |$2, 178,997 
Spain | 171,870 | 
Gin din n i cu cdesis 48 


252,897 | 


’ 
64, 869 | 8, 256 | 27, 699 | 


a ae 1,060, 390 | 2,967, 434 1, 229, 168 | 3,937,483 {776,898 | 2,204 248 
| i 1 


The following table gives the imports of iron ore into the 
United States in the calendar years 1879 to 1908, inclusive. In 
recent years considerably more than one-half of the iron ore 
we have annually imported has come from Cuba: 
Years. 


Gross tons. 
1879_- 
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Notice particularly the low prices mentioned for Newfounu- 
land ore: In 1906, only $1 a gross ton; in 1907, only a litile 
more than $1 a ton, and in 1908, again only $1 a ton. As iro) 
ore is dutiable at a specific rate, there could have been jo 
inducement to undervalue these imports of Newfoundland oye. 
Even 40 cents a ton affords insufficient protection to our iroy- 
ore producers from Newfoundland competition. 


FREE RAW MATERIALS A BLOW AT PROTECTION. 


One can not but wonder if the protectionists who favor free 
raw materials are not very shortsighted. If we adopt the 
policy, even partially, of admitting raw materials duty free. 
how long will the American people be satisfied to see America) 
manufacturers protected in the sale of articles they manu- 
facture? Protected manufactures and free raw materials are 
not consistent, and if manufacturers are to be given free raw 
materials it will not be long before the demand will become 
irresistible that the output of their shops and looms and mills 
shall also be put on the free list. The system of protection 
properly administered means a systematical structure, well 
proportioned in all its parts. It does not mean protection of 
one home industry at the expense of another home industry. [i 
does not mean protection for one section of the country and 
free trade for another section; it does not mean protection for 
one line of finished products and free trade for another line 
of finished products, however crude or raw that product may be. 
Protection must be consistent or it has no right to survive. We 
have no right to discriminate between manufactured products 
because one is more finished than another, or because it calls 
for more highly skilled labor than another. One man’s finished 
product is another man’s raw material, and I know of no good 
reason why one is any more entitled to protection than another. 

Coal is the finished product of the coal operator and the 
miner, but is an essential raw material for the manufacturer. 
Rough lumber and logs are the finished product of the lumber- 
man, but are the raw material of the mill man and the manufac- 
turer. Hides are the finished product of the cattle raiser and 
farmer; iron ore is the finished product of the man who digs it 
from the ground. These articles are not raw materials to the 
man who invests his capital and hires the labor to produce 
them. Iron ore is the raw material for the pig-iron maker, pig 
iron is the raw material for the steel furnace, and steel billets 
are the raw material for the maker of wire rods; but each is as 
much entitled to a tariff for protection as is the highly finished 
product into which it enters as a raw material. I say, therefore, 
it is a very great mistake for any beneficiary of the protective 
tariff to attempt to restrict the benefits of the system to articles 
in which they are particularly interested, or even to sections of 
the country in which they are located. Protection is not a se 
tional policy; it is not a partial, half-way policy. It is not a 
“Jocal issue.” It is a policy which protects all sections of the 
country and all classes of people, and all lines of industry and 
all classes of labor. Unless it does this it should be abandoned. 

I am against the “ prohibitive list,” and I am against the 
“free list.” In my judgment the next readjustment of the tariff 
will reduce the number of items on the free list. We will realize 
by that time that the greatest menace to the protective policy ics 
in “free raw materials.” And we shall, I hope, see to it that 
every foreign article of trade sold in this American market sla!! 
eontribute something to sustain the Government which creates 
and protects that market. 

On this subject of free raw materials I desire to quote from 
The Recollections of John Sherman (vol. 1, p. 191), and Jolin 
Sherman is still most excellent authority : 

The dogma of some manufacturers that raw materials should be 
admitted free of duty is far more dangerous to the protective policy 
than the opposition of free traders. ‘The latter contend that no duties 
should be levied to protect domestic industry, but for revenue «nly, 
while the former demand protection for their industries, but refuse \ 
give to the farmer and the miner the benefit of even revenue duis 
A denial of protection on coal, iron, wool, and other so-called raw 
materiais will lead to the denial of tection to machinery, to textiles, 
to pottery, and other industries. e labor of one class must not be 
sacrificed to secure higher protection for another class. The earth and 
all that is within it is the work of Ged. The labor of man that tends 
to develop the resources buried in earth is entitled to the same 
favor and protection as skilled labor in the highest branch of industry, 
and if this Is not granted.impartially the doctrine of protection pro- 
claimed the founders of our Government, supported for more (then 
a hundred years of wonderful progress, will sacrificed to the hunery 


greed of selfish c rations who ask protection for t establishments 
and refuse to grant it to the miner, the laborer, the farmer. 


STEEL RAILS. 


But to return to the iron and steel schedules. 

The present duty on steel rails is $7.84 a ton. The America! 
manufacturers were willing to accept a reduction to $5.04 a (ou, 
but the House and Senate agreed to a rate of $3.92, or a reduc 
tion of 50 per cent. This is the lowest rate on steel rails in 
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posed by any country maintaining a protective tariff, as shown | costs, are the whole of the six New England States, about one- 
by the following tables: half of the State of New York, the whole of New Jersey, Dela- 
/ DUTY ON STEEL RAILS. ware, and Maryland, about one-half of Pennsylvania, most of 
Equivalent United States | Virginia and North Carolina, the whole of South Carolina, the 
gold per gross ton. | whole of Florida, the greater part of Georgia, part of Alabama 
Germany, . a = 250 Siies -------------------------- and Mississippi, most of Louisiana, practically 21 of Texas, 
France, 1 LERIRCS OR BOW Te ccm er mn nen New Mexico, and Arizona, and all of California, Nevada, Ore- 
is t 15 kilos per meter or more, 6 kronen ’ ’ ada, 
Austrl ., WaT Ges gt ees 1 = 14. gon, and Washington, part of Montana, and the greater part of 
Italy, 6 ee, maseeiigia ee ee te rt - £9 | Idaho. The normal consumption of steel rails within this area 
Snes i 25 or , _ pese | ae ae ae ae ae ae ae ee . ~ 
_ la than Op kilos per meter and grooved rods for tramways, aggregates a total of 1,025,023 tons. 








6. GD Spe Nc hhc necked 10. 98 In including the States of Maryland, Delaware, New Jersey, 
Russia, per pood, 0.99 ruble—————-__________________________ 28. 67 | and Virginia within this zone, the fact that there is an im- 
Canada, = et a eneemaanende’ 5 04 | portant rail mill near Baltimore has not been overlooked. Ac- 
QAR, Be ee ee 8 8 SS SR = 


While the rate of duty in Germany is less than the present | Co"ing to the testimony before the Ways and Means Committee 
duty in the United States, no steel rails are imported into that - po (eb enw ge nye Bgl nh : fg Spins are 
country, for ry —s ee yr Sees er gga ame bmg a question, the cost of manufacture at the Baltimore mill is so 
etree an Fn ‘as de th - P > much higher than the average cost at the mills of the United 
ee é ae ate the wae py aa States Steel Corporation that if it would be impossible for rails 

The folowing Higu e & tisenin obi manufactured at Pittsburg to compete within the States men- 


14 90 tioned, it would be equally impossible for rails manufactured at 
Germang SNE kk. oA, lL RRR A. PAS = 14 Baltimore to do so. In placing the States of Washington, Ore- 
Selahane a1 cole dialled tanlddattlap kale atabadanghaiib ~______. 15.74 | gon, Idaho, California, and Nevada, the Territories of Arizona 
Bing OE. <r tneti eepntiiiee a cnicseniineenpeeneigp ina dninan dante tetoen thon ps 15. 29 


, and New Mexico, and practically the whole of Texas within this 
The approximate cost in the United States under the most | zone, the fact that rails are manufactured at Pueblo, Colo., has 


favorable circumstances is $22.81 per gross ton. Notwithstand- | not been lost sight of. The cost of manufacture at that point is 
ing this disparity of production cost, steel rails are sold cheaper | considerably greater than at Pittsburg, Chicago, or Birmingham, 
in this country than in any foreign country enjoying a pro- | Ala., besides which the heavy cost of transportation by rail from 
tective tariff, as shown by the following figures: Pueblo to points west of the Rocky Mountains would make it 


Per ton. | impossible for the Pueblo mill to compete with foreign rails 
Germany ----------------------~------------------------- $29. 02 | imported through the ports on the Pacific coast of the United 
France ____~-~--—--2--2---—----- = -------- 8883 | States 
Belgium _ ~~... - - =f. 45 . d 3 2 
Camel ._. cin ennanid LiecteahcleiaehelRtsci-dik Deeuauhdh ekteg sc0-a 34. 00 If the foreign cost delivered at the American seaboard, duty 
RNS once ce ceeds aan tlatege tenrntmerintedtipinn 35. 00 to 40. 00 


paid, were exactly equal to the domestic cost at the mill, domestic 
(See testimony of Judge Gary, page 1743.) manufacturers would not be able to compete on equal terms 

Much has been made of Mr. Schwab’s letter to Mr. Frick in | with the foreigner until a point midway between the seaboard 
1899, in which he wrote: “ You know we can make steel rails | and the mills should be reached—that is to say, the foreigner 
at a profit for $12 a ton.” would be able to deliver rails, duty paid, at any place between 

Mr. Schwab explained this before the Committee on Ways | the seaboard and a point midway between the seaboard and the 
and Means, but no explanation was needed for people who | American mills at less than domestic manufacturers. As, how- 
knew the facts of the business. In the book entitled “The | ever, the foreigner would have, with a duty of only $3.92, the 
Tariff Made Plain,” by Albert Clarke, published in Boston im | additional advantage of being able to deliver rails, duty paid, 
1896, the alleged “ mystery ” was cleared up in a few sentences, | at ports on the domestic and Gulf coasts of the United States 
which I quote: at less than the net cost of manufacture at American mills, it 


It has reference to the Carnegie Steel Company’s ability to com-| is obvious that the point at which domestic manufacturers 
pete, and it was based on the cost of manufacture and not on the | would be able to compete on equal terms with the foreigners, 
cost of the materials. The Statistical Abstract shows that the price 


of Bessemer pig iron at Pittsburg in 1899 was $19.03 a ton. It would be more than half way from the seaboard to the mills. 


takes more than a ton of pig ‘to make a ton of rails. So if the | For instance, foreign rails could be delivered, duty paid, at 
steel company had been obliged to purchase its material, it would | Galveston, New Orleans, Mobile, or Pensacola at 35 cents per 
have lost from $8 to $10 a ton on all the rails it sold for $12. Ever 


since then the price of pig fron has been above $12 and the Unitea | ST°SS ton less than the net cost of manufacture at Birmingham, 
States Steel Corporation, though the largest producer of iron ore | Ala., and while under such circumstances the Birmingham 


and pig iron in this country, and having vessels and railroads of its | mills would still be able to compete successfully for delivery at 
own for assembling the materials, is constantly In the market as a 


, - »oints to the north of Birmingham, and within a very limited 
fur yous This po Rey a gh gh ee call ae east, west, and south of the mills, the foreigner would 
be absurd to expect producers to give away materials. © have a decided advantage in the very much larger area within- 
A reference to the comparative statement of foreign and | Which the cost of freight from Birmingham would be greater 
domestic costs of steel rails shows that the average manufactur- | than the nearest seaport. For instance, the freight rate on rails 
ing cost of German, French, Belgian, and English steel rails, | from Birmingham, Ala., to New Orleans is $3 per gross ton. 
plus freight from the respective mills to United States ports, | If we add to this the 35 cents difference between the cost, duty 
is $18.14 per gross ton at United States North Atlantic ports, | Paid, of foreign rails delivered at New Orleans, it is apparent 
$18.54 per gross ton at United States Gulf ports, and $22.29 | that the foreigner has an advantage at New Orleans of $3.35 
per gross ton at United States Pacific ports. If we add to these | eee) ee a ee Oe Se rate Nef tet ' aoe will 
figures > s § " rerage yecome enective July i, Ve rom \ew rieans to lca go, 
cost of forelgn rails, ‘duty a p-- Ee Sutlows mae | which is $3.20 per gross ton. The rate from Birmingham to 
Per gross ton. | Galveston is $3.40 per gross ton, which, added to the difference 

At United States North Atlantic ports...............______ $22. 06 | of 35 cents above mentioned, makes the total advantage to the 
At United States Gulf porte.............. 229 44 | foreigner at Galveston $3.75 per ton, which would enable for- 
At United States Pacifie ports___.....---.-----------__.--- 26. 21 | eign rails to be sold at points within a wide radius of Galveston 
The average cost of manufacture at the mills of the United | below the net cost of manufacturers at Birmingham, with 
States Steel Corporation is shown to be $22.81 per gross ton. | freight to destination added. 
With a duty of only $3.92 per gross ton the net cost of foreign | The net cost of manufacture of foreign rails, plus freight, 
rails delivered at ports on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts of the | to United States Pacific ports is 52 cents per gross ton less than 
United States, after payment of the duty, would be less than the | the net cost of manufacture at Chicago. Consequently, with a 
het cost of manufacture at Pittsburg, Chicago, or Birmingham, | duty of only $3.92, there would be only $3.40 
Ala.; and the net cost delivered at Pacific ports of the United | offset the cost of delivery from Chicago. In view of the length 
States, after payment of the duty, would be only $3.40 per gross | of the rail haul involved and the high cost (as 


} 











per gross ton to 


; compared with 
ton more than the net cost of manufacture at Chicago, Pitts- | railroad operation in other parts of the country) of hauling 
burg, or Birmingham, Ala. The result of this would be that the | rails from Chicago to the Pacific coast and to points west of 
foreign manufacturers would be able to monopolize the entire | the Rocky Mountains, foreign rails costing, duty paid at Pacific 
business in rails within a zone varying from 100 to 600 miles | coast ports, only $3.40 more than the cost of manufacture at 
wide, and extending from Maine to Texas, and from California | Chicago, could undoubtedly be sold throughout the entire Pacific 


to Washington, along the entire seacoast of the United States, | slope at prices which domestic manufacturers would be unable 
Included in this zone, within which it would be impossible for | to meet unless their cost of manufacture should be seriously 
domestic manufacturers of rails to compete with foreign manu- | reduced, and this could only be accomplished in one way; i. e., 
facturers on the basis of the present American manufacturing | by reducing the wages paid to labor to the European level. 
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On the basis of cost alone, inclusive of freight to the United 
- States seaboard, it is obvious that a duty of not less than nine- 
fortieths cent per pound ($5.04 per gross ton) is necessary for 
the protection of American manufacturers, In fact, after adding 
$5.04 per gross ton to the European cost delivered at United 
States ports above mentioned, the result is still less than the 
American net cost delivered at the same ports, this difference in 
the, case of the United States Pacific ports being very consider- 
able. This difference is of course offset by the inland freight in 
the case of rails required for consumption in the interior of the 
country at destinations to which the freight from American mills 
would be less than to the seaboard, and to reach which foreign 
rails would have to pay freight from the seaboard in addition 
to what is included in the foreign costs above stated. But even 
making due allowance for this, a duty of $5.04 per gross ton 
would not more than equalize the difference in cost over the 
area reached from the North Atlantic and Gulf ports of the 
United States, and it would be inadequate to offset the differ- 
ence in cost of delivery to points west of the Rocky Mountains, 

In arriving at the figures given above as the average cost of 
foreign rails delivered at United States ports the average rates 
of freight known to be obtainable from the European mills to 
the American seaboard have been taken as a basis. It is, how- 
ever, probable that the advantage foreign manufacturers would 
have over the domestic manufacturers would be greater than 
above stated, for the reason that through rates from the Eu- 
ropean manufacturing centers to destinations in the interior of 
the United States can undoubtedly be obtained at less than the 
sum of the regular ocean and railroad freight rates between the 
points in question. For instance, at the present time there is no 
doubt that, owing to the freight war between the New England 
lines and their Canadian connections on the one side, and the 
trunk lines from the ports of New York, Philadelphia, and Bal- 
timore on the other side, it would be possible to secure ex- 
tremely low rates for importation through the port of Boston 
and via Canada to points in the Central West and Northwest of 
the United States, and these rates would be fixed without any 
reference to the length of the rail haul. On the other hand, the 
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freight rates payable by domestic manufacturers of rails to 
destinations in the United States would necessarily be in strict 
accordance with the interstate-commerce law. 

Not only would foreign manufacturers be able to secure the 
entire business in steel rails within the zone referred to, put 
they would also be able to secure practically all of the business 
within the same area in structural steel plates and merchant 
bars, aggregating annually 2,111,028 tons. 

These products are produced in the United States and abroag 
at the same manufacturing centers as steel rails, and the differ. 
ence between domestic and foreign costs of manufacture and 
delivery are substantially the same as in the case of steel rails. 
Consequently, the zone extending along the American seacoasts 
within which the foreign material could be sold at less than the 
American cost is practically the same for these products as for 
steel rails. 

Here is an example showing why duties need to be sufficient, 
on account of fluctuation in prices of foreign rails: 

In January and February, 1890, English steel rails cost 
£7 5s. (or about $35) per ton, delivered on board vessels: 
in May the quotation was £4 17s. 6d. (or about $23.75), 
a fall of more than $11 per ton in three months. In August, 
1888, English steel rails were quoted at £3 12s. 6d. (or $17.63) 
per ton, and from May to August, 1886, they were regularly 
quoted at £3 7s. 6d. (or $16.42). The quotations in 1886 and 
again in 1888 were doubled in the early part of 1890. We do 
not need protection against British steel rails at $35 per ton, 
but against steel rails at $16.42 per ton. 

Such instances frequently occur in other lines of industry. 

The accompanying tables show the imports and exports of 
the United States in the products of iron and steel the past 
five years. For the year 1907, the last year of normal produc- 
tion, the exports were in round figures $60,000,000 worth and the 
imports one-half that amount, or $30,000,000 worth. How much 
of this was imported for manufacture for export we have no 
means of knowing. With such a volume of imports in the iron and 
steel schedule it does not seem the United States is in position to 
make any radical reduction in its tariff rates on these articles: 


United States imports, January 1 to December 31, inclusive. 





3 | $1,101,384 
1,765, 107 | 
189, 506 
918, 842 
808, 775 
60,934 
1,535,943 
302,500 
4,354,761 
707,779 
624,892 
210,936 


. Railway bars 

Hoop, band, scroll 

. Ingots, blooms, etc 

. Sheet, plate, taggers. . 

. Tin plate, ete 

. Wire rods 

. Wire and articles made from wire 
. Structural 


1, 
2. 
8. Scra 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7 
8 
9 
10 


—— 
em 


7,360 


754,213 | 12,581,350 | 1,261,654 | 18,005, 478 | 1,644,469 


} 
1,229,168 | $3,937, 483 
489, 440 | 13, 417, 276 
27, 68 370, 553 
39,746 | 1,774,441 

3, 752 
1,508 
19,334 
3,748 
57,772 
17,076 
8,800 
2,295 | °123;179 


|. | | 0 


| 
$2,062, 161 | 1, 
5, 185, 784 | 
370, 328 | 
1, 522, 434 
409, 807 
137,612 
2,072, 606 
242,955 


$2, 967, 434 


2, 224, 248 
11,851, 210 


), 339 
41, ORI 


405,776 


a 


United States exports, January 1 to Decembdcr 31, inclusive. 


Value. 


49, 025 
26, 785 


29, 582 


meat 
Bas 


\. st or obs of steel: 
20, 073 
25, 894 | 
314, 324 
3, 435 


5 | 
gas BSE | 


All other 
. Ingots, blooms, etc 
. Hoop, band scroll 
. Rails for railways: 


—— bD 


te 


| 1,405 | 
Stee 414, $45 


4,727 | 
50, 476 

7, 897 
55,514 | 
118, 611 


9, 273 
32, 792 | 


Tin plate, etc 
. ——— steel 


hile other, including tacks 
ER OE BRIG 6s acbanidccinnecvates chananoes 


Tons. Value. 


309, 099 $1, 012, 924 
46, 696 789, 318 
21, 834 329, 60S 

8, 224 


362, 909 
7,412 

43, 881 

112,177 


277, 694 
2, 069, 642 
2, 674, 524 

223, 073 


1, 277, 085 
4, 701, 909 


7, 310, 029 


460, 995 
2, 889, 084 
702, 977 


4, 357, 186 
7,061, 442 


352, 405 7, 568 364, 202 
1, 703, 120 76,237 | 2, 332081 1, 356, 047 

405, 716 5, 687 498, 970 647, 259 , 457, 737 
8,293,816 | 141,784 8, 541,050 7, S41, 575 


6, 021, 549 


2, 985, 538 
3, 422, 031 
1, 021, 472 
6, 289, 610 
174,013 | 7,270, 794 


| 35,706, 082 | 1, 218, 270 42, 636, 805 | 1, 620, 930 | 52, 986, 928 1, 580, 732 61, 143, 643 1, 273,362 | 44,70, 247 
‘Derr ot Ayers Goer cer? -cperet Smeenial 
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We do not send any pig iron, bar iron, bar or rod steel or steel 
pillets or ingots to Continental Europe. We do not ship enough 
steel rails to any European country to entitle such country to 
separate mention in the Government’s annual summary of do- 
mestic and foreign commerce. The same is true of sheets and 
plates of structural iron and steel and wire, much of which is 
the raw material used in turning out highly finished products. 
What we sell abroad are largely articles made to comply with 
the particular foreign demand, articles covered by patents, as 
typewriters and machinery of various kinds, the materia! needed 
by American manufacturers located in foreign countries oper- 
ating American machines specially adapted to American raw 
material. Outside of these items, our sales abroad of iron and 
steel are confined to the neutral markets of the world, the mar- 
kets open to all manufacturing countries alike; and where the 
Ameriean with his high-cost: capital and his high-cost labor 
must meet the German, French, and English manufacturer 
operating under the double advantage of low-cost labor and 
low-cost capital. 


FOREIGN LEGISLATION IN BEHALF OF EXPORT TRADE. 


Other nations assist their export trade. We discriminate 
against and discourage it in more ways than one. Other na- 
tions have enjoyed in the past few years great industrial de- 
velopment, equal to, if not greater, than we have enjoyed. Bel- 
gium exports 90 per cent of its steel product. Germany ex- 
ports 45 per cent of a total production of 10,000,000 tons. They 
realize better than we do the value of our own market. 

While we have encouraged the manufacture of iron and steel 
by imposing protective duties, other countries have not: only 
done as much, but even more, to encourage their domestic pro- 
duction. The Canadian government grants bounties for the 
conversion within its boundaries of iron ore to pig iron and of 
pig iron to steel. The present law on the subject was enacted 
April 27, 1907, but was made retroactive, so that its provisions 
extended back to January 1, 1907. The bounties paid under 
this law have been arranged on a sliding scale, covering a 
period of four years, as follows: 





| Minimum | Maximum 





bounty bounty 
per gross | per gross 
ton. ton. 
1907. 
One ..c.<:..cceeee tail ele ith nests pase $1. 232 $2. 352 
Sted... <ccasial eal. sh llnas ech ieee cathe 1. 848 | 1. 848 
3. 08 4.20 
OL ie SS 6.72 6.72 
otal ~ cule AMR Sbavied cbteccicinss <wniddtechil 9. 80 10.92 
1908. z 
Ose... ......scteR EDEMA bbb dbcenscacecencdeeasbes 1. 232 2. 352 
Sted... .ccseue Mas dbcidles cddbwascecdsiosedbode inGasinind 1. 848 1. 848 
308 | 420 
Reds. ......cseckeeaae inktidictaakess tibinkeinammamas niieas 6.72 6.72 
Total. 1:<seuisnede Sidtisee ebsdiidesenten «on ponunsentaian ee 9.80 | 10. 92 
1909. : 
Ore. ...... 35:50AM CEN Endin senscntunat amenent . 784 | 1. 904 
Steal... ...< dae Aiea onmitidndtebctineneden 1. 176 | 1. 176 
1.96 | 3.08 
Rodis. siciicsianeain ee ater teineennea eee eet G72 | 6.72 
Total s68 | G80 





The danger of Canadian competition is a very real one if we 
let down our tariff bars. Canada has several large steel plants 
which are favorably located for shipping their product by cheap 
water transportation to our Atlantic, Lake, and Pacific ports, 
and our northern frontier. The Canadian not only taxes the 
importation of raw material or finished product, and pays a 
bounty as above set forth, but lays a preferential tariff in 
ivor of Great Britain. Canada is subsidizing railroads to 
bring into the market large and hitherto undeveloped deposits 
of iron ore, and gives low rail transportation cost to ports on 
the Great Lakes and the seaboard. 








PIG IRON. 





On propor-| On propor- 
tion made | tion made 

from Cana-| from for- 
dian ore, eign ore, 





per ton per ton 
2,240 } 2,240 

pounds. pounds. 
a ec i i om > 
ie ila ieecivadidiinalbntaaeuda cus desodueene $2. 352 | $1. 232 
Sep bdgnhestindabadaduiieediitien ccbencntédecntececeess: 2.352 | 1. 232 
iS diiictda cad Madidaawdccatpacns sacbeneseduc- 1.904 | -784 
ER diet nenensaneniied clade sidadectoudeatthtsatestenesee 1. 008 | 448 


STEEL. 

‘3 Manufactured in Canada from ingredients of which not less than 

50 per cent of the weight thereof consists of pig iron made in Canada: 
Per ton of 2,240 pounds. 


a $1. 848 
he 1. 848 
ie litt Rik tated denieiisilensieeoudaphdliod-«. ciate incia-actencqsiincanen ME 
NS il i kB a a ae Ss ia 672 


ROLLED ROUND WIRE RODS. 

Not over three-eighths inch diameter, manufactured from steel pro- 
duced in Canada from ingredients of which not less than 50 per cent of 
the weight thereof consists of pig iron made in Canada, when sold to 
wire manufacturers for use or when used in making wire in their 
own factories in Canada, on such wire rods made after the 3list day 
of December, 1906, $6.72 per gross ton. 

By the terms of this law a steel plant in Canada may earn 
a bounty for each process of manufacture or conversion from 
the making of pig iron from the raw ore to the manufacture 
of steel rods from steel billets. The bounties which may thus 
be earned in Canada are very considerable, amounting for the 
years 1907 and 1908 to nearly $11 per ton and nearly $10 
for the present year. These figures take no account of the 
bounty earned on material which is lost in the process of con- 
version from iron into steel and from steel into rods. The 


| actual taking into consideration this important item would give 


figures even higher than those here given. 

The member, Mr. Fielding, who presented the resolution in 
the Canadian Parliament providing for this system of bounties, 
supported it as follows: 


Referring to the numerous petitions which had been received, Mr. 
Fielding said he thought that many people had signed them under mis- 
apprehension. He thought it would be generally admitted that if 
there was any industry in the country which deserved encouragement, 
and one in which the government should aid, it was the iron and steel 
industry. The Parliament of Canada had for a number of years aided 
this industry by way of bounties, and he need hardly remind the house 
that iron was the foundation of a great many other industries, upon 
which the supply of iron depends for the success of these industries. 
Iron was an essential in connection with the various implements used 
on the farm, and if they had a higher duty on iron the farmers would 
have to pay a higher price for these implements. The government, 
therefore, concluded it was wise to grant a bounty on iron and then 
have a small customs duty on the implements. In the case of a duty, 
this enhanced the price of the article, but in the case of a bounty it 
did not touch the price of an imported article. In that point of view 
he thought there was much which could be said in favor of the bounty, 
and he thought it could be established that the granting of the bounties 
for a limited period was a wise policy, and whilst they might look for- 
ward to the closing of that bounty in a short period, they would do 
well to continue it a little longer. There was an erroneous impression 
that the iron and steel industries were protected to a particularly large 
degree. Mr. Fielding considered this to be an error. The protection 
afforded to that industry was not so great as that afforded to certain 
lines of agricultural products. The bounties enabled them to get along 
with lower duties than if there were no bounties. Considering that 
the results which had been accomplished first under one government 
and then under another, if these results had cost the country a good 
sum of money a good case had been made out to justify the outlay. 
He, moreover, thought that it was capable of proof that these bounties 
had not actually cost the country any large sum of money, but, on the 
other hand, he considered it could be proved that every dollar paid out 
had come back into the treasury. 

Mr. Fielding, continuing, said that the country had received back all 
the money which it had paid out in the way of bounties. If they took 
the customs returns for the ports of Midland, Deseronto, North Sydney, 
Sydney, and Hamilton they would find that for the past nine years 
they reached the sum of $11,785,036. For the previous nine years 
the customs duties yielded only $7,101,850, showing an increase in 
customs revenues for the term of nine years of $4,683,186. The 
bounties paid on iron and steel for the nine years amounted to $7,948.,- 
188. This at once accounted for a large proportion in the way of re- 
turn for the sum paid out by way of bounty. Taking the industry of 
Sydney, a large proportion of the people working there came from 
abroad, and would not have come but for these bounties. He 
thought it was reasonable to argue that the establishment of these in- 
dustries brought new people into the country, and was, moreover, the 
means of keeping at home our own poopie, who but for these industries 
would have gone abroad, as they did in former years. Moreover, the 
trade in a large portion of Canada had received a stimulus through the 
introduction of these bounties. Mr. Fielding took credit for the fact 
that he had made out a good case to show that every dollar paid out 
in the way of bounties had come back to the treasury in the way of 
trade and commerce. It was proposed to continue the bounties for 
three and a half years after the date at which they would ordinarily 
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have expired, or for a period of four years, starting from the Ist of 
January. He claimed that even if the bounties did incur a large burden 


on the country, the end had justified the means, and that all the money | 
He had had a calculation | 
the extension of the bounties, and, | 


expended was coming back to the treasury. 
made of what the cost would be of 
allowing for a 10 per cent 
country would be called upon to pay about seven and a half 
dollars without electric smelting. For present purposes, he thought 
electric smelting in the next four years would not call for more than 
$500,000, 


increase each year, he considered that the 


The resolution regarding the iron and steel bounties was passed, and 


a bill founded thereon was read a third time. 


The following is the schedule of Australian bounties paid on 
iron and steel and its products: 


Rate 


per ton. U.S. gold 


per ton. 


Pig iron made from Australian ore. . sais 
Puddled bar iron made from Australian pig iron 
Steel made from Australian pig iron 


Effective January 1, 1909, ceasing January 1, 1914. 
Amount of bounty paid during five years not to exceed £150,000. 


Esti- 


mated 
value. 


Rate 
jon value. 


Bounty, 
per ton. 


. Per cent. 
Galvanized iron made from Australian ore 10 
Wire netting, not being prison made, and being made 
from Australian ore or from wire manufactured in 
the United Kingdom 


$68. 00 


“BA. 00 
41. 60 
36. 50 


Wire made from Australian ore 


Iron or steel tubes or pipes (except riveted or cast) 


not more than 4 inches internal diameter 40. 00 


“Barbed wire, galvanized pipe wire, annealed wire. 
> Black. 


Total amount not to exceed £30,000. 
Bounty to cease June 30, 1912. 


It is possible for a steel plant working from the ore to the 
finished product to earn approximately bounties as follows: 


Finished 
product, 
per ton. 


Ore to 
pig iron, 
per ton. 


Pig iron 
to steel, 
per ton. 


Total 
bounty, 
per ton. 


Bois a : $2.92 $2. 92 


sn paues 5. 84 
$6. 80 2. 92 2. 92 


Gaivanized iron 2. 64 
Wire: | 
Barbed... .. 5. 40 2.92 . 92 
Galvanized, plain 4.16 . 92 | 2. 92 00 
Annealed. . ; a 5 natn eggs 3. 65 2. 92 2. 92 9. 49 
Iron or steel tubes not more than 4 
inches inside diameter 4. 00 2.92 2. 92 9. 84 
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Germany does not pay bounties to its manufacturers, but does | 
encourage in every way the exportation of iron and steel prod- | 


ucts. While the United States prohibits trade combinations 
and discourages low freight rates given for the express purpose 
of helping our export trade, the German Government encour- 
ages trusts formed for the purpose of developing trade with 
foreign countries. Germany is to-day turning out in round fig- 
ures 10,000,000 tons annually of finished steel products, about 
45 per cent of which is sold abroad. This export trade is 
handled by trade syndicates, which apportion the output and 
allot the proportion for each member of the syndicate and allow 
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Equivalent | 


| all the plants belonging to the syndicate. 


their quota are charged a penalty. 
| keted by the syndicate. 
| of the finished steel product that amounts to over $6 a ton. 
| Everyone who contributes to the finished product, the iron-ore 


|} a bonus out of the profits of the manufacturer. 
| dered possible because the domestic selling price is high. 


| coment 
| semifinish 

| and steel by 85,775 tons, plates by 3,000 tons, pipe by 2,667 tons, 
| eastings and forgings by 11,959 tons. 
| were decreased by 11,148 tons, the total of B products shows an increase 


Aveust 5, 


a rebate on the finished product amounting to some $6.50 a toy 
Germany’s magnificent system of inland waterways and cana). 
ized rivers reduces the transportation cost to a minimum, and 
where a steel plant is located inland the government-owned 


million | Tailways permit a transportation charge to the seaboard of the 


finished product which is merely nominal and does not exceed 


$1.25 a ton, no matter what the length of the haul. 


There has been a decided public sentiment in this country jy 
favor of destroying all trade combinations formed for the pur- 
pose of encouraging and fostering trade. The German Goyerp- 
ment expressly encourages such combinations. If I must choose 
between encouraging a domestic trust and a foreign trust, I wil! 
choose the domestic trust. We shall solve that problem in its 
own time, however. 

One method by which Germany encourages the export trade 
is the system of syndicate bounties or bonifications. These syn- 
dicates are formed for the purpose of handling the output of 
A certain proportion 
Plants which manufacture less than 
The entire output is mar- 
A bounty is paid to the manufacturer 


is allotted to each plant. 


man, the pig-iron maker, and the steel-billet maker, are all paid 
This is ren- 


The total bounty paid by the coal syndicate and pig iron 
syndicate has reached 20 marks per metric ton, equal to $4.82 
per ton of 2,240 pounds. These large bounties have resulted 


| in the establishment and development of a great many finishing 
| mills which are in a position to utilize raw products by reason 


of the bounties granted by the producers of same. One large mill 
engaged almost exclusively in export business has admitted— 
according to the Frankfort Gazette—receiving 500,000 marks 
in one year in the form of export bounties. The bounties on 
wire products amount to 24s. 6d., equal to $5.95 per gross ton. 
The bonifications or bounties granted by the various raw mate- 


| rial producing syndicates are entirely used in the development 


of the export business. 

Cumulative bounties paid by the coal syndicate on coal, by 
the pig iron syndicate on pig iron and by the steel works synii- 
cate on semifinished raw material range from $5 to $6 per ton. 

I present herewith a table marked “A” showing the allot- 
ments of the members of the German Steel Works Syndicate 
since August 1, 1906, on which date an increase in the allotments 


| had taken place of about 5 per cent. 


I also submit a list of the allotments and names of members 
in effect since December 1, 1906. This table, however ouly 
shows the allotments of A and B products, without reference 
to the various products. This list is marked “ B.” 

The following translation refers to the list of allotments and 


| names of members marked “ C,” which is the latest that has been 
| published and contained in No. 1 of “ Stahl und Eisen” dated 


January 6, 1909: 


In comparing these figures, which were in effect May 1, 1907, an 
increase is found in semifinished raw material of 51,000 tons, in rail- 
road material of 37,162 tons, in structural material of 61,252 tons, 
an increase of 149,414 tons in A products; furthermore, 
material for Silesia has increased by 65,333 tons, bar iron 


As the allotments of wire rods 


of 157.586 tons, while the total of A and B products together contains 
an increase of 307,000 tons and has therefore risen to 12,000,000 tons 
The increase was partly caused by the Ostdeutsche Stahlwerke and the 
Société Anonyme d’Ougrée Marihaye, which recently joined the syndicate, 
and partly by increases in the allotments of old members since 
May 1, 1907. 


The allotments of the members of the German steelworks syndicate since August 1, 1906. 


SS a 


| 


Name of company. 


| Semifin- 
ished raw 
material. 


A products. B products. 


| Ete 
Railroad Structural ‘Bar steel, 
material.| material. | T°tal of A products. | ete. 


} 


Plates 
Wire rods.| and 
| sheets. 


Tons. Tons. 
19, 264 


23,210 | 


Tons. 
122, 459 
123, 431 


Per cent. 
4. 6351 
3. 2880 


6.1758 
4. 3831 

. 5440 
5. 4174 
4. 7631 
4. 9623 
3. 2273 


Tons. 
270, 944 
192, 195 


361, 004 
256, 212 

31, 799 
316, 670 
278, 425 
290, 071 
188, 651 


Tons. 
111, 469 | 
64, 221 


Tons. 
Aachener Hiitten-Actien-Verein 97,915 61, 560 
Kisen- und Stahlwerk Hoesch, Aktiengesellschaft in Dortmund 48, 467 79, 508 | 
Gewerkschaft Deutscher Kaiser, Bruckhausen a. Rhein, Dinslaken und Céin- | 
Ehrenfeld.—-Thyssen & Co ; 63,335 | 168, 467 
Gutehoffnungshiitte, Aktienverein fiir Bergbau und Hiittenbetrieb 62,030 | 139,715 
Hasper Eisen- und Stahlwerk . 9, 379 
lérder Bergwerks- und Hiitten-Verein 154, 366 
Rheinische Stahlwerke 123, 376 
Union, Aktien-Gesellschaft fiir Bergbau, Eisen- und Stahl-Industrie 74, 734 
Deutsch-Luxemburgische Bergwerks- und Hiitten-Aktien-Gesellschaft 89, 849 


Tons. 


110, 750 
144, 402 
29, 135 
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The allotments of the members of the German steelworks syndicate since August 1, 1996—Continued. | 
A products. B products. oe 
Name of company. Semifin- | : / 
: ~ | Railroad | Structural . |Barsteel,| y: Plates 
| ee | msaterial.| material. Total of A products. ete. Wire rods. — 
ws ‘ Ie Na : 
| Tons. Tons. | Tons. Tons. | Per cent. Tons. Tons Tons. 
Luxemburger Bergwerks- u. Saarbriicker Eisenhiitten-A ktien-Gesellschaft. .. | 12, 667 69, 668 | 163,403 | 245,738 | 4.2039 | 101, 489 | 17, 408 
Réchlingsche Eisen- und Stahlwerke, G. m. b. H................-..0eeeeeeeeee 46, 868 62, 954 133,381 | 243,203 | 4.1606 | 90,571 | 29, 896 
Gebriider Stumm, Gesellschaft mit beschriinkter Haftung...................... 31, 160 78, 534 | 107,669 | 217,363 | 3.7185 | 114, 623 30, 173 
Les Petits, Wane Gee ee eee WV OMNI Oa occ ccc cnccccctccnccsscsesees 82, 206 66, 629 | 165,808 | 314, 643 5. 3827 155, 819 27, 852 77,179 : 
Rembacher HUMGHNUIREIR aisles foc ds < cnc cagde ccccccveccsccqncedscasteeese 275,453 | 60, 472 95,634 | 431,559 7. 3828 45, 802 ’ 
Actien-Gesellschaft der Dillinger Hiittenwerke.......................22-2-s000- | mag0n} 42,560 |... 114, 762 1. 9633 ( isos ' 
Eisenhiitten-Actien-Verein Diidelingen. ....................2.eceeeececcccceees 130,668 | 46, 967 46,966 | 224, 601 | 3. 8423 SE leseimtoen H 
Lothringer Hiittenverein Aumetz-Friede. ......... 2.2... ....22.--2eeeeeeeee ees i oa sae | 34,200) O05 | 288, 110 | 4 6193 woe i 
Riimelinger und St. Ingberter Hochéfen und Stahlwerke Aktien-Gesellschaft..|............| 33,567 17, 099 50, 666 | . 8668 45, 559 25, 531 , 
Eisenwerk-Geselischaft Maximilianshiitte............ 2.2.22... ..0.eseeeeeeeeees 13,017 | 63, 668 51,594 | 128,279 | 2. 1945 49, 541 Sai 14, 517 
Actien-Gesellschaft Peiner Walgwerk......................... od oe eee oko 19, 001 | 6, 333 | 183, 669 209, 003 | 3.5755 | 105,785 : 
Bochumer Verein fiir Bergbau und Gusstahlfabrikation....................... 46, 689 59, 453 942 107, 084 O00 Bh on ane | 
Gesellschaft fiir Stahl-Industrie mit beschriinkter Haftung..................... 21,103 | 60,642 | 2,319 84, 064 1.4381 |f “© ee weleeeeee . 
Georgs-Marien-Bergwerks- und Hiitten-Verein, Aktien-Gesellschaft........... SRT. SEAMED Texcwtvescnss 77, 900 1. 3327 RE eon elcaieda 
Fried. Krupp Aktiengesellsohaft...............0cccecccescccesccseccceccccceuee | =: 164,854 197,018 40,208 402" 080 | 6.8785 | 151,234 | 8, 007 66, 632 f 
Ver. Stahlwerke van der Zypen u. Wissener Eisenhiitten-Aktien-Gesellschaft .| 7,238 1, 447 19, 302 27, 987 .4788 | 33,926 ; 
Phoenix, Aktien-Gesellschaft fiir Bergbau und Hiittentrieb.................... ! 63,335 | 146,934 /........ ---| 210,269 | 3.5971 | 145,241 162, 470 17, 248 ; 
Giahatnne GUMS tan cveh betedibaksck dkcbcnacchdn-<cdegsscscarecses ts WME na ctaccu 30, 401 | 5201 | 22, 416 : 
Ver. Kénigs- und Laurahiitte, A.-G. fiir Bergbau- und Hiittenbetrieb........ | j | i 
Oberschlesische Eisenbahn-Bedarfs-Actien-Gesellschaft >........... peSSs pJecksn dE Rvahdsscenclendggacces Lio dacieee Casi Wak stheks sano eehines 200, 444 |........ 114, 607 ' 
Huidechsina lk yeemne Birr oon 55 oso ons cc cc ncncccccceecccsccnccveccccces | I 
Kattowitzer Aktien-Gesellschaft fiir Bergbau und Eisenhiittenbetrieb........ | i 
se m= ara en Actien-Geselischaftfir Bergbau und Hiitten- |{ 135, 414 122,747 | 258, 161 | OCONEE Ty die ccaibivescui: 
Eisen- und Stahlwerk Bethlen-Falva, Actiengesellschaft........................ j | ; 
DiAIORN a 6 Ate a eee ese BUnehs wonccapcecccenccnseccecécaccceceeceues | : 
A. Borsig, Berg- und Hiitten-Verwaltung....................... ccc cece ec eeeeee | } : 
A, SEROUROE., «xc cee ein th bebbnas 666dps cconesvanncnaseéteunndetinc+cteccene | i | : 
Fetal WEG Meee a PU bse desea eee iii cist scene 1,888,131 2, 087, 891 1, 869, 423 5, 845, 445 100. 0000 2, 340, 558 503, 460 980, 526 
B products. Total of A and B. 
Name of company. i ee Raw t 
| Pipes and a Total of B products. | OW" Taw | material | Own and purchased 5 
tubes. “ete ; —_ PeOGUCS. material. pur- raw material. ; 
- chased. : 
: 
| Tons. Tons. Tons. | Per cent Tons. Tons Tons. Per cent. : 
Dmennnee TE i ncn de wnasecteescacccetns noe 1,977 143, 700 3. 1924 414, 644 ae 414, 644 4. 0075 
Eisen- und Stahlwerk Hoesch, Aktiengeselischaft in Dortmund................'............ 7,367 204, 128 4. 5348 396, 324 7 396, 324 3. 8304 
Gewerkschaft Deutscher Kaiser, Bruckhausen a. Rhein, Dinslaken und CéIn- | { 
Ehrenfeld.—Thyssen & Co......... pial eee aia hdnin nese 0 ob + anghaens 52, 139 3, 529 524,196 ' 11.6452 | 885, 200 all 885, 200 8. 5553 ; 
Gutehoffnungshiitte, Aktienverein L Bergbau und Hiittenbetrieb............. Seo on aairate 30, 749 266, 212 5. 9140 Eats cedars 522, 424 5. 0491 ‘ 
Remgesee TE NSGi~ Gi a has ds caceiccnenesovscscccesedatccsecccccten i Gcnardlio-exate on Gia eal 89, 7! 1. 9940 | 121, 557 5 1. 1748 ; 
Lee SOON en gc cus cscbbweGubdesceepecevelecccccoccccs 22, 501 226, 2 5. 0252 | 542, 875 |.... 5. 2468 : 
I: Cal pa cman evescesloceccccccces 16, 206 161, 985 3. 5986 | 431, 660 8, 750 4. 2565 ; 
Union, Aktien-Gesellschaft fiir Bergbau, Eisen- und Stahl-Industrie..........|............ 19, 766 128, 2. 8617 | 406, 500 12, 386 4 ' 
Deutsch-Luxemburgische Bergwerks- und Hiitten-A ktien-Gesellschaft........'............)...2...-.. 82, 1. 8387 | 271, 420 2. 6 
Luxemburger Bergwerks- u. Saarbriicker Eisenhiitten-Aktien-Gesellschaft....'............/.......... 118, 8 2. 6413 , 635 3. 42 
Rochlingsche Eisen- und Stahiwerke, G. m. b. H.........................-----/.-- eee eens 308 120, 2. 6831 RS ol acai 3. 517 i 
Gebriider Stumm, Gesellschaft mit beschriinkter Haftung.....................!............ | 792 145, 588 3. 2343 362, 951 3. 507 ' 
Le ee ee. cc cccdeeckdoccedecscucsclcccacccccess 1,351 262, 2 5. 8249 576, 844 5751 
ne Ue ik on cwaneceboc|scwccscccces 245 46, 04 1. 0230 477, 606 4. 6160 : 
Actien-Geselischaft Ger Dillinger Hiittenwerke..................ccccccncce cc cneleceenccecces 10, 436 132, 2. 9435 247, 258 2. 389 $ 
Lae eee nt. cbcctecccacccconccccccclecccocecsess ES 24, 23: . 5383 248, 834 2. 40 t 
LIT TEIN io oo Din cue nbs pueccccccescccsccccceslescccccccccctonsce sf 36, . 8075 318, 059 0740 ; 
Riimelinger u. St. Ingberter Hochéfen u. Stahlwerke Aktien-Gesellschaft .....|............ 491 71, 1. 5902 115, 979 6, 268 1. 1815 
Eisenwerk-Gesollschalt Maximilianshiltte........ 2.2... .cceccccecnccccccccecccleccccccceccclececees 64, 1. 4231 192, 337 1. 8589 t 
AUter-Gepelheneeee WIEN WU IIUUEEE oo. 5 ccc are ccc nccccccccccccccccccccacccleccceccccecs 257 106, 2. 3558 315, 045 3. C448 
Bochumer Verein fiir Bergbau und Gusstahlfabrikation....................... \ 81. 207 104 ©. 3144 295. 230 OF 220 © 2x49 
Gesellschaft fiir Stahl-Industrie mit beschriinkter Haftung............. gpa celine aeegenete tee = - ae Bnet baa nee aes 
Georgs-Marien-Bergwerks- und Hiitten-Verein, Aktien-Gesellschaft...-.......'............ 16, 235 18, - 4145 96, 558 96, 558 9532 
es, a dn  guaceneuceeste ; 1,701 176, 194 403, 8. 9699 805,848 |.... 805, 848 7. 7884 j 
Ver. Stahlwerke van der Zypen u. Wissener Eisenhiitten-A ktien-Gesellschaft .|............ 23, 081 57 1. 2664 84, 994 84, 994 8214 : 
Phoenix, Aktien-Geselischaft fiir Bergbau und Hiittenbetrieb.................!........... 28, 943 433 9. 6393 500,153 | 144,018 644, 171 6. 2258 i! 
Gemeente Cc. . hse ntncnessccendeccicees Peer Sas ae 7, 059 "9 . 6548 BUM Ie octenens 59, 876 5787 ] 
Ver. Kénigs- und Laurahiitte, A.-G. fiir Bergbau- und Hiittenbetrieb......... | f 
Oberschlesische Eisenbahn-Bedarfs-Actien-Gesellschaft?....................... 35, 716 36, 303 498, 350 11. 0711 ; 
Huidechinekyaotee ERGUQumWOPNOc. o. «i. o55<<0ccccsccecdececsucscccsse.e sees. | ( 
Kattowitzer Aktien-Gesellschaft fiir Bergbau und Eisenhiittenbetrieb. . ... Poi 3 
 uachileateche Eisen-Industrie, Actien-Gesellschaft fiir Bergbau und Hiitten- | 756.511 736.511 7 3115 f 
a ee nodose eee c eee tne fot gee ere esonnpe Ke oesovsoncjneeoaces . —e- —— . m a ' 
Eisen- und Stahlwerk Bethlen-Falva, Actiengesellschaft....................... | 
Bismarekhiitte............ ineatthiestesdenwen oiiaheht erie gmacan egies tetra: : 
A. Borsig, Berg- und Hiitten-Verwaltung...................cceccececececceeees ; 
DDG Paria nae bas akin eWac bde0s bocssncecnesceuwndies. | 
SO Ce nn ee ow. cacbaccececccaseece 89,556 | 484,997 | 4,501,377 100.0000 10,175,400) 171,422 10,346,822 100.0000 | 
@ Increase, j 
>The Kénigs- und Laurahiitte, the Oberschl. Eisenbahnbedarfs-Aktien-Gesellschaft, and the Huldschinskyschen Hiittenwerke have an allotment for semifinished } 


Taw material for Silesia of 102,280 tons. 
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The allotments of the members of the German steelworks syndicate since August 1, 1996—Continued. 


A products. 


Name of company. Semifin- 


| ished raw 
| material. 


Railroad 
material. 


Tons. | 
74, 297 
84, 611 

179, 337 

185, 169 


Tons. 


Gew. peur Ke aiser, Thy ssen & Co 
Gutehoffnungshiitte 
Hasper Eisen- und Stahlwerk 
j 214, 896 
130, 272 
133, 508 
36, 411 
75, 635 
74, 696 
79, 000 | 
67, 292 | 
61, 249 | 
49,000 | 
52, 696 
51, 533 | 
79, 748 
6,776 
125, 852 


90, 000 


Dortmunder Union 
Deutsch-Luxemb. Bergwerks- und Hiitten A.-G 
Luxemb. Bergwerks- und Saarbr. Eisenhiitten A.-G... 
ere he Eisen- und Stahlwerke 

Gebriider Stumm 
Les Petits Filfde Fr. de Wendel & Co 
SE PI a ao a ears peocnenncd cdeouhcnnese 
A.-G. der Dillinger Hiittenwerke 
Eisenhhiitte A.-V. Diidelingen 
Lothringer Hiittenverein Aumetz-Friede 
Riimelinger und St. Ingberter Hochéfen 
Eisenwerk-Gesellschaft Maximilianshititte 
Aktien-Gesellschaft Peiner Walzwerk.................. 
Bochumer Verein und Stahlindustrie 
Georgs-Marien-Bergwerks- und Hiittenverein 

Fried. Krupp Aktien-Gesellschaft 
Ver. Stahlwerke van der Zypen 
Siichsische Gusstahlfabrik Déhlen.......... ipdakenteas 
I aI so ois bieuks cee ceccccccasbéwewovcs 
Ver. K6nigs- und Laurahiitte.......................00- 
Oberschles. Eisenbahnbedarf Aktien-Gesellschaft 
Kattowitzer Aktien-Gesellschaft 





Société anonyme d’Ougrée Marihaye, Rodingen 
EE ae re aa 
2,418,927 | 2 
t 


| Structural | Total A 
| material. 


, 384, 816 


Total B 


| Wire rods. products 


products. Bar steel. 


= 
Tons. 

225, 000 

283, 519 

19, 325 

», 419 

, 29 

99,177 

1, 000 

64,177 

Uo, 000 

, 866 

» 795 

8, 148 


Tons. 
134, 880 
86, 379 
156, 428 
67, 085 
422 42,943 
111, 647 


Tons. 
283, 604 
170, 990 


289, 580 


Fares 
=: 


27? 319 
251, 463 
267, 474 
253, 545 
247,192 
277,000 
348, 472 
104, 009 
232, 000 
302, 424 

91,981 
160, 494 
208, 286 
205, 503 

90, 500 
526, 827 

39, 355 

38, 638 

69, 200 

90, 660 


186, 056 
105, 495 181, 000 
154, 560 
26, 000 
SU, 000 
¥0, 660 
90, 852 
132, 648 
130, 454 
64, 500 
50, 090 
145 
35, 400 
5, 800 


187,340 


| ame. 4 


| 963,827 | 141,330 | 634,196 


6,208, 98 | "300 78 | 





Aachener Hiitten-Aktien-Verein 
Eisen- und Stahlwerk Hoesch, Aktiengesellschaft in Dortmund 


Gewerkschaft Deutscher Kaiser, Bruckhausen a. Rhein, Dinslaken und Kéln-Ehrenfeld 


Thyssen & Co 

Gutehoffnungshiitte, Aktienverein fiir Bergbau und Hiittenbetrieb 

Hasper Eisen- und Stahlwerk 

Phoenix, einschl. Abteilung Hérder Verein 

Rheinische Stahlwerke 

Union, Aktiengesellschaft fiir Bergbau, Eisen- und Stahlindustrie 
Deutsch-Luxemburgische Bergwerks- und Hiitten-Aktiengesellschaft 
Luxemburger Bergwerks- und Saarbriicker Eisenhiitten-A ktien-Gesellschaft 
Réchlingsche Eisen- und Stahlwerke, G. m. b. H 7 

Gebriider Stumm, G. m. b. H 


Rombac her Hilttenw RO ea ERE = Slr Uy Cee EEA TEER 
Aktiengesellschaft der Dillinger Hiittenwerke 

Eisenhitten-Aktien-Verein Diidelingen 

Lothringer Hiittenverein Aumetz-Friede 

Riimelinger und St. Ingberter Hochéfen und Stahlwerke Aktien-Gesellschait 
Eisenwerk-Gesellschaft Maximilianshiitte 


Gesellschaft fiir Stahlindustrie m. 

Georgs-Marien-Bergwerks- und ridtien: Verein, Aktien; geselischaft.................. 
Fried. Krupp, Aktlengesellschaft 

Ver. Stahlwerke van der Zypen und Wissener Eisenhiitten Aktien-Gesellschaft 
Siichsische Gusstahlfabrik 

Ver. Kénigs- und Laurahiitte, Aktien-Gesellschaft fiir B seas und Hiittenbetrieb 
Oberschlesische Eisenbahn-Bedarfs-A ktiengesellschaft . : 
Huldschinskysche Hiittenwerke 

Kattowitzer Aktien-Gesellschaft fiir Bergbau und Eisenhiittenbetrieb 
Obetschlesische Eisenindustrie, A ktien-Gesellschaft fiir Bergbau und Hiittenbetrieb 
ERisen- und Stahlwerk Bethlen-Falva, Aktiengeselischaft 

Bismarckhiitte 

A. Borsig, Berg- und Hiitten-Verwaltung 


A. Schoenawa........... hip an <a duekdbWad headin oon abkiagde ek ne <abicud one aie 


Total weight in raw steel 


A and B, including pi 


A products. | B products. | chased A. 


Per cent. 


3. 976 


Tons. 
144, 864 
206, 037 


542, 897 


271, 309 
91,789 
673, 456 
163, 632 
130, 823 
85, 090 
119, 767 
122, 270 
147,177 
263, 731 
46, 071 
133, 557 
24, 233 
36, 349 
72, 908 
64, 058 
106, 042 


112, 433 


Tons. 
279, 067 
197, 959 

71,827 
263, 894 
32, 7r 


& 5792 


5. 0196 
1. 1681 
11. 4066 
4. 4774 
4, (291 
2. 6204 


3. 4972 


‘ 
542, 737 
313, 754 
298, 767 
194, 306 
253, 105 
250, 495 
223, 880 
324, 076 
444, 498 
118, 203 
231, 335 
290, 155 
2) 185 
132, 127 
215, 269 
110, 296 
71, 754 
80, 235 
427, 267 
28, 826 
31,312 


321, 311 
294, 483 
100, 542 
862, 130 
88, 178 
60, 787 


4,616,191 | 10,662,174 





The most active man to be found in the commercial world is 
the German salesman. He is backed by an army 
He demands a share of the trade of every market, and by coax- 
ing or threatening gets his share and is expanding German com- 
merce. We will in time demand our share of the trade of the 
world. No nation ever made war against this country. We our- 
selves began all wars in which we have been engaged—the Revo- 
lutionary war, the war of 1812, the Mexican war, and the war 
with Spain. We must have ample national protection as well as 
ample revenue. I witnessed myself one incident showing the 
aggressiveness of the German in his search for markets. A 
German lithographer appeared in the room of the Finance Com- 
mittee and declared with great vehemence that the American 
market in lithographic products belonged to Germany, because 


and a navy. | 


| they could make better goods and cheaper goods there, and 
cause the art in this country was not developed to as hig! 
state as it was there and could not be. 

European countries export annually 10,000,000 tons of sice! 
products to neutral markets, i. e, noncompetitive countries. 
| Germany exports 4,000,000 tons of this total. 

I can not conceive the motive of any man who assails 
integrity of American business men. There has been a ¢!' 
deal of it, and I have often wondered why. They are as ho 
as any set of men in the world. I do not beliéve in abusi 
man because he has been successful. 

INDISCRIMINATE ABUSE OF BUSINESS MEN IS UNJUST. 


This abuse of business men to which we have listened {5 
this Chamber has included railroad men, manufacturers, bavk- 
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ers, importers, and retailers. Each serves and does his part in 
our industrial structure. Each and every one has his rights 
and is fairly entitled to such consideration in this legislation as 
the character of his business warrants. This indiscriminate 
abuse of the American business man should cease. The “ lamp- 
post remedy ” has no place in our Government nor in our civiliza- 
tion. Manufacturers have been here, importers have been here, 
and foreign producers have been here, presenting their re- 
spective cases before the two committees of Congress dealing 
with and preparing this legislation; and I am glad they have 
all been here, because their presence and their arguments give 
to us and to the country the best reasons why our votes ought 
to be cast for the industries of our own country and to hold the 
markets of the United States for the domestic producer. 

American manufacturers and business interests are criticised 
as if it were a crime to maintain representatives at Washington 
to look after their interests in this bill and with carrying on a 
campaign of publicity in their own behalf. I am told by those 
who should know that great importing interests are repre- 
sented here to a larger degree than domestic manufacturers, 
and that for every dollar expended by home producers in 
printers’ ink and advancing their interests, three dollars have 
been spent for the same purpose by the importing interests. My 
attention has been called to letters and printed matter and to 
briefs presented by its attorneys emanating from a firm of im- 
porting iron and steel merchants who are known as the exclu- 
sive United States representatives of the great Krupp Steel 
Works, in Germany. They have suggested numerous amend- 
ments to this bill, every one of which is against the interests of 
the home manufacturer and in favor of the gigantic plant in 
Germany which they represent. 

It is not as generally known as it should be that the moment 
a new tariff bill is enacted the importing interests of the coun- 
try commence to raise questions of construction and the classifi- 
cation of articles under the law, which in many cases result in 
decisions by boards of appraisers and the courts which prac- 
tically nullify the plain intent of Congress, although such deci- 
sions may be in accordance with the strict construction of the 
language used. It is a well-known fact that millions of dollars 
of revenue have in this manner been lost to the United States in 
past years by decisions overturning the rulings of the adminis- 
trative officers engaged in the customs service. Many of the 
suggested changes in the iron and steel schedule proposed by 
this firm of importers have been made to restore words used in 
the present law, whose intended meaning has been construed 
away by boards of general appraisers and the courts, and which 
words were changed for the express purpose of overcoming 
decisions in the courts which this firm of importers have ob- 
tained in litigation carried on against the Government ever since 
the Dingley law was enacted. 

The language used in this pending measure is the language 
suggested by Treasury experts for the express purpose of over- 
coming these adverse decisions and to make certain an inter- 
pretation of the law which will be in accordance with the plain 
intent of Congress in the enactment of the present bill into law. 

It is true that our courts are open to all litigants, whether 
importers or domestic manufacturers, but when the question 
arises whether tariff schedules shall be framed in language 
which will benefit the foreign manufacturer or the domestic 
producer, I for my part will stand by the home manufacturer 
every time. If it comes to a question whether I shall stand for 
the interests of the Krupp Steel Works in Germany or the inter- 
ests of the United States Steel Corporation, there will be no 
hesitation as to my vote, 


FOREIGN PRICES OF AMERICAN MANUFACTURERS. 


There has been a great deal of misstatement in the matter 
of the sale of American manufactured products abroad at 
cheaper prices than they are sold at home. A special com- 
mercial agent of the United States, who has spent the past 
twelve months in Great Britain and other European countries, 
reports that his observations lead him to conclude that this is 
very rarely the case. He made repeated inquiries on this sub- 
ject of jobbers and retailers abroad and was always told that 
the wholesale home price plus the freight, duty, if any, and 
other necessary expense, and a small profit made the selling 
price to the foreign consumer... Profits, he says, are not large 
to any American manufacturer doing business abroad. The 
work of trade extension is tedious and slow. It takes time to 
educate the foreign taste to American styles and makes. In the 
case of a patented article, which is entirely new, the case is 
different, but where the American product comes into competi- 
tion with the foreign product, the latter must be displaced. 
Foreign taste must be educated to prefer the American make. 
This applies particularly to staple articles, such as flour and 


other food products, fruits, farm implements, shoes, and some 
articles of wearing apparel. The demand for these articles is 
maintained abroad not because they are sold more cheaply, but 
because they are better than similar articles of European origin. 

Take the case of shoes. American shoes can be bought in 
retail stores in nearly every European city. They are in de- 
mand because they possess points of excellence which shoes of 
foreign make do not have. The highest possible tribute is being 
paid to them by imitators who offer as American shoes which 
are not American at all. British and European manufacturers 
are copying our styles and shapes. American shoemaking 
machines are being installed to meet the demand for our shoes. 
Many poorly constructed and clumsy shoes are improperly 
labeled “ American.” It is only because of the merit of the 
real American article that this business has grown so steadily 
in the face of the most bitter opposition. 

The volume of this trade is steadily increasing, but not at 
the expense of lowering prices. American shoes are sold in 
Paris at a price at least $1 per pair more than they bring here, 
which pays the duty and the expense of transportation. This 
trade is based entirely on the superiority of the manufacture 
of American shoes, and does not require free raw materials for 
further extension and enlargement of the trade; and, even if 
that were possible, it should not be made at the expense of 
another home industry. 

A staple article like ‘flour, which is subject to market fluctu- 
ations and wheat-stock deals, like one recently engineered by 
Patten and other. speculators, the artificial price juggling of 
which has no relation whatever to the legitimate business of 
milling flour, may sometimes sell at a lower price abroad than 
it does here. The high price which wheat occasionally reaches 
in this country almost invariably occurs when the farmer has 
no wheat to sell. When our prices go up in this way the for- 
eigner ceases to buy and other nations take advantage of the 
opportunity to take our trade. Contracts for shipment abroad 
are frequently made months in advance. The price of American 
flour exported at a low price can not be raised whenever the 
market goes up here, and under such circumstances the product 
will be sold abroad at a lower price than it is sold here. This 
is certainly not the fault of the American farmer or the Amer- 
ican miller. 

In all these discussions of the market price abroad of Amer- 
ican-made goods it must not be forgotten that ocean trans- 
portation charges are very cheap; that goods can generally be 
shipped across the Atlantic more cheaply than from the At- 
lantiec seaboard to our interior; and that the foreign retailer is 
willing to accept a profit that is only one-half or one-third the 
profit which the American retailer would demand. The foreign 
shopkeeper lives and does business under conditions which en- 
able him to do this, conditions which are radically different 
from conditions prevailing in this country. A great deal of the 
retail business all over Europe and the United Kingdom is car- 
ried on by small merchants in buildings which are their store 
and dwelling house combined, and to which business all mem- 
bers of the family, from the oldest to the youngest, contribute 
their share of labor. Under such circumstances rents are com- 
paratively cheap, their expenses are reduced to a minimum, 
and the foreign retailer is content with a profit which would 
not maintain a shopkeeper in this country. This fact accounts 
in many cases for the lower prices for which American goods 
sell abroad than at home. All the processes of distribution in 
Europe, from the manufacturer to the buyer, are carried on 
much cheaper than in this country. 

Since 1903 the foreign market has been systematically culti- 
vated for the sale of American steel manufactures. Instead of 
attempting to change foreign tastes to acecpt the styles and 
shapes in demand by the trade here, an intelligent effort has 
been made to produce goods acceptable to the foreign market, 
even though this policy may slightly increase the cost of pro- 
duction. The former practice of seeking a foreign market only 
in times of depression at home, and then dumping the surplus 
abroad at a considerable reduction below the prices charged 
domestic consumers, sometimes even below cost, has been 
changed, and there has been an uninterrupted campaign waged 
to increase sales abroad at prices comparable with the home 
market price. 

The result of this policy has been that many mills have been 
enabled to run full time which would otherwise have been com- 
pelled to shut down for a time. The average cost of production 
has thus been reduced, thousands of workingmen have been em- 
ployed at full time for remunerative wages, plants have not been 
compelled to suffer the economic waste of closing down and see- 
ing their highly trained employees scattered, and our favorable 
balance of foreign trade has been increased considerably. This 
policy has in no case worked injury to the American, but has 
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been of material advantage alike to the manufacturer and his | when the present Parliament shall have been dissolved ang a 
workmen. general election is ordered for the whole country. 

The growth of our foreign trade in articles manufactured of The Conservative party has been engaged for some time jy 
steel is shown by figures taken from statistical tables, which | the work of preparing and formulating a comprehensive tari 
are made use of elsewhere in these remarks. bill. To further this object public meetings have been held 4\j 

The policy of the steel industry with respect to the export | over the kingdom, prominent members of the Conservative anq 
trade can be best stated by citing extracts from annual reports: | Unionist parties have been appointed on committees to conside; 


the matter of specific rates on all articles of imports, and ,; 
It is the policy of manufacturers to keep the furnaces, mills, and 7 a 
transportation companies in operation to their full capacity whenever commission has been appointed, consisting of 80 leading and 
practicable. Obviously this is wise. It results in lower cost of pro- | Well-equipped men, representing all lines of manufacturing jp. 
——. and a eee lower oulere yy the domestic | dustry, merchants, bankers, importers, and the landed interests 
purchaser, an t secures continuous employment to e wage-earner. : ae 
For these reasons it is sometimes deemed proper and desirable to sell to consider all the different schedules and to determine what 
for export what would otherwise be surplus products at prices lower | rate of duty each article shall bear. This commission has 4). 
than domestic — Ifa ampere ous owe be ~ gs a - ready expended fully $2,000,000, and this expense has been paid 
eral cost of preduction wou e increased, and employees wou a s aa 
times be idle, and balances of trade between foreign countries and this by voluntary contributions and the work has been most scie). 
country would be changed to the prejudice of the latter. This policy | tifically and thoroughly done. 
has been adopted and is practiced generally throughout the business Whenever the change in government does occur, as it is bound 
world. (Fourth annual report for fiscal year ended December 31, to do before long, and the Conservative party retures to pov . 
1905.) ’ s ver. 
Since the export business of all the subsidiary companies was | the new prime minister will have in hand, ready to present to 


comcentented, late, in 1908, tm the bende ot = singe ating ane the British people, a protective tariff bill which will be eagerly 
on, there has been a steady and systematic development in D eeataee 
foreign markets where conditions are such as to permit of the sale accepted by them. The importance of such a step to the mann 
of products without excessive reductions in price and upon safe | facturing, industrial, and agricultural interests of this country 
wanes, ee alm hes heen fo wall =p a permanent wr _Comtinaves will be far-reaching. Great Britain has been our leading cus 
export trade w a view to providing markets which at a mes can producer has - “= 
may be relied upon to absorb a fair proportion of the total production, tomer, and the Ameri it - had o_ oe tO het 
rather than to sell material in foreign countries only at times when | Markets. When Great Britain adopts a protective-tariff meas. 


me domestic marin is quntte te take the cutie output os mills. | ure, as she undoubtedly will before many years, she wil! not 
n pursuance of this policy, better prices have been secur or ma- pose uty ngs Bion be 
terial exported than would have been ssible had the business been only im a@ upon the thi we export, but will also la) 


of an intermittent character and offerings in foreign markets made preferential duties for the benefit of the English colonies, Svc) 


only at times when accumulated stocks oF a ,ncurelty we Gomantic discriminatory duties in favor of her colonies are clearly within 
orders would have rendered export sales specially desirable. ring impose 
the past year the demand throughout the world for steel products has the power and right of the mother country, and will be impose) 


been exceptionally strong, most of the foreign mills have been fully for the avowed purpose of more closely knitting together une 
occupied, and in many cases sold far ahead of their capacity. In | mother country and her colonies, regardless of the feeling of an) 
many onan oe the — —— = A wae count to these | other country. Great Britain to-day has a far more serious 
ruling in the domestic market, while for all products they were con- a 
siderably higher than in previous years. The collateral advantages problem on hand than has the United States of how to obtain 
aceruing to the manufacturer and consumer both from the continuous | Sufficient revenue. The policy of the Liberal party to retain 
and the permanent maintenance = . meee capes trade are | power by appealing to interests which are in favor of schemes 
nee Sree annual report for fiscal year ended December 31, | for old-age pensions and sick and accident insurance, and insur. 

The satisfactory results obtained from the export business, through | @uce as well for a man out of employment, have alienated the 


the betiting up = ne a —— —- as noted | manufacturing and landed interests and have aroused the op- 
n previous reports, have continued. Juring the year there were , 
shipped for export 1,014,082 tons of steel commodities of various position of the leading financial and commercial interests of tl 


kinds, a decrease of 6 per cent as compared with the shipments of | Country. jreat Britain is to-day suffering from great depres- 


the _—— pom ng = for the a ———— how- | sion. Many shops and factories are either closed down or 
ever, exceedec ose for > by 15 per cent. ‘he average mill reduced a rorkingmen 
price per ton received for all exported materials was only 74 per - ateoarye = oe worki aaa fo mgt e 
cent less than the average price received for all domestic shipments. | 4re out of employ ng part of the e, the cost 
The advantages ,% te employees, | the Gumestic competner, and the | of living is high, and the condition of the manufacturer is dis- 
manufacturer, of a fair volume o oreign trade during riods of — 

business depression in the United States, have been emphasized in tressing because of .. keen competition on at hone and 
previous reports. In order to obtain the maximum benefits from such | Abroad of Germany, France, and America. German competition 


trade during times _ ne oe ae Suan in the domestic | in particular is very keenly felt and accounts for the excited 
market, it seems wise to sell continuously in the neutral markets » Ge 
ef the world and even at times when foreign-trade conditions do not state of public opinion in Great Britain with regard to the Ger 


result in prices so near the domestic prices as were received during | M4@DS. The English Government must either increase taxes upon 
1907. (Sixth annual report for fiscal year ended December 31, 1907.) | land, spirits, beer, and incomes, all of which will be very unpop- 
_ The expont ae <i. ae 238 — to entire | ular, or must have a protective-tariff law. All these conditions 
shipments of rollec vi cts. e average y ,] 
prices received for exported material of all kinds, while somewhat have made such a change in the sentiment of business ae 
lower than was received in the preceding year, compared very fayor- | laborers, of small tradesmen and importers, the majority of 
EOE Te eee ee en eee tt point nadratage {0 | whom have heretofore been advocates of free trade, that were 2 
Ti » z . o~ 2 e ‘ - - a pro- 
ment of a fair volume of foreign trade, especially during periods of | Semeral election held to-morrow the party which fayors a }" 

lesser activity in the United States, was most forcibly illustrated | tective tariff for the benefit of British industries would almost 


during 1908. An essential feature necessary to the successful con- certainly triumph at the polls. 
duct of a foreign trade, and one that can be obtained only by re- oe 
maining continuously in the business, fs that the manufacturer, his Our exports to the United Kingdom for the year 1907 wer 


grades of goods and his methods, shall become known to the consumer. | $2,074,000,000. They will decrease when Great Britain adopts a 
Otherwise, the use of the foreign market is largely limited to the go- protective tariff, 
ealled “dumping” process, which is only accomplished at profitless 


prices. (Seventh annual report for fiscal year ended December 31, DECLINE OF BRITISH INDUSTRIES. 
1908.) 


PROTECTION SENTIMENT IN GREAT BRITAIN. The true test of an economic system, like all other things else, 
is found in its results. Judged by this test, free trade has 
The sentiment in Great Britain in favor.of abandoning the | proved a stupendous failure, first, by being rejected by all coun- 
traditional policy of free trade and of adopting a system of pro- | tries except one, and by all the self-governing colonies of tht 
tection of home industries has grown with great rapidity since | one, and, second, by its exposure of the industries of that coun- 
the Liberal party came into power. The campaign of educa-| try to the disaster which has been coming upon them in rece 
tion begun a few years ago by Joseph Chamberlain is beginning | years. It has long been known that the agriculture of rea‘ 
to bear fruit. The cause of protection has gained new friends | Britain has been all but ruined by free imports of agricultural 
every year, and now has the support of all classes of manu-! products, but this has been excused by the belief that it has 
facturers, of practically the entire landed proprietors, and a | made food cheap to the people, and has therefore built up and 
very considerable proportion of the importing class. Many of | preserved a manufactnring prosperity far exceeding in value tbe 
the leaders of labor organizations, which are very strong in| products of the land. The inquiries of recent royal commis 
that country, have also declared for a policy of protection. | sions have shown that both agriculture and manufactures it 
These important interests are now rallying to the support of | nearly all branches have suffered and are still suffering |ike 
the Conservative party and the Unionist party, now strongly | those of no other free country, and I will give a few statemcuts 
united under Arthur Balfour. The change of public sentiment | from the reports referred to which prove this in a way that 
away from the party in power and in favor of the party of pro- | has startled and alarmed the country: 
tection is clearly shown in the by-elections for Parliament which Fifty years ago 2,000,000 people were employed in agriculture 
have taken place in the past twelve months. In these elections | in England and Wales. To-day fewer than 1,000,000 are so eu 
the drift of popular sentiment toward the party now out of | ployed. Sixty years ago nine in ten of the British were fed 00 
power has been very marked, and can only indicate one result! home-grown wheat. To-day only one in ten is fed. In 15\! 
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the agricultural imports to Great Britain were worth £102,- 
000,000. Now they are £184,500,000—an increase of 81 per cent 
in less than a generation. 

Although Great Britain has long manufactured shoes and 
profitably exported them to other countries, in 1906 it imported 
1.664,000 pairs, which was 68 per cent more than it imported 
fifteen years before. 

Great Britain’s exports of carpets and rugs to foreign 
countries have declined 40 per cent since 1885, while her imports 
from foreign countries have increased 31 per cent. 

The British glass industry is rapidly going to smash under 
free trade. Formerly its exports were largely in excess of its 
imports. Now the country imports three times as much glass- 
ware as it sells abroad. Since 1894 the import of plate glass 
has increased 489 per cent; of window glass, 112 per cent; and 
of flint glass, 5386 per cent. 

From 1888 to 1906 British exports of cotton hosiery to for- 
eign countries fell off 67 per cent and of woolen hosiery 27 per | 
cent, while there was an increase in the imports of cotton hosiery | 
of 160 per cent and of woolen hosiery of 30 per cent. 

In 1851 the silk industry of the United Kingdom gave em- 
ployment to 130,723 persons. Now it employs only 39,035. In 
1906 there was an excess of imports over exports of manufac- 
tures of silk amounting to £11,270,000. 

Formerly England was a great sugar,refining country. In | 
1884 there were 8 refineries in London, now only 2; in Liverpool | 
10, now only 5; in Greenock 9, now only 2; in Bristol, where 
the industry had been established two hundred years, and where 
the output in 1884 was 44,000 tons, only one refinery had sur- 
vived in 1900, with an output of 15,000 tons. 

Exports of woolen and worsted goods from the United King- 
dom to foreign countries fell from an average between 1885 and | 
1889 of £15,000,000 a year to £13,200,000 in 1906—a loss of 12 
per cent in one of the strongest industries of the country. In 
the period from 1882-1884 to 1906 imports of woolen manu- 
factures increased £2,000,000 a year, or 43 per cent, thus dis- 
placing British labor. 

Great Britain has fallen to third rank as a producer of iron 
and steel, the United States having taken first rank and Ger- 
many second—both protective countries. Since 1892 her exports 
of finished product& of iron and steel have increased only 34 per 
cent and her imports of same have increased 4,722 per cent. 

The consumption of coal is a good index of the manufacturing 
industries of a country. The increase from 1902 to 1905 in 
the four greatest manufacturing nations was: United States, 
77,500,000 tons; Germany, 11,300,000 tons, France, 4,000,000 
tons; United Kingdom, 2,300,000 tons. 

I might cite many more industries to the same effect, but I 
forbear; it is a sad tale. So long ago as 1890 it led Cardinal | 
Manning to doubt the wisdom of free trade, to draw a doleful 
picture of distress, and to inquire if a blight had fallen upon 
Britain’s mountainous wealth. It compelled Sir Henry Camp- 
bell-Bannerman to acknowledge in 1903 that 30 per cent of the 
British people were on the verge of hunger. If free trade were 
what Cobden thought it was, it should have prevented a large 
part of this decline. 


THE RISE IN PRICES. 

I am unwilling to leave this general discussion of the pro- 
tective system—I will not say defense of the system, for it needs | 
no defense—without a word about the charge that it is in 
some mysterious way responsible for the advance in prices 
Which has characterized conditions in recent years. Why this 
charge should be seriously made by serious or well-informed 
people is difficult to understand. Can they really believe that 
the protective tariff, either in the United States or elsewhere, 
can In any way have been responsible for the advance in 
prices in the country of production of the silk and tea of 
China and Japan, the india rubber of Africa and Brazil, the 
manila hemp of the Philippine Islands, the rice of Siam and | 
surma, the tin ore of the Malayan Peninsula, the jute of | 
India, the raw cotton of Egypt? Yet the reports of our | 
Bureau of Statistics of the Department of Commerce and | 
Labor show advances within a few years of from 50 to 100 | 
Per cent in the cost in the country of production of all these | 
articles. Can they see any reason why the protective tariff | 
makes people in other parts of the world willing to pay higher | 
prices for our wheat and flour and corn and meats? Yet it | 
is well known that the prices’ at which these articles, the 
products of our farms, are being exported are from 50 to 100 | 
per cent higher than a few years ago. True, we believers in 
the protective theory will admit that the home activities, the 
Prosperity of the masses resulting from the activities of our | 
manufacturing interests and the distribution of two and one- 
half billion dollars a year as wages in our factories, have given 
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a good home demand and good home prices for our farm 
products, but it will scarcely be claimed that the protective 
tariff makes the free-trade Englishman willing to pay more 
for our meats or live cattle, the Dutchman of low-tariff Hol- 
land willing to advance his prices for our wheat or flour or 
copper, or the manufacturing countries which import our 
cotton free of duty willing to pay higher prices for that article. 

Nor can it be charged that protection is responsible for the 
general advance in prices and wages in England, in Belgium, 
in India, in Egypt, in Japan, or the other countries in which 
tariff can not be classed as protective, at least in the sense in 
which we consider protection. 

HIGH PRICES LARGELY DUB TO INCREASED GOLD PRODUCTION. 

The cause of the advance in prices the world over, in free- 
trade countries as well as those having protection—for the ad- 
vance is general and without relation to tariff systems—is 
found in the general business activity, in the general employ- 
ment, and in the higher earnings of the employed, the higher 
earnings of all classes, and, therefore, the willingness to buy 
more and to pay higher prices for the things wanted and 
bought. But why is it that wages have advanced, that every- 
body has more money to spend? The answer is found, in part, 
in the fact that the world’s stock of money has enormously in- 
creased. The annual gold production of the world’s mines has 
quadrupled within a few years. The gold production of the 






| world from 1850 to 1890 averaged $120,000,000 per annum; 


from 1890 to 1900, $210,000,000 per annum; from 1900 to 1905, 
$322,000,000 per annum; from 1905 to 1909, $420.000,000 per 
annum. Do you wonder that the world’s stock of gold, the 
basic money metal, has doubled in twenty-five years, and even 
increased 50 per cent in ten years, and that other forms of 


| money have also increased? And do you wonder, with this 
| enormous increase in the world’s money in so short a time, that 


the average individual has more money to spend and that prices 
of the articles of commerce and general consumption have ad- 
vanced? I do not say that this great and sudden increase in 
the world’s money metal is wholly responsible for the advance 
in prices; but is it not a much more reasonable theory than 
that it is due to “ protection,” especially when you find that the 
advances have occurred in the low-tariff countries as well as 
those having the protective system? 
PROTECTION CAN NOT BB PARTIAL. 


The American people have not risen en masse to demand revi- 
sion downward. My State has 4,000,000 people. In the volume 
and variety of its output it is one of the greatest manufactur- 
ing States in the Union. I have had no word from any com 
mercial body or board of trade asking for a general revision 
downward. I have had requests from a few manufacturers for 
revision downward, not on what they make, but on what they 
use. If a manufacturer asks for free hides and free wool, or 
free iron or scrap, he has not asked for a lowering of duties on 
the articles he manufactures. If Ohio was selfish and incon- 


| sistent, it might ask for free lumber or free iron ore, because it 


produces none, but the policy of protection has given the State 
flourishing industries, and the State is willing that other sec- 


| tions of the country and other industries should thrive also. 
| We must protect all or none. Protection can not be partial. 


The danger to the system lies not in an income tax, b<t in the 
threatened enlargement of the free list. Free raw material will 
be the great wedge which will destroy the temple. 

The people do not ask that the great iron and steel business 
shall be crippled. No domestic industry should be discrimi- 
nated against. We should legislate in this bill for the benefit of 
the American producer, and not for the advantage of the foreign 
manufacturer. Let us in our deliberations consider not only the 
large manufacturer, but the small one also; or, better yet, let us 
deal with iron and steel, with petroleum and its products, with 
wool and woolens, with cotton and textiles, as industries to be 
maintained upon a prosperous basis in our own country. 

After all, in this character of legislation the question is, Shall 
we follow that policy which has brought unparalleled prosperity 
to our people and unprecedented progress to our country, or, 
abandoning it, fall into that decline in our industries which has 
marked the experience of all free-trade nations? 

In conelusion, Mr. President, while this bill may not be en- 
tirely satisfactory, in my opinion under all the existing condi- 
tions it is the best tariff measure obtainable in this Congress, 
and, predicating my action on the belief that in the main its pro- 
visions are amply protective and that the country as a result of 
its enactment will enjoy a period of marked advancement and 
substantial prosperity, I shall cast my vote in favor of the bill. 

I ask consent to insert figures and memoranda in the remarks 
which I made this afternoon. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of the Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CARTER, I have certain tables and a chart relating to 
the wool schedule which I ask unanimous consent to insert in 
the Recorp in explanation of the tables. 

Mr. HALE. ‘There is no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none. 

Mr. BACON. 
Montana. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Montana desires to insert cer- 
tain tables and a chart in the ReEcorp. 

Mr. BACON. What are they? 

Mr. KEAN. They relate to the wool schedule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No objection is heard, and the re- 
quest is granted. 

Mr. CARTER. One of the most important ends secured by the 
protective policy rests in the creation of diversified industries. 
The fruits of industry may be properly considered from two 
points of view. The first and the vitally important is produe- 
tion of the necessaries of life. The second and relatively of 
minor importance is production of the comforts and luxuries 
of life. Wool and manufactures of wool must be listed in the 
first-named class, A country situated in the latitude of the 
United States, which can not produce an adequate supply of 
bread, meat, wool, and cotton for home use, is inherently weak 
to the extent of failure to meet the daily demands for any one 
of these essential staples. On the other hand, the capacity to 
produce these staples in a country such as ours is a wholesome 
and perpetual guaranty of domestic comfort coupled with power 
to resist foreign aggression. We are now producing a surplus 
of bread, meat, and cotton, but our wool production has never 
equaled the home demand. We only produce 311,000,000 pounds 
of the 400,000,000 pounds of wool necessary for the clothing of 
the people each year. Under the operations of the Dingley law 
our annual production of wool has increased approximately 
125,000,000 pounds. On the same ratio of increase, with due 


Is there objection to the request 


The Chair 


I did not hear the request of the Senaior from 


regard for the increase of population, our flocks will supply 
the home demand for clothing wool within the next ten years. 
The tariff bill now in course of preparation will determine 
whether the increase shall continue or the industry diminish. 
Healthy growth or rapid decay is the order of life for sheep 
There is no such thing possible as a stationary condition 


raising. 
in this line of business. Sheep husbandry is a precarious busi- 
ness, and in many regards may be considered extra hazardous. 

Production and price are so correlated that a fall in the latter 
is quickly reflected in the former. In other lines of produc- 
tion stagnation or depression does not ordinarily deplete the 
basic stock in a pronounced fashion, but only temporarily af- 
fects the output by diminishing or destroying the profit. If 
the price of copper, for instance, drops below the cost of pro- 
duction, the stock of copper ore remains. if the products of 
iron ore can not be sold at a profit, the production diminishes, 
but the stock of iron ore, coke, and coal remains in reserve. 
A fall in the price of beef will for the time being discourage 
feeding for the market, but will not suddenly diminish the 
number of stock cattle. On the other hand, experience ex- 
tending over a wide range of time and territory thoroughly 
demonstrates that the price of wool when reduced below cost 
of production results in a rapid depletion of the flocks. A 
ruinous price for wool will reduce flocks of sheep as quickly 
as universal plague. The process is simple. When wool can 
not be produced at cost the wool-bearing animals are sent to 
slaughter as rapidly as possible. A diagram prepared on esti- 
mates of the Agricultural Department covering the period from 
1880 to 1908 furnishes an ocular demonstration of the sensi- 
tiveness of the sheep-growing industry to changes in the price 
of wool. I have caused this diagram to be enlarged so that 
the point I seek to elucidate may be more easily observed. It 
will be perceived that within the years covered by the chart 
the number of sheep varied from 37,000,000 to 64,000,000 head. 


These fluctuations are traceable to variations in the price of. 


wool, and such yariations in turn are traceable mainly to 
changes in tariff schedules, 

When the Morrill Act was passed, in 1867, this country pro- 
duced only 160,000,000 pounds of wool annually. In 1880, the 
initial year covered by the chart, the production had increased 
to 232,500,000 pounds, and thenceforward the increase was 
rapid, both in the number of sheep and pounds of wool, until 
the passage of the tariff act of 1883. Between 1867 and 1883 a 
marked advance was made in the manufacture of woolens. 
Carded woolens constituted over 95 per cent of the whole in 
1867, whereas by 1888 the relations were largely reversed, the 
bulk of the woolens in that year being of worsted manufacture. 


The phraseology of the bill relating to waste was not changed 
but the character of waste had greatly changed in the trans. 
fer of activity from the carded woolens to the worsted product 
In 1867 waste was chiefly made up of wool in rags and fabrics 
of one kind and another, and constituted an inconsequentia) 
item in the commerce of the country, Shortly after the act of 
1883 was passed, certain importers contended that the worg 
“waste” should be extended to forms of wool known to the 
worsted trade as “waste.” This contention was finally ap. 
proved by judicial decision, and thereafter wool superior jy 
quality to scoured wool was admitted at a low rate of duty. 
designated as either “top waste,” “slubbing waste,” “ roving 
waste,” or “ ring waste.” Again, the schedules relating to woolen 
goods were so construed that manufactures intended to be guarded 
by a compensatory duty were admitted to our market at about 
one-half the measure of duty named in the act. Thus the manv- 
facturer, being deprived in part of the compensatory duty which 


| alone enabled him to remain in the manufacturing business, 


and the woolgrower being injuriously affected by the admis. 
sion of wool in an advanced state of manufacture as waste, 
both the grower and the manufacturer suffered from foreign 
invasion of the home market. Importations of rags, shoddy, 
mungo, waste, and flocks increased from about 1,000,000 pounds 
in 1883 to 8,500,000 pounds in 1889. Imported cloths valued 
at not to exceed 80 cents per pound increased from 383,000 
pounds in 1884 to 7,515,276 pounds in 1900. 

The imports of manufactures of wool valued at not exceeding 
80 cents per pound increased from 68,000 pounds in 1884 to 
360,000 pounds in 1890, and manufactures of wool valued above 
80 cents per pound increased from 575,000 pounds in 1886 to 
982,000 pounds in 1890. Importations of flannels valued above 
40 cents and not exceeding 60 cents per pound increased from 
8,890 pounds in 1886 to 266,344 pounds in 1890. Flannels valued 
above €0 cents and not exceeding 80 cents per pound increased 
from 8,985 pounds in 1886 to 461,965 pounds in 1890. Flannels 
valued at 80 cents per pound increased from 36,920 pounds in 
1886 to 630,992 pounds in 1890. In yarns, woolens, and worsteds 
the importations increased from thousands to millions of pounds 
during the- period named. The number of pounds of woo! in- 
ported in the forms of waste of manufactures increased from 
9,680,477 pounds in 1883 to 106,285,150 pounds in 1889. These 
figures are set forth in detail in a schedule which, with the per- 
mission of the Senate, I will have printed as a part of my re- 
marks. 

A glance at the chart will show that the increase in the nun- 
ber of sheep, which had theretofore been rapid and _ steady, 
was immediately checked, remaining stationary only for a suf- 
ficient time to enable the flock masters to prepare their shee) 
for slaughter. In 1885 the number of sheep began to decline 
and the decline continued rapidly, until our flocks showed a 
loss of 10,000,000 head in 1889. In that year, in anticipation of 
a correction of the defects in the law, a normal increase be 
gan and continued with slight variations until 1894, when, upon 
the passage of the Wilson bill placing wool on the free list, the 
decline became pronounced, continuous, and disastrous. ‘The 
Wilson bill, which placed all wool of the sheep on the free list, 
at the same time prescribed ad valorem duties ranging from 
15 to 45 per cent on woolens. This bill recognized mungo, 
shoddy, garnetted waste, tops, roving, and roping as forms of 
wool advanced to a certain degree in value by manufacturing 
processes and placed thereon a duty of 15 per cent ad valorew. 
In so far as that bill applied to wool and manufactures of 
wool, it was a fair illustration of the Democratic idea of 
tariff legislation. It treated all wool of the sheep as raw mi 
terial entitled to admission free of duty. Immediately the woo! 
passed beyond the scoured state, assuming the form of tops, 
roving, and so forth, the duty was applied. 

It was the theory of the bill that manufacturing would ‘lirive 
under the stimulus of free raw material, and that the duty ii- 
posed on manufactures of wool would not only yield revenue 
but afford incidental protection to the manufacturer. Wit! 
slight variations this theory controlled in the framing of the 
entire bill. It is unnecessary to recall the dismal failure of 
that theory. The producer and the manufacturer were |" 
common overtaken by disaster under its operations. The im: 
ket price of sheep, as recorded in the statistical tables, prom))(!) 
fell from the average price of $2.66 in 1893 to $1.58 in 1S» 
In the large sheep-growing States of the far West the deprec!- 
tion was more pronounced. I well remember that large flocks 
of first-class Merino sheep were not regarded as worth ore 
than $1 per head, and in one instance a northern Montana sive! 
owner realized less than 60 cents per head on a train load of 
mutton sheep forwarded to Chicago. The total number of 
sheep in the United States promptly decreased from ovel 
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47,000,000 to 37,000,000, and at the same time manufacturing 
establishments were forced to suspend operations. Many in- 
dividuals were cempelled to abandon the habit of eating 
three meals a day, for the experience in woolgrowing and 
manufacturing became common experience in all lines of in- 
wstry. 

7 Teen the passage of the Dingley bill a normal increase began 
avain and continued until, in 1903, our sheep numbered 
64,000,000 head. That year, in consequence of European dis- 
turbances incident te the Boer war the foreign wool market 
became so demoralized that wool prices abroad fell to the 
lowest stage in the world’s history. Foreign wool flooded 
the American market and temporarily reduced home prices. 
Had it not been for the duty which protected the American 
woolgrower from the evil effects of the utter demoralization 
of the Buropean market the industry would have been de- 
molished in this country. As it was, the break caused our 
flocks to be decreased 19,000,000 head in two years. In 1905 
the fear of the continued introduction of European wool dis- 
appeared, and the industry again assumed its normal condition 
and proceeded upward, so that on January 1, 1909, the num- 
ber of sheep had increased to 56,084,000. This increase under 
fair and faverable condition will continue until American- 
grown sheep will supply an ample quantity of wool to clothe 
the American people. 

In the presence of this record we are driven to the conclusion 
that the precarious industry of sheep husbandry is sensitively 
subject to adverse influences and correspondingly responsive to 
favorable conditions. The prospect of an unprofitable future 
market for wool will quickly diminish the flocks, and the reverse 
will with equal celerity bring forth healthy increase. From the 
nature of the business, stationary life or lingering death will not 
be endured. It must progress or perish. In evil times safety 
is found in withdrawing the invested capital, and the ever- 
present open market for mutton so facilitates the withdrawal 
that flocks disappear in the abnormal measure shown by the 
figures covering the perieds of decline to which I have called 
attention. 

A steady market for wool must be maintained at reasonably 
remunerative prices if we desire to have a reliable home supply 
of Gothing material and mutton. The slaughtering of the flocks 
under forced sale naturally tends to cheapen meat for the time 
being, but In the end a compound-interest penalty must be 
paid. The economic value of a home supply of mutton can not 
be overestimated. If you subtract that staple from our national 
meat supply, the additional demand thereby placed on remain- 
ing sources will surely increase their cost to the consumer. It 
follows also that subtraction of the American wool clip from 
the world’s supply would inevitably increase the price of wool, 
and I venture to say that in the long run the opening of our 
ports to the free entry of wool and woolens would increase 
rather than diminish the market price of the quality of clothing 
material now worn in this country. 

The experiment would entail the utter ruin of sheep hus- 
bandry, the destruction of our source of mutton supply, the 
closing of our woolen mills, and the enforced idleness of the 
hundreds of thousands of our fellow-citizens who now enjoy 
profitable employment in and about the farms, the ranges, and 
the mills, engaged in producing wool and manufacturing woolen 
goods. 

The maintenance of an adequate duty on wool is justified by 
every consideration that ever has been or ever can be urged in 
‘ Support of a protective tariff. 

First. Because wool can not be profitably produced here in 
open competition with the cheap labor of competing countries. 

Second. Because from the standpoint of broad, enlightened 
public policy we are gravely concerned in developing and pre- 
Serving a reliable home supply of the material out of which 
clothing is made. 

Third. Because sheep husbandry is the foundation upon which 
widespread and highly diversified industries prosper and fur- 
nish profitable employment to labor. 

Fourth. Because by encouraging woolgrowing we insure 
the enlargement of a steady and valuable source of food sup- 
Ply, and, finally becamse woolgrowing is an American in- 
dustry conducted by American yeomen and therefore entitled 
to pretection against unequal foreign competition. 

Mere reference to the history of the industry and its ups 
and downs under the various tariff schedules and court deci- 
sions of the last forty-two years should be accepted as 
demonstrating the absolute necessity for adequate protective 
(duties, and, further still, that. inadequate duties are ne better 

than free weel. But, Mr. President, the underlying facts 
‘tccount for and swppert the historical lessens. 
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Waiving for the purposes of this discussion the contention 
that wise public policy dictates that a sufficient wool crop be 
regarded as an indispensable factor in computing our power to 
resist foreign aggression without suffering needless privation 
at home, I invite the Senate to examine the conditions sur- 
rounding the industry and the character of the competition 
confronting our woolgrowers. 

Australasia, South Africa, and the Argentine Republic are 
our principal competitors in @othing wool. Climatic condi- 
tions are such in the several regions named that flocks usually 
feed on the range all the year, and preparations for artificial 
feeding, with the consequent increase of expense, may there 
fore be considered a negligible quantity, whereas in the United 
States shelter and feed must be provided for from three to five 
months every year, and thus at the very outset an important 
element of cost is encountered to our disadvantage. 

But the labor problem is far more perplexing than the cli- 
matic features. The disparity between wages here and there 
is so glaring that I will not venture to tax the credulity of the 
Senate by offering the figures on my own responsibility. The 
National Woolgrewers’ Association, various state associations, 
and many individuals presented to the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee a mass of self-explanatory evidence printed in the volume 
of hearings on the wool schedule, and the Montana Woolgrowers’ 
Association forwarded to me a well-considered and conservative 
statement of cost in that State, which I will have printed in the 
Record as a part of my remarks. 

Realizing that the wages and other elements of cost in this 
country would be of little value for purposes of comparison 
without accurate labor cost in competing countries, I set about 
the task of securing such figures last winter, but, to my aston- 
ishment, ascertained they could not be found in any pub- 
lication or on the files of any department, bureau, or association 
in this country. Through the courtesy of the State Depart- 
ment, which has communicated by cable, I have been supplied 
with the data furnished by our consular officers at Sydney, 
Buenos Aires, Cape Town, and Durban. 

The consul-general at Cape Town reports: 

The average wage paid to laborers (colored), who act as shepherds 
and shearers, in the eastern districts of Cape Colony is £3 ($14.60) 
a month, a part of which is in cash and the balance in kind, consist- 
ing usually of a bag of corn and a sheep each month. In the western 
districts the same labor is paid £4 ($19.47) a month, and in the same 
manner. On the large farms where other agricultural interests than 
sheep farming are maintained and a large number of laborers are en 
gaged, special shearers are not engaged; but on small farms the trav 
elimg shearers receive 6s. ($1.46) per 100 sheep. Overseers on sheep 
farms receive on an average of £4 ($19.47) a month. 

The feeding season for sheep lasts all the year, and there is no arti 
ficial feeding, except to prize steck. In districts where there is much 
drought and the grass dies, during about two or three months of the 


year sheep are driven to other farms on public “ trek paths” 400 yards 
wide provided by the government. 


The consul at Durban, Natal, reports that: 


The labor employed other than the manager himself, who is usually 
the owner, is native and obtains the same prices as the ordinary farm 
laborer in every branch of the eo? except shearing. The aver 
age price of farm laborers is 1i4s. 6d. ($3.62) per month and lodging 
and food. The caring for the herd, the packing of the wool and every 
thing else incident to the production of the wool is carried on by these 
native laborers. The shearing is sometimes done by Kaffir laborers 
who are not experts, and when so done it costs the owner about 1}4d. 
(24 cents) per head for the clipping and packing. Expert shearers, 
who clip, grade, and pack the wool, charge $4.87 per 100 sheep. The 
price paid wool scourers was given in a report from this consulete in 
Schedule B, forwarded October 6, 1908. 


The consul-general at Buenos Aires reports: 


I have obtained statements from various parties in the wool business 
in answer to the questions contained in the department's cable, all more 
or less similar, and a general summing up of the same, which can be 
accepted as fairly correct, is as follows: 

Ordinary workmen, $15 gold a month; shearers, $3.50 to $4.50 a 
hundred sheep; foremen, $32 to $40 gold a month; manager, $100 to 
$110 gold a month. 

These wages vary in different localities, according to the way the 
owners look at the business. For example: One owner may believe that 
his interests will be best guarded by paying his manager a good salary 
and giving him a share in the business, which is frequently done, while 
another may believe in squeezing his employees and getting as much out 
of it as he can while it lasts in this way. All workmen, however, get 
feed and lodging with their pay. 


The consul-general at Sydney does not furnish a specific state- 
ment as to wages, but announces that it costs approximately 15 
cents per pound to produce wool in Australia. 

It will be perceived that the wages of sheep herders and 
shearers in the eastern districts of Cape Colony are partly paid 
im corn and mutton, and the same is true of the western district 
of that colony, as shown by the statement ef the consul-general. 
From this I infer that the service does not include board, but 
that the laborers are required to board themselves. If this in 
ference is correct, the actual wages paid would be so reduced 
as to compare substantially with the wages of 55.62 per month, 
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with lodging and board, reported by the consul at Durban as the 
rate paid native laborers in that district. 

But even if this assumption is not indulged, but, on the con- 
trary, it is taken for granted that wages in each case include 
board and lodging, it follows that the average of wages paid to 
sheep herders and shearers in the three districts reporting from 
South Africa average $12.56 per month, or less than 50 cents 
a day. 

In the Argentine the rate is $15 per month for herders and 
ordinary workmen. I am unable to give the exact rate of 
wages paid to herders and ordinary laborers on sheep ranches 
in Australia, but my information is that the wages are much 
less than those paid in the Argentine, and it therefore follows 
that if it costs 18 cents per pound to produce wool in Australia, 
the cost in the United States would be double that amount in 
so far as the element of labor enters into the cost of produc- 
tion, for beyond any question of doubt labor and general ex- 
penses in this country are more than double the rates paid in 
Australia. 

The testimony before the House committee and the statement 
of the Montana Woolgrowers’ Association, filed to-day, will show 
that thé wages of those employed in the sheep business on our 
farms and ranges are substantially as follows: 

Herders, from $35 to $45 per month; shearers, from 9 to 14 cents 
per head: cost of board, $11 to $18 per month; ordinary labor, from 
$25 to $40 per month; foremen and managers, $100 to $150 per month. 

These figures show that our labor cost is from three ‘to ten 
times greater than the cost of this item to our competitors. 
When we consider the comparative rapidity of the increase 
of population and the consequent enhancement of land values 
it is obvious that our woolgrowers have no advantage in that 
direction. Free open ranges are a thing of the past in the 
United States. The flock owner is everywhere confronted by 
assessments for pasturage, feed, and every privilege enjoyed. 
Taxes will probably average 2 per cent on the total investment, 
and the average investment for sheep, land, and equipment will 
certainly equal $12 for every head of sheep in the flock. 

These facts and figures unavoidably carry us to the conclu- 
sion that with artificial feeding from three to five months each 
year against an open opposition range the year round, with 
wages 100 to 1,000 per cent above those paid by competitors, 
and with the cost of all supplies relatively on the same high 
basis, the woolgrowWers of the United States can not continue 
in the business if adequate protective duties are not imposed 
on all forms of competing wool. This conclusion is supported 
by analysis, experience, and mathematical calculation. Intel- 
ligent flock masters in all parts of the country contend with 
much force that the Dingley rates are inadequate now, for the 
apparently sufficient reason that since 1897 land has greatly in- 
creased in value, and that the cost of sheep, labor, and supplies 
has increased 30 to 50 per cent. 

I will, with the permission of the Senate, insert in the Rrecorp 
with my remarks brief statements from woolgrowers in all sec- 
tions of the country in support of this contention. These sam- 
ple letters are taken from the hearings before the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House, and are here inserted to show 
the state of the industry as understood by those engaged in 
woolgrowing in different parts of the United States. The let- 
ters are from the following persons: 

R. G. MeCleery, West Alexandria, Pa. 

George P. Dudley, Garo, Park County, Colo. 

Prosser & LeMin, Sanderson, Tex. 

M. V. Carroll, secretary Missouri Breeders’ Association, Sedalia, Mo. 

George J. Curran, president, and other members of the Morrow 
County Woolgrowers’ Association, of the State of Oregon. 

A. R. Jacobs, Clinton, W. Va. 

J. H. Abbot, Gouverneur, N. Y. 

Arkansas Valley Weolgrowers’ Association, 

Fred Warshauer, Antonito, Colo. 

These, together with other communications, examinations, 
and cross-examinations before the Ways and Means Committee, 
supplemented by the statement of the Montana Woolgrowers’ 
Association, which will be inserted in the Recorp, will all be 
found instructive. 

Wholesome and desirable as an increase of duties would be, 
we are admonished by the temper of the times to forego any 
attempt to fix new rates for the present; but while holding in 
abeyance the well-founded demand for improvement, fair regard 
for this important industry requires that we at least adhere to 
the schedules of existing law. ‘These schedules are imperfect, 
and through their imperfections the woolgrower is denied the 
full measure of protection apparently given him. 

The proviso admitting skirted wool at the same rates of duty 
as in the unskirted condition is a defect which should be cured, 
and the admission of so-called “carpet wool” at 4 cents per 
pound skould no longer be continued at that low figure in view 
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of the well-known fact that these low-grade wools imported 4; 
that rate are to no inconsiderable extent used to displace the 
first-class clothing clip of the American woolgrower. 

The readjustment of the schedules so as to levy the duty on 
the basis of the scoured pound would be ideal, but still it mus 
be remembered that that method would be subject to many 
limitations, for it is well known that the shrinkage of {he 
same identical fleece will vary materially within the period of 
twenty-four hours. If stored in a dry and heated warehonse 
for a considerable length of time the shrinkage in scouriyg 
will be less than if the same wool had been stored for a jike 
period of time in a damp basement. But representing a co). 
stituency profoundly interested in maintaining the present stato 
of progress in this industry and being aware of the perils ici 
dent to a complete change of position at this late hour, [ fee! 
called upon to insist on adherence to the Dingley rates rather 
than to chance a less favorable outcome in conference as {he 
result of an effort to procure ideal schedules. We encounter 
danger enough in the House departure from the Dingley rates, 
and my chief solicitude is for the adoption of the Senate 
amendments restoring to this bill the exact terms of existing 
law. 

If the provisions of the House bill are approved, the gratify- 
ing increase of our flocks now being recorded will at once be 
changed to a rapid decrease from substantially the same cause 
that injuriously affected the industry following the enactimeut 
of the law of 1883. Paragraph 368 of the House Dill is even 
more fatally defective from the woolgrower’s point of view 
than the objectionable paragraph in the act of 1883. While 
pretending to give a protective duty of 11 cents per pound on 
the kind of first-class wool which is chiefly produced in this 
country in one paragraph, the House text of paragraph 3s 
reduces that duty to approximately 6% cents per pound by ad 
mitting slubbing waste at 20 cents per pound. The irony of it 
all is made more apparent when we realize that the section 
referred to places a higher duty on top waste than is placed 
on slubbing waste, whereas the phrase “slubbing waste” de 
fines an article of a higher commercial value than top waste, 
each of them representing a higher commercial value than the 
scoured wool of which they are a product. 

In order that we may better understand the relative value of 
wool in the several forms classified under various names in 
paragraphs 368, 369, and 370, I venture to briefly define each 
in the order in which it proceeds from the scoured wool on its 
way to the finished yarn. 

Scoured wool is first put through a process of carding and 
combing, and this process evolves what is known as “ tops and 
noils.” Noils constitute about one-sixth of the weight, and being 
inferior in quality, average about 40 per cent lower in price 
than the scoured wool, and of course much below tops in 
value. 

Top waste is only tops broken up in the process of putting 
the refined combed wool into balls. Top waste is therefore 
identical in quality with tops, but diminished somewhat it 
value by being broken into short sections. 

Slubbing waste is merely broken strands of slubbing, and 
slubbing itself is only tops advanced one stage further in 
the process of making tops into rovings. Slubbing waste is 
therefore identical in quality with the tops or combed-scoure: 
wool from which slubbing waste evolves. Slubbing waste is 
more valuable than the top waste, because it is found in longer 
strands and therefore more easily returned to tops, but the 
expense of returning the top waste and slubbing waste to to})s 
is inconsequential. ; 

From tops the processes transform the wool into what 's 
called “ rovings,” a term applied to yarn in its initial stage ! 
manufacture. Tops become merged in the rovings. In thie 
process of making the rovings we obtain what is called “ roviis 
waste,” this consisting of material in no sense inferior in qua 'ty 
to the rovings, but requiring a process to return it to tops. The 
roving waste must be carded and combed precisely as (he 
scoured wool is carded and combed. It is more valuable than 
scoured wool because it is free from noils and refuse s\! 
stances. 

Ring waste is the same grade of material as roving was'. 
and has about the same commercial value, 

Garnetted waste comes from yarn as it passes through what is 
known as a “garnet machine,” a machine invented by a mil 
named Garnet. This garnetted waste has nearly the same vilue 
as scoured wool. be 

Shoddy is a short fibered wool entirely clear of impuritics. 
and while of a short staple, it will supplant scoured wool, po!!! 
for point. It may be made the means of carrying in scoured 
wool of the first class at the lower rate of duty. 
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It is well known that wool scoured or combed, or in the form 
of tops, or in any stage of manufacture, short of rovings, may 
be cheaply run through a Garnet.machine, and then without 
difficulty entered as shoddy or garnetted waste. 

Wool extract is made by using chemicals to destroy the 
eotton in a piece of cloth or a bunch of rags while leaving 
the wool fiber undisturbed. 

Rearing in mind these relations of wool under different names 
in the process of manufacture, the defects of the bill as it 
came from the House can be readily pointed out and under- 
stood, 

In considering these schedules it is important to here state 
that probably 75 per cent of American-grown wool dimin- 
ishes 50 per cent in weight by the washing process, so that 1 
pound of washed wool is regarded as equivalent to 2 pounds 
of unwashed wool. Our unwashed merino woo! loses approxi- 
mately 66 per cent in weight through the scouring process, so 
that on an average it takes 3 pounds of unwashed merino wool 
to produce 1 pound of scoured wool. These proportions, care- 
fully investigated and figured out by the revenue commission 
which reported to Congress in 1867, are universally accepted as 
substantially correct. The act of 1867 and subsequent acts have 
all recognized the relations as defined, and in consequence have 
always fixed the duty on washed woo! at double the duty on the 
unwashed and the duty on scoured wool at three times the duty 
on unwashed wool Having regard for these relative propor- 
tions, the duty on first-class unwashed is fixed at 11 cents per 
pound, washed at 22 cents, and scoured at 33 cents. Experi- 
ence has shown that the duties named are sufficient and not 
excessive. The quick response of the industry to disturbing 
market influences abroad indicates that the rates named are 
very near the dividing line between adversity and prosperity 
for the woolgrower. 

Accepting 11, 22, and 33 cents per pound, respectively, as de- 
feusible figures, it is obvious that other sections of the bill must 
be scrutinized carefully in order to insure us against modifying 
provisions which would reduce the nominal duty. Section 368 
of the bill as adopted by the House would inevitably reduce the 
duty on first-class wool, That section reads as follows: 

Top waste and roving waste, 25 cents per pound; slubbing waste, 
ring waste, and garnetted waste, 20 cents per pound. 

Top waste, it must be remembered, is more valuable than 
scoured wool, because it is scoured wool with the noils elim- 
inated. The duty on top waste, fixed at 25 cents per pound, is 
a reduction of about one-fourth the duty on scoured wool. 
One-sixth of the weight of scoured woo! must be eliminated in 
the form of noils and refuse in order to bring scoured wool to 
the standard in quality of the top waste. Considering the re- 
duction in duty from 33 cents per pound on scoured wool to 25 
cents per pound on top waste in connection with the fact that 
top waste is about 10 per cent more valuable than scoured wool, 
it is readily seen that competing wool could come in under sec- 


tion 368 in the form of top waste ready for the mill at not to | 


exceed the equivalent of 6} cents per pound on unwashed wool. 
The reduction would not be as great applied to roving waste 
because the process of returning roving waste to tops is a little 
more expensive than the cost of reducing top waste to tops, but 
worse still is the mischief wrought by the last line of the para-. 
zraph, wherein slubbing waste, ring waste, and garnetted waste 
ure each to be admitted under a duty of 20 cents per pound. 

As | have heretofore stated, slubbing waste is a product of 
scoured wool with the noils and all impurities eliminated. 
Slubbing waste has a higher market value than scoured wool 
and a higher market value than top waste, because being in 
longer strands than top waste it can be more readily returned 
to the form of tops, that being the form into which the wool is 
thrown after being combed preparatory to sending it on its 
course of manufacture into yarn. 

The term “waste,” as applied to these products, is grossly 
misleading. The word “ waste” implies inferiority in quality 
and usefulness, and the casual observer would never suspect 
that waste is, as in this case, superior in quality, usefulness, 
ind value to the material from which it evolves in the manufac- 
turing process, 

‘The duty of 25 cents per pound imposed by the House pro- 
Vision on top waste and 20 cents per pound on slubbing waste is 
inadequate and unfair. This statement can be sustained by a 
mathematical demonstration. The House bill and the report 
of the Senate committee are in agreement on 33 cents per 
pound duty on scoured wool. That rate is reasonable and neces- 
siry, and should not be reduced by indirection. Assuming, 
then, that the privilege of passing first-class scoured wool 
through the custom-house is worth 33 cents per pound, what is 
the Just proportionate rate to charge for top waste and slubbing 








waste, composed as they are of purified scoured wool? Obvi- 
ously the rate should not be lower, beeause the noils and refuse, 
composing one-sixth of the weight of a pound of scoured wool, 
must be eliminated to make a quality equal to top waste and 
slubbing waste. It follows that five-sixths of a pound of this 
waste is equal in value to 1 pound of scoured wool, subject to 
proper allowance for the value of the noils produced from the 
scoured wool. This waste is transformed into tops without 
change in quality or diminution in quantity and possesses a 
market value approximately 10 per cent higher than the scoured 
wool. I should say, considering the relative value of the two, 
that waste should be assessed at a higher duty than the scoured 
wool were it not for the fact that in practical operation it has 
been shown that the rate of 30 cents per pound on top waste and 
slubbing waste is fairly protective. This is due, no doubt, to 
the production of the waste in the factory as an incident to the 
manufacture of tops and the cost of marketing the waste be- 
yond the limits of the factory where produced. All the ma- 
chinery being at hand, it is more economical to run the waste 
into tops and thence into yarn rather than to prepare the same 
for shipment. Should the House rates be adopted, the ad- 
vantage to be gained by shipping top waste and slubbing waste 
to the United States would be so enticing that machinery would 
undoubtedly be operated exclusively for the production of the 
so-called “ waste” for exporting purposes, and substantially all 
wool of the first class would be shipped and imported here at the 
low rate of duty in the form of waste. 

The House provision admitting these grades of waste at 20 
cents and 25 cents, respectively, is indefensible from any stand- 
point whatsoever. We, of course, assume that the rate was 
fixed through inadvertence rather than by design. 

I can not too strongly emphasize the statement that top waste 
and slubbing waste, as understood by the trade and defined by 
the courts, describes a condition and quality of wool exceeding 
scoured wool in commercial value by at least 10 per cent. It is 
therefore inconceivable that it was deliberately intended that 
this grade should be admitted at from 30 to 40 per cent less 
duty than scoured wool. This in actual practice would admit a 
grade of wool superior to the scoured article at 20 cents per 
pound, and as 1 pound of slubbing waste is more than equiva- 
lent to 3 pounds of unwashed wool, the so-called protective 
duty on the latter would be less than 6% cents a pound. Respect 
for honest dealing, just proportions, and fair equivalents re- 
quires that the duty on top waste and slubbing waste be in- 
creased to at least the rate fixed by the Senate amendment. If 
the House rate on waste is adhered to, no wool will be imported 
hereafter as washed, unwashed, or scoured, but all first-class 
wool will come in at the lower duty as top waste or slubbing 
waste, notwithstanding that special plants of simple design may 
be required to work the wool into p-oper form for entry as 
waste. 

A certain amount of top waste and slubbing waste will, as 
heretofore, evolve from the process of manufacture, but all 
scoured wool can be thrown into the form of waste of the char- 
acter named with simple and inexpensive machinery con- 
structed for that purpose. 

Roving waste, ring waste, and garnetted waste would be im- 
ported at 25 cents and 20 cents per pound, respectively, instead 
of being used in the foreign factories in which produced. If the 
rates of 11 cents on unwashed, 22 cents on washed, and 33 cents 
per pound on scoured wool are to be maintained, the Senate 
amendment fixing the rate of 30 cents per pound on the various 
forms of so-called “ waste” to which I have referred must be 
adopted. I can not too strongly emphasize the statement with 
reference to paragraph 368, which embraces top waste, slubbing 
waste, roving waste, ring waste, and garnetted waste—they are 
all products of scoured wool advanced in manufacture. In fact, 
in the worsted trade, top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste. 
and ring waste have a commercial value approximately equal 
to scoured wool. 

The Senate amendment, which also embraces garnetted waste 
and fixes the duty at 30 cents per pound, based on scoured woo), 
should, in my opinion, be adopted. 

Paragraph 369 places a duty of 20 cents per pound on 
shoddy, whereas the Senate amendment fixes the rate at 25 
cents per pound, as in existing law. When it is understood that 
shoddy is a short-fibered wool, entirely cleansed of impurities, 
and available as a substitute for scoured wool, it follows that 
the rate of 25 cents per pound more nearly approaches an 
equitable basis than the figure named in the House bill. As 
compared with the duty of 33 cents on scoured wool, the duty 
of 25 cents per pound as comprehended in the Senate amend- 
ment on shoddy is a just recognition of the commercial value 
of shoddy with relation to scoured wool. 
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On the attthority of a manufacturer thoroughly conversant 
with the business, I state that 5 pounds of white serge clips 
broken into the constituent fibers and carded with 95 pounds 
of garnetted waste, or broken tops, or rovings, will pro- 
duce shoddy, although 95 per cent of its components would 
be subject to the duty applicable to waste before the combi- 
nation. 

Snoddy is a very general term and embraces stocks having 
variable values, ranging from probably 10 cents to 60 cents per 
pound. Since shoddy can so readily be made the means of 
evading the duty on other grades of wool, due caution should 
be exercised in removing the inducement to such feasible 
evasion. 

The other items embraced in this paragraph made dutiable 
at 18 cents by the House text are assessed by the Senate amend- 
ment at 20 cents per pound, which is about in proportion to the 
value of scoured wool, when garnetted and manipulated, and 
thus returned to a condition to be used in competition with 
scoured wool. The Senate amendments merely restore the 
duties fixed by the Dingley law, and those rates were fixed on 
the basis of the rates on wool approved by the House. 

If the House text on the several forms of so-called “ waste” 
is adhered to by rejection of the amendments proposed by the 
Senate committee, then all the paragraphs on wool and woolens 
must be recast, for we can not agree to accept the pretense of 
11 cents per pound on unwashed wool and at the same time 
agree to admit refined wool under the name of wasie at a rate 
which will in practice reduce the rate on unwashed wool nearly 
50 per cent. 

Paragraph 371 of the bill is stricken out by a Senate amend- 
ment. This paragraph reads as follows: 


Tops shall be subject to the same duty imposed upon the scoured 
wool of which they are made and 6 cents per pound in addition 
thereto. 


A proper understanding of the paragraph quoted and the Sen- 
ate amendment which strikes it out calls for a brief review. 
Tops were placed in the so-called “basket clause” of the 
MeKinley Act of 1890, which reads as follows: 


Wools and hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animals, in 
the form of roping, roving, or tops, and all wool and hair which have 
been advanced in any manner or by any process of manufacture beyond 
the washed or scoured condition, not specially provided for in this act, 
shall be subject to the same duties as are imposed upon manufactures 
cf wool not specially provided for in this act. 


As the Dingley bill passed the House of Representatives it 
contained a substitute provision for the McKinley Act in so far 
as the same related to tops, the language of the provision being 
as follows: 

When valued at not more than 24 cents per pound shall be 24 times 
the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the 
first class, and in addition thereto 6 cents per pound; valued at more 
than 24 cents per pound the duty per pound shall be 34 times the duty 


on 1 pound of wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 8 cents 
per pound ; if dyed, on all of the above 5 cents per pound additional. 


The specific duties of 6 and 8 cents per pound allowed in this 
House provision were not satisfactory to the woolgrowers, and 
many manufacturers were displeased with the rates. It was 
contended that 8 and 10 cents per pound, respectively, should be 
substituted for the smaller figures. 

When the bill got before the Senate the protective duties 
were changed on yarns from specific to ad valorem, as they 
exist in the present bill, and in the shifting from one basis to 
another the woolgrowers, then represented by Judge Lawrence, 
of Ohio, who was probably the most vigorous and thoroughly 
informed man of his time on this subject, felt that the top 
schedule might open an avenue for the evasion of the wool duty, 
and because of that apprehension Judge Lawrence insisted that 
tops be taken out of the bill entirely, thus placing them in the 
“basket clause.” As the result of this contention the Dingley 
bill followed the language of the McKinley bill, no mention 
whatever being made of tops in either bill. In consequence 
of this course tops became recognized as wool advanced in 
the manufacturing process and therefore subject to duty 
along with other manufactures of wool not specially provided 
for. 

During the consideration of the wool schedules in 1890, and 
also in 1897, I was closely associated with Judge Lawrence in 
the yarious conferences which took place in regard to the sched- 
ules, and I know that, while he objected to some features of the 
McKinley Act and also of the Dingley bill, he was an earnest 
adyecate of the feature of both bills which placed tops in the 
“basket clause.” Admonished by the disastrous experience un- 
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der the act of 1883, the history of which I have referred to. 
Judge Lawrence gave the closest possible scrutiny to all fori)s 
of phraseology which might by construction impair the woo) 
duty by admitting wool under some other designation below the 
regular rates. Tops, like card balls or rovings, or ropings, are 
a partial manufacture of worsted yarns. Tops comprehend 
wool which has passed through the process of refining and 
preparation in fits advancement in the manufacturing scale. 
Wool in the form of tops is not subject to depreciation or dis. 
count, aS wool in the grease or even washed wool or scoured 
wool may be. Wool in tops is looked upon as in condensed bulk. 
Tops represent wool sorted, washed, carded, combed, and free 
from all by-products and alien substances, and consequently the 
wool in this form can be dealt in with the utmost freedom and 
the largest measure of certainty, because quality is assured and 
bulk is condensed. Importations of wool in the form of tops is 
accompanied with the very minimum of risk and difficulty. 
Wool in this form can be held in reserve without deterioration 
for shipment into this country on short notice when from any 
cause market conditions favor. The well-known fluctuations 
of the European wool market would greatly increase the pros- 
pect of disturbances in our home market should our tariff law 
facilitate the holding of large amounts of wool abroad for ship- 
ment here when market conditions favored the operation. It 
is well known that declines frequently occur in Burope on ac- 
count of local conditions which have no relation to the even 
current of trade in the United States. We may well exempt 
our market from the ill effects of such violent fluctuations for 
the advantage of our woolgrowers without any possible corre- 
sponding disadvantage to the consumers. 

Steadiness and reliability are factors of the highest impor- 
tance in all forms of trade and traffic, and in no line does the 
element of stability count for more than in the woolgrowing 
business. Let me illustrate. With almost unvarying regularity 
the American wool] clip is thrown upon the market during a 
certain period of time. The farmers and ranch men are not pre- 
pared either with capital or facilities to withhold the product 
from the market indefinitely. The consignment of wool for 
future sale, with some advance made by the commission mer- 
chant, is not generally approved by the woolgrowers, and there- 
fore it may be safely assumed that the great bulk of our wool 
clip finds its way into the open market between the 1st of Apri! 
and the ist of September of each year. The woolgrower must, 
as a rule, accept the market price, whatever it may be. Now, 
if we facilitate holding wool in the form of tops abroad, it can, 
I think, be taken for granted that wool would be held in re- 
serve for importation here during our market period in the re- 
We will search in vain for a substantia! 
reason for treating this partially manufactured product of woo! 
as an unmanufactured article, unless we acknowledge that the 
real purpose of such treatment comprehends evasion of the 
duty on wool by indirection and subterfuge. 

I contend for the reenactment of the existing wool-tariff Jaw. 
It is easy to suggest how that law could be improved in many 
particulars, but the difference between suggestion and accon- 
plishment is so great and the difficulties and hazards so numer- 
ous that it appears to me obvious that prudent regard for the 
great interests involved should admonish us to adhere with 
fidelity to rates that have proved advantageous to the wool- 
growers and reasonably satisfactory to a vast majority of the 
manufacturers of woolens. 

The woolgrower is as much interested in adequate duties for 
the manufacturer as in the duty on wool, for the very good 
reason that the wool duty would be of no avail if the 
manufacture of woolens should be transferred across the 
waters, thereby forcing our wool on the foreign market, 
where the price would be fixed in open competition with the 
world. 

It is suggested by Senators whose concern for the well-being 
of the woolgrower I do not question that we may increase the 
measure of protection for the woolgrower by fixing the scoured 
pound as the basis on which the duty shall be levied. In con- 
sidering this proposal it must be borne in mind that the Senate 
and the House are in agreement on 11, 22, and 33 cents on 
unwashed, washed, and scoured wool, and we-are therefore 
assured of the rates named. An attempt to make these rates 
more secure in practice would involve casting the whole woo!e 
schedule into the hands of the conference committee of the tw? 
Houses. I for one will not assent to thus cast the whole 
woolen industry of the country into a position of danger 41 
doubt. I much prefer to name definite figures here and now 
than to pursue the phantom of ideal conditions when such pu" 
suit involves relegating the fate of this mighty industry to the 
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judgment and discretion of a small conference committee, not- 
withstanding the high character and superior intelligence of its 
membership. 

True it is that the respective Houses must approve a confer- 
ence report, but the well-known limitations under which a con- 
ference report can be contested should suffice to warn us of the 
dangers lurking in that direction. But waiving all refinements 
of argument on the question of procedure, we seem to be pre- 
cluded from experimental features by the substantial and in- 
disputable fact that the woolgrowers have prospered hand- 
somely and are doing well under the existing law which I seek 
to continue. Within the period covered by the Dingley Act the 
number of sheep in this country has increased from 37,000,000 
to over 56,000,000, and wool production has increased from 
250,000,000 to over 311,000,000 pounds. 

| plead for a continuance of the conditions under which this 
marked prosperity has been registered. We might make better 
schedules and we might not prepare schedules as good as those 
now existing. I would, if I could, improve the present law by 
striking out the skirting clause and by striking out the min- 
imum duty of 4 cents per pound on third-class wool, and then, 
if it were demonstrated to be feasible, I would gladly levy the 
duty on the basis of the scoured pound, but unhappily the 
privilege is not accorded one Senator nor to the Senators re- 
presenting one particular line of industry to prepare schedules 
here in total disregard of the views of other Senators. Each 
schedule prepared represents a compromise between contend- 
ing forces and when as the result of such contention and com- 
promise schedules are obtained under which prosperity is 
enjoyed, I am loath to. assent to any experimental venture 
which, while promising ideal conditions, may yield disastrous 
results. 

Experiments are always fraught with danger and certainly 
should be entered upon with great caution. The present law 
is not experimental. We know what results will be under the 
Dingley wool schedules by what results have been under that 
act. Taking into account the experience of years, the large 
proportions and widely diffused character of the industry, the 
number of persons engaged in and dependent upon its success- 
ful prosecution, I find no room to doubt that it is my duty to 
insist that the schedules under which the industry has pros- 
pered shall be maintained. 

The census of 1900 reports that on June 1 of that year sheep 
were kept on 763,543 farms in the United States, and I sub- 
mit that with due allowance for growth, as shown by the Gov- 
ernment reports, we now have over 800,000 farms devoted in 
whole or in part to sheep husbandry, making an aggregate of 
at least 4,000,000 of country people wholly or partially in- 
terested in and dependent upon sheep raising. For and in 
behalf of this body of worthy citizens I plead for a con- 
tinuance of the law under which prosperity has blessed their 
efforts. 


APPENDIX A, 


HeLena, Mont., February 18, 1909. 


COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
lion. SERENO PAYNE, Chairman, 
Washington, D. C. 


Sirs: In view of the proposed legislation affecting the tariff on wool 
the executive board of the Montana Woolgrowers’ Association last 
January appointed a committee of representative sheep owners to 
gather statistics as to the cost of sheep and wool production in Mon- 
tana. The report of this committee is hereto appended and, being 
based on signed statements of actual producers, proves conclusively 
that the sheep industry in Montana, even with the existing protection, 
only yields a moderate rate of interest and that any Sonaulinn of the 
tariff will surely be disastrous to our business. 

The report hereto appended has our full indorsement. 

Respectfully submitted. 


MONTANA WOOLGROWERS’ ASSOCIATION. 
By A. H. Prescort, Vice-President. 


HELENA, Mont., February 18, 1909, 


The MONTANA WOOLGROWERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Helena, Mont. 


_ Sirs : We herewith submit a statement of the cost of running sheep 
in the State of Montana for the or 1908. In making up the figures 
herewith shown your committee s had access to the books and ac- 
counts of representative sheep owners, and consider that this is as 
fair and truthful a statement of conditions as can be obtained. It 
should be stated that owing to the fact that nearly every sheep owner 
has his own system of boo keeping, it is not possible to give you an 
average of detailed costs. For example, one owner carries provision 
cost in the material and supply account; another owner carries hay 
and grain costs in labor account; another carries ditches, dams, fences, 
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and buildings in land account. It is therefore impossible to give costs 
of running sheep in the form of detailed averages. 

We have selected, therefore, one of the statements obtained and 
present it as typical of the details which enter into the cost of run- 
ning one sheep twelve months as follows: 

saa ; $0. 0067 


Materials and supplies ____ pti ea as i 
Operating cost, herding, camp tending, shearing, lambing, haul- 


ing wool, sacks, twine, salt, and yearly cost of bucks______ . 5400 
Re EEN TA i a ig ga fet . 0333 
orate sibel ice ale ag tae ee . 1346 
Camp equipment, tents, cook outfit, ete__ a . 0200 
RN ole trea care aaa Franlightsten tens io: s - . 0200 
a ai a eames a . 0233 
OR, Joe i a ES Ee Se . 0890 
Tools and implements__._.__________ : . 0285 
Cleaning sheds__._________ pale ie en kee one . 0133 
General expense (includes superintendence, travel and hotel ex- 

pense, cook’s wages, bookkeeping, and all office expense) ~~ . 1766 
RARER: Ay IEE ts TR A AES iE . 0200 
Buildings, sheds, corrals___ x 6 eg BL AIR So . 0652 
Taxes on entire property connected with sheep plant_...__-- . 0840 
I eee . 0035 
a he etl iets . 0592 

Total cost of running one sheep, twelve months..__.... 1.3170 


The above does not include any interest on plant whatever, but does 
take into account the depreciation (about 10 per cent) upon build- 
ings, fences, implements, and equipment. The particular statement from 
which the above is taken applies to 15,000 sheep, consisting of : 


NS GE Slt EE EE ER eee 8, 600 


i en a muieaivionaiiibibeanas - ee ae 5, 800 
aaliyah eettalatiads ction eed deat 386 
| a I olediaeamaiigde fe oalguadiieae 214 

I dicts tieccaectanysbichd octet at nei accntincsponcata he et ta ee 


On this particular ranch the lambs are carried until they are year- 
lings and then sold. 

We aiso submit the following aggregate statement compiled from the 
statements of individuals and sheep companies: 


Number of separate ownerships___..._~~~- ih 
Number of sheep represented by above ownerships 
Aggregate capital invested in plants__ 

Aggregate gross receipts, wool and mutton_~ 
Aggregate expenses______-~- 
Aggregate net receipts____-_ 
Average selling price of wool, 





1908, at primary markets, 


aici cnttgesctsdnntenienin Saeiaiaian eae $0. 1665 
Net interest yielded on investment per cent__ 6. 95 
Ce, Se I Sn nn ene naeememames $11. 92 
Gross receipts per sheep: 

Wool and pelts ____-.- sy tceinena Ni bela cance $1. 22 
Mutton ond UN Nhe tli dinccnersttnia ep ibis ciocdiadenian 1. 00 . 
» ” 
Gross expense per sheep-_- : ‘cine whieh $1. 40 
Net receipts per sheep_-_- ; ere : $0. 82 

A typical plant to run 15,000 sheep would entail the following invest- 
ment as of Jeanary a 
Materials and supplies-_- -_- innit a ee $200 
I int stem aitinniban< a —_ ‘ . . 55, 000 
a aia Deity cieedbdnisitiendienainoiuat 7 2, 000 
EE tein cttidiionatizaptane inl ll a insane EN 
EEE o Jieheaintansinataes ‘. 200 
Household furniture - 5 wl 300 
a csi il tiga tamed venice 300 
lidinasecensncnatil weet oa a 350 
RI ncanecthlinets a lin a tiie iat tanec. Ss ae 
Tools and implements, including shearing plant_- oa 4, 000 
Ditches and dams ‘ = 9, 000 


Lands, 30,000 acres_- on ‘ : MS 
Buildings, sheds, and corrals__—-~- = s _. 19,000 


cei edit Te a 


Investment per sheep, $12.80. 

Wages on sheep ranches: 

Herders, $40 per month and board; ranch help, $35 per month 
board ; cooks, $50 per month and board. 

Shearers are paid 9 cents per head. Where sheep are shorn at pub- 
lic machine plants the cost to grower is 14 cents per head, exclusive 
of sacks and twine. 

Cost of board 39 cents per day, or $11.70 per month, exclusive of 
cook’s wages and fuel. 

Amount of grazing land required for 1 sheep for twelve months, 
2.33 acres. 

The foregoing is the result of our effort to obtain a 
conditions in Montana. 

Your committee appends a synopsis presenting conditions prevailing 
in Australia, prepared by Mr. John D. Holliday, a gentleman having 
personal knowledge of the facts herewith shown. 


and 


statement of 


SYNOPSIS BY CUTHBERT FETHERSTONHAUGH, ENTITLED “THE ANNUAL 
NET PROFIT FROM A SHEEP.” 
{Published in the Pastoralists’ Review, of Sydney, Australia, issue of 


January 15, 1908.] 


He puts annual net return at 5 shillings (a shilling 24 cents), or 
$1.20 per head. . ‘ 

States one manager had informed him from his own experience and 
data taken from many other managers that the annual net return of a 


sheep was 3 shillings, or 72 cents. 
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One of the valuers at the Peel River estate put the annual net return 
of a sheep at 6 shillings, or $1.44; another valuer at the Peel River 
estate put the net return at 9 shillings, or $2.16. 

Although 9 shillings, or $2.16, is high, taking the figures furnished 
by Camden in the December Pastoral, it is shown that high-class sheep 
(meaning heavy shearing of the wool) under present conditions even 
return more. 

‘To make a fair estimate, period of not less than ten years, and it 
would be better to take twenty years, to base it on. 

The author many years ago made estimate, based on actual facts, 
that the annual net return was 80 cents per head. 

on a time average wool yield was 6 pounds, and the price of it 
was low. 

Four years ago his estimate of annual net return was 96 cents. 

Now that the average yield of wool has increased from 6 to 8 pounds, 
and the markets are good for mutton, pelts, tallow, etc., the average 
would be about $1.08 in a nonfattening district, or $1.20 in a fat- 
tening district, and this estimate is supposed to show what will be 
the returns for the next twenty years. 

If the present price of wool (January 1, 1908) should continue, he 
would make his estimate for the next twenty years at an annual net 
return of $1.40 to $1.56 per head. 

On a well-managed property in a fattening district the surplus stock 
should pay all expenses, excepting freight, on wool to market and the 
interest on the investment. This leaves the wool free, excepting the 
marketing cost, so that the balance of the wool receipts would be profit 
on investment, or interest, if you so wish to name it. 

In a nonfattening district 12 cents per head should be deducted from 
the wool receipts in addition to the commissions and freight, and this 
balance of wool receipts per head would be the profit or interest. 

He estimates the cost of management, etc., at $422.40 per thou- 
sand head, and admits that the claim made by some, owing to the 
higher cost of wages, might raise this to $470.40 per thousand, making 
it 42% cents per head or 47 cents per head, according to which estimate 
you take. 

ILLUSTRATION. 


Band of 15,000 sheep, of which 6,000 are breeding ewes, allow 
34 per cent for losses each year, estimated 4,000 surplus sold 
eS OU ihc Benet eeecchety mnie ; a $7, 680 

9 pounds of wool per head, at 15 cents; deducting from this 15 
cents per head for unusual losses, ete., leaving net $1.20 each 18, 000 

GED: I Sarai npstastsae teak aeantee te erccchnnernictliaiomiganennechcnigzne OE 

On estimate of 423 cents per thousand management cost, deduct 6, 336 

Leaving net return 19, 356 
This for a total of 15,000 sheep equals $1.29 per head, or 5s. 444. 

(Possibly an errer occurs in these figures; by referring t_o the article 

it would appear that only 3,000 surplus sheep for sale each year.) If 

this is correct, it makes necessary the deduction of a thousand head at 
$1.92, and reduces the net return to $1.164, or 4s. 10d. 
Estimating how much land can be owned per head and how much of 

a burden of a land cost can be added to the cost of the sheep and earn 

interest thereon, he illustrates as follows: 


Allowing 1 

sheep at . 
Land, per acre___- 
Per head for 


sheep to 1 acre of land, putting average value of 
ae 
.... 14. 40 
. 82 
37.12 
Taking his original estimate of annual net return of 5s. per head, or 
$1.20, it equals 7 per cent on the total investment in addition to fur- 

nishing the owner his home and ordinary living expenses. 


cost of equipment 


Total investment charge per head 


SUMMARY OF ARTICLE BY CAMDEN, ENTITLED “ THE VALUES OF A SHEEP.” 


[Published in the Pastoralists’ Review, Sydney, Australia. Issued De- 
cember 16, 1907.] 

Ilis estimates are all showing what the gross returns from a sheep 

should be. 

He does not attempt to arrive at the net figure owing to the varying 
cost of expense and management. 

Each individual can deduct his idea of management and expenses 
from the gross return and get the net in this way. 

From the veturns of eight leading thocks in New South Wales, Vic- 
toria, and South Amsterdam, he arrives at an annual return of 10s. 
or $2.40 per sheep. 

By reference to table hereto attached his figures on 10 flocks are 

riven. 
’ To get at the average gross return for a sheep he takes an average 
ewe and an average wether to illustrate, taking them at the 2-year-old 
stage before shearing, and selling them after shearing at the 5-year-old 
stage, thus taking four fleeces. 


EWE ILLUSTRATION, 


2 lambs, each $2.64 
Selis as 5-year-old for 


Total receipts 
Deduct original cost. _- 


Gross return for four years 


WETHER ILLUSTRATION. 


Original cost ....~- canbe 
Receipts : 

Fleeces, each $1.44 

Sells as 5-year old for... - 


RS RCT cece peepee erin 
original cost _.....- 


Dednet 


Gross return forfour years—_ ~~. 
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These two sheep for four years produce a total gross revenue of 
as or am average gress revenue per head per year of $1.90, o; 
8. ; 

He adds, after illustration to bring out the value of running better 
quality sheep, those that shear not only more wool, but possibly a betto; 
quality, and makes the following illustration, allowing for increase 
value of such stock: 


Original ewe cost 


Receipts : 
Sheering 4 fleeces, $1.80 each 
Raised 2 lambs, $2.64 each 
Sells at 5-year old for 


OT Cie cssatrnligeiitnnttch tieacg ome ed gta ae an 15. 36 
Deduct original cost 


Gross returns for four years 
Or an average of $2.76, or 11s. per year. 


This point illustrates very clearly that sheep of good quality, which 
practically cost no more to run than those of poor quality, yield 86 
cents per head more. 


TABLE OF SHEARING AND PRICE RESULTS FOR 10 BANDS, ILLUSTRATING 


CAMDEN ARTICLE FLOCK IN NEW SOUTH WALBS, VICTORIA, AND SOUTH 
AUSTRALIA. 


One flock, 8,142 head: Average shearing, 9 pounds, 144 ounces; 
selling for an average of 133d., or 264 cents; returning per head, 11s. 
134d., or $2.66}. 

Another flock of 10,411 head, various ages, including some lambs: 
Grown sheep sheared, 10 pounds, 14 ounces; lambs sheared, 3 pounds, 
13 ounces; average price per pound, 13jd., or 27§ cents; gross re- 
turn for all sheep, lls. 3d., or $2.654 per head. 

Another flock of 30,646 head of grown sheep; average wool per head, 
8 pounds 54 ounces. 

Another flock of 23,397 head of grown sheep; shows an average gross 
return of 9s. 74d., or $2.304 per head. 

Another flock of 18,129 head; shows an average gross return of 1\)s 
94d., or $2.584 per head. 

Another flock, number not given; shows a gross return of 10s. 7d. 
or $2.54 per head. 

Another flock of 60,324 head of grown sheep, of which 11,000 were 
5 to 6 year old ewes; shows an average wool result of 10 pounds 11 
ounces. 

Another flock of 18,442 head; shows an average of 11 pounds 2} 
ounces, bringing per head 10s. 99d., or $2.594 per head. 

Another tiock of 7,994 lambs; average, 3 pounds 5 ounces; and sold 
for 2s. 3d., or 54 cents per head. 

Another flock of 7,000 sheep ; average, 10 pounds 5 ounces ; selling for 
lls. 19d., or $2.674 per head. 

Another flock of 2,600 lambs; average, 3 pounds 14 ounces; returns 
3s. 39d., or 793 cents per head. 

Another flock of 29,355 head ; returns 11s. 3d., or $2.73 per head. 

Respectfully submitted. 


Geo. K. Reever, 
Wm. J. Bickerr, 
Committee. 
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M’CLEERY, WEST ALEXANDER, PA., FURNISHES INFORMATION RELA 
TIVE TO COST OF WOOL PRODUCTION, 


Wrst ALEXANDER, PA., November 25, 1908 
Hon. 8S. BE. PAYNp, 
Chairman Ways and Means Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I want to protest emphatically against any reduction in 
the tariff on wool at the present session of Congress. Wool is sellin 
at 30 cents per pound, and that is as low as we can afford to produce 
it in this locality, with land and labor at present price. 

I give below cost of producing 100 fleeces of wool: 


1 bushel ain per day for five months, worth on farm 
per bushel 

10 tons hay for winter 

7 months’ pasture 

For attention 


100 fleeces, ——- per fleece, 30 cents per pound 
For growth of sheep 


I have made the above estimate fairly, after long experience and wit! 
out any allowance for interest on investment in sheep or loss by disease 
or dogs, which is no inconsiderable item in the sheep business. 

If you will permit a little personal history, which is also a_ histo 
of the sheep business tn this locality: I went into the sheep business 
in 1879, full of enthusiasm. We were then, I think, working unde" 
the tariff act of 1867: wool was selling at abeut 40 cents per pound, 
and Washington ae said to own more sheep to its area thin 
any other county in the United States. 1 determined to build up 4 
flock which should be second to none. I bo t of the best flocks 
in the United States, without regard to price. he tariff act of 1%*'. 
followed by the election of President Cleveland, and his attitude tows 
the tariff, and the tariff om wool in particular, gave us a severe jolt. 












Sheep depreciated im value fully 50 per cent in 1884 to 1887, but I 
still bad faith in the business and went on trying to perfect my flock 
and after the MeKinley tariff bill was passed business recove 
somewhat, but nothing like it was prior to 1883. Men were slow to 
take hold of sheep, and the business continued dull and prices low. 
At the time of Mr. Cleveland’s second election I had 200 sheep that 
were worth from $25 to $50 per head for breeding purposes. After 
the passage of the Wilson tariff bill they were worth scarcely anything. 
Sheep went out of this district to the shambles by the thousand at 
50 cents and $1 per head, and I was compelled to quit the sheep busi- 
ness as a source of income and take up the work of civil engineering 
in order to pay the interest on my debt and save the farm from fore- 
closure. Under our present tariff act we can make a living for our 
families and not much more. 

We continue in the sheep business because our climate and the 
yhysical conditions of this region are better suited to it than any other 
ranch of farming. 

The history of my business is the history of many others in this 
section, a8 our representatives before your honorable committee, Hon. 
Dp. M. Campsey and R. T. Munce, can testify. 

Yours, truly, R. J. McCueery. 
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GEORGE P. DUDLEY, OF GARO, COLO., PROTESTS AGAINST ANY REDUCTION 
IN THE DUTY ON WOOL. 
Garo, Park County, COLo., 
November 28, 1908. 
Hon. 8S. E. PAYNE, 





Chairman Ways and Means Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Str: I wish to enter a protest against any reduction of the 
present duty on wool. For the past twenty-five years I have been rais- 
ing showe in Park County, Colo., and therefore know from actual expe- 
rience what a reduction of the tariff on wool would mean to the sheep 
men of this country. For several years during the Cleveland adminis- 
tration the low tariff nearly wi out the sheep business. To show 
what it would do-now, by figures based upon my record of receipts and 
expenditures for this year, 1908, I have made a statement, which I in- 
close herewith. This statement is of a dry herd, i. e., —— having no 
lambs. With a ewe herd the increase of lambs of from 80 to 90 per 
cent in a good season, down to from 10 to 15 per cent in a bad season, 
would by close attention and economy help to overcome a low price on 
wool and make a moderate profit. e wool is sold at the ranch or on 
the car for shipment. My experience in several shipments for consign- 
ment to Boston or age @ in past years, has been that the expense 
of freight, commission, and drayage amounts to 5 cents a pound. This 
is saved in a direct shipment to buyer. Indeed, it has required the 
utmost economy in every phase of the business to make “ good” years 
offset “bad” years. Formerly forest grazing was free; now it requires 
a permit from the Government, at a cost of 7 cents per head for two 
and a half months. 

Situated close to the mountain range, at an altitude of about 9,000 
feet, where there is no possibility of cultivating the soil in order to 
make another revenue, stock raising is the only means of realizing any- 
thing from the surface. To those of us who are seeking the only pos- 
sible means of revenue from the bleak highlands by the sheep re 
any lowering ef the present tariff on wool simply spells disaster. t 
will certainly be the means of closing out the sheep business in this 
portion of the country. 

[ therefore urge you to consider this protest favorably when this 
question of tariff on wool is determined. 

Yours, respectfully, 





























Gro. P. DupDLEY. 


EXHIBIT A—FINANCIAL STATEMENT. 


Financial statement of the pecelets and expenditures from a “dry” | 
herd of 2,000 sheep in this year, 1908: 


Erpenses. 





Herding, twelve months, at $30 per month__...__._.--__-_-_~_ $360 
Banpetbes Gar Tillie dati cbhinkss Manin ditiimnthimistibewwnneee 140 
Shearing, at 6 cents; shears, 1 cemt._............---.-.-.__ 140 
Salt for SOGia cists. thisdnin dance silt viimenthheensiiinatibitilgtininnintdanntes 100 
Forest-grazing permit, two and one half months.__........--~ 140 
Pe CHRD ie ee Biel hice ctl chien des entities 150 
Sacking wool, twine, hauling, ete_..........._...---_ anahctinintened 60 
ey ae 200 
Wear and tear corrals, fencing, ete...............-...-.---. 150 
Re 360 
— of stock (average 100 head, $3 per head) _..........-_-- 300 
ST assistance eer a a i a 50 
I a ae enestipenqttinhinetibenen 2, 154 
Receipts. 

Wool (7 pounds NG I i i i iechasignsee etna 1, 680 
Pelts from lost sheep (100 head) ..:.................._.____ 100 
I i ce ence 1, 780 

Total loss oe ae a a — eidenie incites 374 


This shows the loss with reduced price on wool. It would mean the 


loss of the business. 
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PROSSER & LE MIN, SANDERSON, TEX., THINK AMERICAN WOOLGROWERS 
ARE ENTITLED TO PROTECTION. 


"os SANDERSON, Tex., December 30, 1908. 
Chairman PAYNE, 


Ways and Means Committee. 


. Dear Smm: We beg to submit the following statement in regard to the 
capital invested necessary to produce wool, for the purpose of showing 
that for raising wool (our finished product) there is as much capital 
moe in the “ Sane " in erepettion to the product as the manufac- 
urer invests in lant. oreover, we took hold of a waterless 
used, and that had paid no lease and very 
can never be used but for raising live stock, 
are entitled to protection for our industry. 


desert that had never 


little taxes to the State and 
80 believe we 
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i celica eta hmastet dion 


for 
well, depending chiefly on the rainfall and price of wool. 
Wilson bill passed wool dropped from 
cent of us sheepmen of West Texas were ruined. 
twenty-five or thirty years and growing gray in this business, we are 
not fit for much else, so on the passage of the Dingley bill 
heart and went in 


THE MISSOURI 


Capital invested in sheep ranch in Terrell County, West Texas, 40 miles 


northeast of Rio Grande. 





For 20,000 acres pat:nted land, with improvements, consisting 


of five 600-foot wells and reservoirs, buildings, shearing 
TE soil cnicatibaaiii dada ait _... $50, 000 


14,000 head merino sheep, with wagons, horses, etc., necessary 


Nghe ih icteric tinned 
Total invested 


50, 000 


SSS See Seeme cess eemeeee 100, 000 


INCOME. 





From 112,000 pounds, at 14 cents on ranch __-_-~-_~~- ——: < 
From 2,400 lambs, at $2.50... _-.-. ee 6, 000 
Profits on fat sheep shipped...................-- ein 1, 000 
a ks sighing nepiahenntbredn abaiacees Lae Se ERS 
I a ils cnt i tclinlbembiagpieaine ee $15, 000 


1, 000 


16, 000 





6, 680 
The inclosed statement shows a profit of about 64 per cent. This is 
an average year. Sometimes we do better and sometimes not so 
When the 
to 4 cents, and a big per 
After being out here 


a ad cian ii nancial cali inh cant adcinpsteeclaiailieneaitteatil 


17 


we took 
again. 
We are, dear sir, very sincerely, yours, 
Prosser & Le MIN, 
By Louis Le MIN. 
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BREEDERS’ ASSOCIATION, SEDALIA, 
IN THB DUTIES ON WOOL. 


SHEEP 
AN INCREASE 


MoO., ASKS FOR 





SEDALIA, Mo., November 28, 1908. 
Hon. SerENOo E. PAYNe, 
Chairman House Ways and Means Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: On behalf of the board of directors of the Missouri Sheep 
Breeders’ Association, an organization ao of almost 500 of the 
most prominent and progressive sbeep breeders in this State, I respect- 
fully submit to your honorable body the facts that the advancing land 
values, the scarcity and high cost of farm labor, and the consequent 
appreciation of feeds of all kinds throughout this country imply the 
necessity of a higher import duty on wools than the present tariff 
schedules provide, to the end that our woolgrowers may be enabled to 
realize a reasonable profit from their investments and labors. 

For the ten years prior to 1900 the sheep industry was at a very 
low ebb in this State, with but comparatively few men engaged in it. 
Since 1900 the number has been increasing. Now we have about 3,000 
farmers engaged in raising and handling sheep, with aggregate holdings 
of about 1,100,000 head. 

But a large majority of these men have started in the sheep business 
within the past three years, and, while their number is increasing, this 
State needs and could sustain 6,000,000 sheep, which would only be an 
average of 20 head to each farm. 

It is the consensus of opinion of the members of this association and 
our sheepmen generally that the present rate of import duty on wool 
should be increased 5 cents per pound, and we indulge the hope that 
your committee will feel warranted in recommending such increase, 

Very respectfully, 
M. V. CARROLL, 
Secretary Missouri Sheep Breeders’ Association. 
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OREGON WOOLGROWERS COMPARE COST OF WOOL 
WITH FORMER YEARS. 


PRODUCING AT PRESENT 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 1, 1908. 
Hon. SERENO BE. PAYNE, 
Chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 
Washington, D. C.: 


We, the executive committee of the Morrow County Woolgrowers’ 
Association, State of Oregon, do hereby state the facts as to the cost 
of running a band of sheep of 2,000 head now as compared with the 
cost of running the same number of sheep when the present Dingley 
tariff bill came into effect; that the deeded land necessary to be owned 
at that time for an individual sheepman was approximately 500 acres, 
there being sufficient government land lying adjacent to his to make 
up the necessary 2,500 acres of land for which he paid nothing; that 
the range land at that time was not worth to exceed $3 per acre; 
that now the sheep raiser has to own practically all his range, and 
that the price thereof has increased from $5 to $8 per acre; that the 
wages of herder and camp tender since that time have increased fully 
30 per cent; that the summer range at the time of the passage of the 
Dingley bill was free; now all summer range has to be rented at a 
cost to the sheep raiser of from 7 to 12 cents per head; 50 per cent 
more help is needed now than formerly on account of the up-to-date 
methods of handling the sheep while on the national forest, and the 

reparation for feed for winter on the home ranges; that there is an 
nereased loss of sheep now more than formerly on account of the 
government rules and regulations, while trailing to and from their 
allotments, compelling sheep owners to observe and keep the trail for 
long distances, ofttimes without feed or water, and to pay fees for 
crossing private lands that are encountered while traveling these 
trails; that predatory wild animals have increased, causing a greater 


# With 40,000 acres land leased, mostly from the State. 
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loss than formerly; that the sheep buyers used to buy the sheep of the 
owners at their respective homes and trail them East to the winter 
‘feeding yards, incurring practically no expense for summer range; now 
said buyers have become shippers and the producer practically has to 
pay the freight and for summering the sheep; that the cost of shear- 
ng sheep has increased from 2 to 5 cents per head, and that sheep 
expenses have increased correspondingly on all lines. 

Ve sincerely believe that if there was any need of the Dingley tariff 
on wool at the time of its a it is doubly necessary to maintain 
the same now on all wools that would be brought into competition with 
American product. 

In view of these facts the following figures have been compiled and 
subscribed to for the consideration of your honorable body : 


1897. 


2,000 head of sheep, worth $3 per head 

500 acres of land, $2.50 per acre 

Herders’ wages, per year 

Camp tenders, five months 

NS MINI a pcincieriad entocnntnionntiabanerin er qunbtieiohiniianardbloamasanstnigttains, 
Shearing expenses 

Provisions for one year 


2,000 sheep, worth $4 per head 
2,000 acres of land, at $5 per acre 
Herders’ wages 

Camp tenders, five months 
Lambing expenses 

Shearing, at 8 cents per head 
Provisions for year 

Feeding in winter, three months 
Summer range 


it will be shown by the foregoing figures that the enormous difference 
in the expense of handling sheep now and the time referred to is the 
fact that all winter range is now owned and the price thereof has be- 
come doubled, government range in this district being practically a 
thing of the past, and summer range, at that time free, is now created 
into forest reserves and has to be leased. Natural forage has become 
scarcer, making the winter feeding season three times as long; expenses 
of all kinds have increased from 30 to 50 per cent, owing to the im- 
proved methods and increased help necessary to the successful handling 
of sheep. 
Geo. J. Currin, President, 
S. W. Spencer, Secretary, 
JOHN KILKINNEY, 
Geo. PERRY, 
W. B. Barnett, 
EMMET COCHRAN, 
R. F. HyYnps, 
Morrow County Woolgrowers’ Association. 
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A. R. JACOBS, CLINTON, W. VA., SUBMITS STATEMENT RELATIVE TO THE 
COST OF A POUND OF WOOL. 


CLINTON, W. VA., January 3, 1909. 
Hon. Josern GAINES, M. C., 
Ways and Means Committee, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Sir: According to promise, I inclose you a statement of 
the actual cost to grow an average pound of what is known as Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia wool: 

Pasturing 100 head of sheep 74 months, at 8 cents per head 

per month 
Feeding 100 head of sheep 44 months one-half bushel corn and 

oats mixed per day, at 30 cents, for 30 days 
Feeding 100 head of sheep 44 months, 8 tons of hay, at $8 per 

ton on the farm 
Washing 100 head of sheep 
Shearing 100 head of sheep, at 7 cents per head 
Labor attending to the same sheep 


Total 
Wool from 100 average sheep shearing 5} pounds, at 30 cents 


per pound —_..~- bees Corer aseeHeTessendubesnmasneue 165. 00 


We can keep a flock of about 500 average sheep on one of our best 
350 to 400 acre farms. 


Cost of keeping 100 head, $198.50, or 500 head 
Wool from 100 head, $165; from 500 head 
Fertilizer from sheds and droppings 

Sale of increase of stock 


Cost of keeping 500 head 


Profit 


You will observe the wool sales are far less than cost. What profit 
we have is keeping up the fertility of soil, increase of stock, and re- 
ceiving our money in two checks, instead of many small dribs, 


3| 23/ $3| esses 


AveUst 5, 


My farm is assessed at $75 per acre, or $24,700. 

Please figure out the net profit on investment of keeping sheep anq 
growing wool. We have other mixed farming that helps us out. 

With your permission, I also write to answer a oe asked Mr 
Moore, of West Virginia, by Mr. CLarxK, in rega to the different 
class of wool wn in the different States. The growing of the 
fineness of the fiber of wool is diversified in the different sections of 
our country almost as much as the different cereals, vegetables, anq 
fruits. The breeding and growing of any different class of stock, par- 
ticularly sheep and wool, is a study—a business within itself. Nothing 
haphazard about it. I wish to quote some extracts from a paper | 
read before the State Woolgrowers’ Association, at Wellsburg, some time 
since. Mr. A. W. Patterson, of New York, one of the most widely 
known and successful wool dealers of this country, remarked to me: 
“It has been the desire of my life when retired from active business to 
purchase one of your Short Creek farms and stock it with fine woo} 
sheep. One of my reasons is this: It is about the center of the finest 
wool-producing country known.” The farms which compose the finest 
art of this wool belt stretch along certain ridges and water courses 
fn the form of an irregular oval extending through Washingotn County’ 
Pa., Ohio County, W. Va., and Jefferson County, Ohio. Upon these 
farms there seem to exist favorable qualities in the grass and water 
such as other and even adjoining farms do not present ; qualities which 
manifested in the wool raised thereon would grade higher than in any 
other section of this country. By way of illustration, he asked me jf 
my old friend (whom I will call Mr. A. B.) has been making any change 
in his flock the last year. I said I thought not, as the old gentleman 
thought his flock about the only one in the country. 
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Mr. Patterson then said: “I have been purchasing Mr. A. B.'s wool 
for the last fifteen or twenty years for Mr. Gilbert, and it has always 
given satisfaction, Mr. Gilbert approving both the quality and con- 
dition, except his last clip, which, he wrote me, ‘I will need exam- 
ine closel Cecore purchasing, as there seems to be something wrong 
with it. will have to do what I never did before—that is, look into 
Mr. A. B.’s pile of wool.’” A short time afterwards, when deliver. 
ing our wool, Mr. Patterson said to me: “I drove over to Mr. A. B.’s 
when I was last here, and he met me in his usual pleasant manner; 
after passing the compliments of the day and inviting me to partake 
of the hospitalities of his home, I insisted we would first look at his 
wool, There it was in all its splendor, as white as the driven snow. 
I could not muster wp courage for some time to inform him what | 
would have to do. finally asked him about the same questions | 
asked you regarding his flock and his wool. He replied: ‘I raised 
every sheep from which that pile of wool was shorn, but I will tell 
you what I did last year. I aving, twe sons living in Iowa, while 
visiting them last spring I conclu that was a good country for 
sheep, especially for the fine-wool sheep. I presented each of them 
with 50 of my selected young ewes. After clipping the same ewes 
they wrote me that they had no market for that class of wool. | 
wrote them to ship it to Short Creek Station and I would sell it along 
with mine, thinking it was exactly the same wool.’ ‘Ah! that ex- 
plains the mystery. It is true, those two sacks of wool were shorn 
from your sheep, but grown from pasture and. forage raised in the 
State of Iowa and was therefore lowa wool, not Ohio County, W. Va., 
wool. I will tell you what we will do if they ship their wool to you 
this season. We will mark it and ship it separately.’” 

After this was done, and the wool had been _—— at Mr. Gilbert's 
factory, he notified Mr. Patterson not to purchase any more of that 
grade of wool on his account, as he could not use it, and it would 
have to be resold. 

I asked Mr. Butcher, of the Globe Mills, what was the outlook for 
the fancy wool. He replied, ‘“ It is good, but would be better if enough 
was grown to make more manufacturers take hold of it.” This sec 
tion is known by all buyers and manufacturers as the fine-wool belt of 
the United States, the only section I know of where this class of wool 
can be grown, and this is not a very large territory either. I asked 
about the boundary. He replied: “We will start at Bellaire, Belmont 
County, Ohio; Jefferson and Harrison and a small portion of Colum- 
biana, crossing the river, taking in a part of the Panhandle of West 
Virginia; Washington, Pa.; a part of Green, and a small portion of 
Fayette, running west through Marshall, then to the point of starting— 
Bellaire, Ohio. There it is, and not every farm included in my bound- 
ary will grow the fancy fine wool. Some 5 miles from Bellaire two 
Butlers reside, and, as far as I could observe, their flocks were exactly 
alike, their farms being situated on opposite ridges, the division line 
running down the ravine. I have been purchasing their wool for 
several seasons, but strange as it may seem, they can not be used in the 
manufacture of the same class of goods. 

He also stated that one of the largest woolgrowers residing near 
West Alexandria, Pa., owing to the severe drought, his forage crop 
being short, he was compelled to order from Chicago a carload of hay 
and grain, feeding it all on the farm nearest the station to save hauling. 
Mr. Butcher purchased the wool for the Globe Mills, and while it was 
being manufactured they discovered there was something wrong, wich 
could be detected in the finished goods. I asked him how. He repiied 
it was harsh and did not have that soft, velvety feeling. 

He investigated in about the same manner as did Mr. Patterson. | 
asked him how he accounted for this. There must be something in the 
soil and water which produces the grass and feed which has not been 
discovered in many sections of the country. 


Respectfully submitted. A. R. Jacoss. 


Appenprix I. 


J. H. ABBOTT, GOUVERNEUR, N. Y., THINKS THAT THE DUTIES ON WOOL 
SHOULD BE RETAINED OR INCREASED. 


GOUVERNEUR, N. Y., January 9, 1909. 
Hon. SerENo BE. PAYNE 


Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: Believing you to be fully alive to the interests of the 
woolgrowers of this State, permit me to ask you, in considering Sched- 
ule K, to insist on the present or increased tariff rates on woo! and 
woolen wastes. The cost of raising wool has been greatly increased 
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during the last ten years through the great advance in land values, 


feed, and labor. 

Personally, L am a wool dealer, buying, I think, direct from the 
farmer more than any other buyer in the State. 

| buy through St. Lawrence, Jefferson, Wayne, Orleans, Livingston, 

Ontario, and Steuben counties, and buy only of the growers, and I 
assure you that the farmers are watching your committee with great 
interest. 
While I do not know that any organized effort is being made to 
present their wishes to you, I know that they are very anxious that 
there shall be no reduction in the duty on wool, realizing that they 
would be compelled to abandon the industry without it. 

Putting the proposition right down to a business basis, every pound 
of wool raised in the United States saves just its value to the people. 
if we import our wool, we have the wool, but forei countries have 
our money ; but if we raise it, the people have the wool and money also. 

Under the Wilson bill 75 per cent of our woolen machinery was 
idle, and during the last year of the bill enough wool was imported 
to run every mill then in the United States for a period of three years. 

A reenactment of a similar bill would necessarily bring great loss, 
not alone to the woolgrower, but to the mill owner and laborer, for I 
assume that a reduction in the duty on wool would be accompanied 
by a corresponding reduction on woolens, which would largely close 
our mills and leave the employees without labor. 

Trusting that there will be no reduction in Schedule K, 

I am, very truly, yours, 


J. H. Apporrt, 
President of The Abbott Factory, 
Manufacturers of Men’s Shirts, Collars, and Cuffs. 


APPENDIX J. 


THE ARKANSAS VALLEY WOOL GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION ASKS AN INCREASED 
DUTY ON THIRD-CLASS WOOLS. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 5, 1908. 


Hon. SerENO BE. PAYNB, 
Chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 
Washington, D. C.: 
The Arkansas Valley Wool Growers’ Association hereby 
against any reduction in the tariff on wool from the rates in the now 
prevailing schedule; and further, do strongly advocate an increase in 
the tariff on wools now imported as third-class wools for the reason 


that a considerable portion of such third-class wools, as now admitted, | 
compete directly with and come into the uses of many of our lower- | 
vrade clothing wools, depreciating greatly the prices of many of our | 
wools, our protest being based on the following facts: That with de--! 
velopment and settlement of our country has come a condition of | 


higher wages paid to all of our employees than for many years pre- 
vailed; that there has been a generally increasing cost for provisions 
and other elements of expense in sheep and wool growing: that with 
the settlement of the open-range country have come more restricted 
conditions as to grazing generally and a requirement that a sheep and 
wool grower should own more land than formerly and do business 
under a generally higher expense than ever before in the history of 
the country; that under present duties on wool and the prevailing 
prices, and the ordinary fluctuations from year to year, the business of 
growing sheep and wool is not a business of extraordinary profit: that 
a reduction in tariff would compel us to seek other means of livelihood 
and sacrifice our aoe now in use in sheep and wool growing and 
work great hardships on the undersigned and many persons employed 
by them; that large areas are useful only for grazing and not at all 
suitable for agriculture, and that the destruction of the sheep and wool 
growing industry would throw into disuse thousands of acres of land 
how productive as grazing lands. 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 
ARKANSAS VALLEY WOOL GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION. 


APPENDIX K, 


FRED WARSHAUER, ANTONITO, COLO., FURNISHES INFORMATION RELATIVE | 
TO THE COST OF PRODUCING WOOL. 
ANTONITO, COLO., January 11, 1909. 
Hon. Ropert W. BonyNnep, 


Member of Congress from Colorado, 
Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Mr. BONYNGE: As you probably know, there are in the counties 
of Conejos, Rio Grande, Saguache, Costilla, Archuleta, La Plata, and 
San Juan, this State, not less than 10,000 people dependent for their 
living on the ra of wool and sheep. In recent years the cost of 
raising wool and sheep has increased greatly, I might say doubled, 
caused partially by governmental supervision of the ranges (forest 
ae policy) and the rules and regulations of the Bureau of Animal 
oon ry, and partially by the advance of wages for labor and increased 
Ai Fa lues, 
The year 1908 was disastrous to the sheep industry, as far as the 
Towers are concerned. f prices can not be brought to a higher level, 
this industry will be dead within a very few years and the settlements 
deserted. Dependent on the raising of sheep are all of the farm lands 
'n the feeding region of the San. Luis Valley, the Arkansas Valley, as 
we ‘las the valleys of Larimer, Weld, and Morgan counties, as the farm 
pt oducts can not be marketed in competition with Nebraska and Kan- 
sas, but must be fed to animals, mostly sheep. 
. We do not wish to bother you with long petitions, although I believe 
we could get every man, woman, and child throug*iwut the State to sign 
a petition asking you to give your time, brawn, uc4 brains, as a mem- 
ae the Ways and Means Committee, to stand for the vresent or 
TT nN ased rates on wool and wool wastes when you come to Schedule K. 

l¢ importance of protecting the shee industry as a source of food 
$ involved in the duties on woul. 


wry 


supply 


protests | 


I inelose for your perusal a statement showing the actual results 
achieved by being a woolgrower during the past year. 
Wishing you success in your work, and thanking you in the name of 
the woolgrowers of the State of Colorado, I am, 
Yours, very truly, 


‘ FRED WARSHAUER, 
Of Warshauer-McClure Co., Sheep and Wool. 


EXHIBIT A. 


Statement of exact cost of running an average band of 1,800 head of 


ewes, as run in one herd in southern Colorado and northern New 
Mexico, during one year, from October 1, 1907, to October 1, 1908, and 
the results thereon. 
One herd, handled by 2 herders for 7 months (October 1 to 
May 1), at $25 per month per man_______-_~_~- $350. 00 
Provisions and groceries for men and camp animals, at $50 
Oo EEE eee aie ; 350. 00 
Death loss (8 per cent on 1,800 head) 144 head, at $3 < 32. 00 
Cost of bucking and death loss of bucks_____ ~~~ c 300. 00 
Cost of lambing, 8 men, at $25 per month per man, 1 month 200. 00 
Provisions for men and animals, 8 men, at $25 per month___ 200. 00 
After lambing (two herds June 1 to October 1, 4 months), 4 
ee Sa Naa 400. 00 
Forest-reserve fees, 1,656 head, at 8 cents____- fe 132. 48 
Shearing, boarding shearers, packing wool, 1,656 head, at 5 
Ric: bceenitentins-adgitinthes anehrabencnttientan cnprengienyrs ings scm ainda Aes hited ncies 82. 80 
Hauling wool to track (1,656 head, at 4 pounds per head), ° 
6,624 pounds, at $1 per hundredweight__________~ od 66. 24 
SS I SE OD i cerercttinestienennres ce Geeteehsispcniepeninmebasnenaneet ne 13. 20 
Cost of dipping twice (1,656 head, 1,159 lambs), 2,815 head, 
at S$. ecuuee enen time........................... ” se 68. 90 
Camp outfits, including burros and use of horses and wagon 100. 00 
ee ee eT eee 115. 92 
| Interest on investment (1,800 ewes, at $3), $5,400, at 6 per 
} cemt-_--------~-~---~--~---~-------~-------------------- 324. 00 
: 
3, 635. 54 
1,656 sheep (4 pounds wool per head), 6,624 
pounds, at 12 cents_......._......-- __ $794. 88 
Lambs, 70 per cent of 1,656 ewes, 1,159 lambs, 
I GI a cenetiedvennecntveirtpeencen ai chnldaenadaianttatieeeas entiiatinndaad ae, ae 
—— 3,112. 88 
RE concise cements cerpeeenenenreeeemqeaneymenapenanenententinn (pictitinnnenenittipaant 522. 66 
| The above statement does not include any feed for sheep during in- 
clement weather. In three years out of five feeding must be done for 


two months during the winter and one month during lambing time. 
The figures presented in this statement will be verified upon inquiry 

from any sheep grower in this region as well as from any sheep feeder 

in the Middle States who bought the lambs to grain them for market. 


Prices for wool will be verified by all wool dealers in Boston and 

| Philadelphia. 

| EXHIBIT B. 

} 

Hvco, CoLo., January 11, 1909 
Whereas it has come to the attention of the people of the United 


States of America in general, and the people of Lincoln County, Colo., 
especially, that an attempt is now being made in the Congress of the 


United States to reduce the tariff on woolen goods and hides; and 
Whereas a large number of the residents of Lincoln County, Colo., 
are extensively engaged in the sheep and cattle business; and 


Whereas the board of county commissioners of said Lincoln County 


is desirous of aiding its citizens and all others engaged in the sheep 
and cattle industry: Be it 
Resolved by the board of county commissioners of Lincoln County, 
Colo., in session, That we most earnestly request the representatives 
| from Colorado in the Senate and House of Representatives to lend 


their undivided support to maintain the present rate of tariff on wool 
| and woolen goods and hides. 


HecToR MATHESON, 
GEORGE SCHAFER, 
L. G. MILLER, 
Commissioners. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION—RECESS. 
Mr. HALE. Certain Senators desire an executive session. [I 


ask unanimous consent that at the end of the executive session, 
which will take but a few minutes, the Senate shall take a re- 
cess until a quarter before 5. By that time I suppose the Pr 
dent will be here to consider bills, and we will get, probably, 
within a few minutes the resolution of the House for final 
adjournment. I make that request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none, and the order 
is entered. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the « 
tion of executive business: 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the executive business. After seven minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 4 


nsidera- 


o’clock and 45 minutes p. m., when it reassembled. 





A992 


THE TARIFF. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask leave to have | 
printed in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp the tables prepared by the 
Bureau of Manufactures and the tables prepared by the Bureau 
of Statistics, and which I obtained leave this afternoon to have 
printed as Senate documents. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the request 
will be granted. The Chair hears no objection. 

The matter referred to above is as follows (S. Docs. Nos. 155 | 
and 156): 
COMPARISON OF THE 

THE COMMITTER OF CONFERENCE, 

SHOWING THE RESPECTIVE 

INCREASE OR DECREASE 

TWO ACTS. 


PAYNE TARIFF BILL (H. R. 1438), AS AGREED TO BY | 
WITH THE DINGLEY TARIFF LAW, | 
RATES OF DUTY AND THE PERCENTAGES OF 
ON ARTICLES CLASSIFIED DIFFERENTLY IN THE 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
BUREAU OF MANUFACTURES, 
Washington, August 3, 1909. 

Dear Sir: In compliance with your request I have the honor to 
inclose herewith a table of comparisons showing the rates of duty 
under the Dingley Act and the Payne bill, as agreed to by the com- 
mittee of conference, on articles classified differently in the respective | 
tariffs. 

In the cotton schedule the comparison has been carried out through- 
out. In estimating the rate of increase the ad valorem Dingley rates 
were converted into specific rates on the basis of the lowest and the 
highest prices of cloth as set down for each class in the bill. In 
estimating the difference between the Dingley and Payne bills the in- 
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| the radical changes in classification. 
| and other pile fabrics, ribbons, and woven fabrics in the piece, has beey 


| thrown silk, sewing silk, 
| compared in detail in the inclosed table. 
| value for this class of goods given in the statistics of imports for the 


~ 
v, 


AUGUST 


crease or decrease over the lowest Dingley rate for each class was 
indicated in accordance with your request. The tables relating jo 
the cotton schedule contain separate comparisons for cloth mercerizo 
and not mercerized. 

In estimating the changes in the rates of duty on hosiery jy 
aragraph 328 the ad valorem parts of the compound rates in tho 
Yingley Act and the Payne bill were converted into specific rates 
on the basis of the unit values given in the reports on commerce and 
reais for the fiscal year 1907, published by the Bureau of Statis. 
tics. 

The bureau has found it impossible to present a commptete comparison 
of the changes in classification and rates in the silk schedule, owing to 
Paragraph 399, relating to velvets 


analyzed and presented in the inclosed table. The same is true of para- 
graph 405, relating to yarns and threads of artificial silk, braids, Jaces 
embroideries, galloons, fringes, trimmings, ribbons, ete. The changes jn 
rates on spun silk in paragraph 397 can not be estimated, owing to the 


| radical change in classification and the substitution of specific rates jp 


the new bill for compound rates in the Dingley tariff. The rates on 
and silk thread, in paragraph 398, have been 


On the basis of the average 


fiscal year 1907 the new specific rates represent an increase, but in the 
absence of data as to the value of each article no accurate estimate of 
the rate of increase can be furnished. 

The inclosed table covers the important changes in classification jin 
the entire bill in so far as they are not analyzed in the table of estimated 
revenues. 

Very truly, yours, JOHN M. Carson, 
Chief of Bureau. 


Hon. R. M. LA Fou.erte, United States Senate, 


Comparison of Dingley and Payne acts. 


[ Nore. 


Where more than one rate occurs for the same item the increase (or decrease) over the lowest Dingley rate is given. 


Where a rate is 


followed by another rate in parentheses, the first rate is the rate provided for in the law and the rate in parentheses is the estimated equivalent spe- 


cific or ad valorem, as the case may be. 
theses is based on the lower and higher limits of value stipulated in the 


If the legal rate is on the ad valorem basis, as in paragraphs 315-319, the equivalent specific rate in paren- 


bill. In other cases, as e. g. hosiery, paragraph 328, the equivalent ad 


valorem is based on the value as given in the report on commerce and navigation for the fiscal year 1907, published by the Bureau of Statistics. | 


Classification. 


121 | Structural steel, punched, per ton 
122 | Boiler or other plate iron or steel, except crucible plate steel and saw plates here- 





or rolled in grooves: 
Valued at eight-tenths of one cent per pound or less........ 
Valued above eight-tenths of one cent and not above one cent per 
Oc ntiinainns <p oy hanns <q heb ~ndmepitensnnthiehsscedipentonn per pound. . 
Valued above one cent and not above two cents per pound......per pound.. 
Valued above two cents and not above three cents per pound... per pound. . 


Valued above three cents and not above four cents per pound... per pound. .| 


Valued at over four cents per pound, ad valorem...... 
Provided, That all sheets or plates of iron or steel thir 
wire gauge shall pay duty as iron or steel sheets. 
Bands and strips of steel exceeding twelve feet in length, not specially provided 
for in this section, ad valorem: 
Untempered 
Tempered ; 
Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms and slabs, by w 
blocks or blanks; billets and bars and tapered or beveled bars; mill shafting; 
pressed, sheared, or stamped shapes, not advanced in value or condition by 
any process or operation subsequent to the process of stamping; hammer molds 
or swaged steel; gun-barrel molds not in bars; alloys used as substitutes for steel 
in the manufacture of tools; all descriptions and shapes of dry sand, loam, or 
iron-molded steel castings; sheets and plates and steel not specially provided 
for in this section, all of the above: 
Valued above sixteen cents and not above twenty-four cents per pound 


Valued above twenty-four cents and not above thirty-two cents per pound . .| 


Valued above thirty-two cents and not above forty cents per pound 
Valued above forty cents per pound 


| Card clothing not actually and permanently fitted to and attached to carding 
| machines or to parts thereof at the time of importation: 
When manufactured with round iron or untempered round steel wire, per 
square foot 
When manufactured with tempered round steel wire 
When manufactured with 
or with felt face, wool 
| square foot 
| Cast-iron andirons, plates, stove plates, sadirons, tailor’s irons, hatter’s irons, 
and castings and vessels wholly of cast iron: 
Valued at not more than two cents per pound per pound... 
Valued at more than two cents per pound per pound. . 


All castings of iron or cast-iron plates which have been chiseled, drilled, ma- 
chined, or otherwise advanced in condition by processes or operations subse- 
quent to the casting process but not made up into articles: 

Valued at not more than two cents per pound per pound. . 
Valued at more than two cents per pound per pound. . 


| Lap-welded, butt-welded, seamed, or jointed iron or steel tubes, pipes, flues, or 
stays, not thinner than number sixteen wire gauge: 
If not less than three-eighths of an inch in diameter pound. . 
If less than three-eighths of an inch and not less than one-fourth of an inch in 
diameter 

If less than one-fourth of an inch in diameter pound. . 
Provided, That no tubes, pipes, flues, or stays, made of charcoal iron, shall 

ay a less rate of duty than one and one-half cents per pound. 
Cylindrical or tubular tanks or vessels, for holding gas, liquids, or other material, 
whether full or empty .............. puilitbesbentasses seetihoute ---ad 


per square foot. . 
lated wire or other than round iron or steel wire, 
ace, or rubber face cloth containing wool, per 





| inafter provided for in this section, not thinner than number ten wire gauge, | 
cut or sheared to shape or otherwise, or unsheared, and skelp iron or steel sheared 


.. per pound. . | 


valorem. . 


| Per cent increase (+), de- 


New rate. crease (—). 


Dingley rate. 


45 per cent ($1.48 up)..... 


| 
| + 40 per cent and up. 


| —40 per cent. 


—20 per cent. 
—17 per cent. 
—14 per cent. 
+14 per cent. 
— 20 per cent. 


| 3 cents+20 per cent \ ; : aha Se 
6 cents+20 per cent jComparison impracticable 


—2 per cent. 
+28 per cent. 
+49 per cent. 
+70 per cent and over. 


DERGUTS Snivisne nc castceises 
Bie COMED 6 in oSbecicwsccees | 
eer er tert 
4,5 cents 20 per cent ad valorem (8 

cents and up). i 


| 45 cents 
| +22 per cent. 


—37.5 per cent. 
—12.5 per cent. 


—12.5 per cent 
per cent+ +12.5 per cent and up. 


cent and up). 


Loent...........2..0....| —50 per cent. 


—25 per cent. 


2 CONtS. ......ccccccccceces 


senses! 30 per CONE. ...ceccccesses| —33 per cent, 
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Comparison of Dingley and Payne acts—Continued. 










































z Per cent increase (+), de- 
Classification. New rate. crease (—). 
Flexible metal tubing or hose, not jally provided for in this section, whether | 
| lexipie.d with wire e¢ other material, or otherwise, including any s or 
| ot Cetera cdccwshocevecheccorcescecensess valorem. . 2D per Cont. .....cccccecee- | —33 per cent 
152 | Provided, That any of the knives or erasers, if imported in the condi- | 
tion of assembled, but not fully , Shall be dutiable at not less than the 
rate of duty herein im: wu fully finished knives and erasers of the same 
material and quality, but not less in amy case than................-.0.0+----- 5 cents each+40 percent..| 10cents each+40 percent.| +100 Son = the specific 
s part of the duty. 
Razors: - 
Valued at less than one dollar per dozen— 
ah dditttieditentatnmpeedensevecsccncngeceqenes ede aaegonenase mocntapee dome, 15 per | 35 per cent............ ---| —46 per cent, 
7 cent (65 per cent). 
Us v cddadevedecscncee deneud apeas GpibUebageadnes curededcadatecens 50cents per dozen+-15 per | $2.14................+---- +229 per cent. 
cent (65 cents). 
Valued at one dollar and less than one dollar and fifty cents per dozen— 
Pn deine dbreanncnnanegancdess cocesqnseanebanesdcucccoccesés 50 cents+15 per cent (65 | 72 cents+35 per cent | +65 percent. 
cents to 72 cents). ($1.07 to $1.244). | 
Te emesndbceeesttiveccssdebocdeunenes a PN 5 GMa cekccocakeccceccscel +229 per cent. 
724 cents). 
Valued at one dollar and fifty cents and less than two dollars per dozen— 
|: FRc enaiecendesaccncacse hn ihihaentineaneniaibtsiiaana niin $1 per dozen+15 per cent | $1.20+35 per cent ($1.725 | +41 per cent. 
| ($1.224 to $1.30). to $1.90). 
ath thus cccaindaatnas ads ncth mineiteansstececkecacseee | $1 per dozen+15 per cent | $2.14....................- +75 per cent. 
(31.224 to 31.305, 
Valued at two dollars and less than three dollars per dozen.................. $1 dozen+ 15 per cent “< per cent ($2.14 to} +65 per cent. 
1.30 to $1.45). 49). 
Valued at three dollars or more per dozen. .............-..-.---2+2---eeeeee- $1.75+-20 per cent ($2.35). .| $1-80+35 per cent ($2.85)../ +21 per cent. 
167 Rivets, studs, and steel points, lathed, machined, or brightened, and rivets or | 
studs for nonskidding automobile tires... . . ............22eseceseeeecceeeeeeees 2 cents per pound (14 per | 45 per cent ad valorem...) +221 per cent. 
cent). 
Rivets of iron or steel, not specially provided for in this section... .. cl 2 GUNES canaccacasoedaces- BE kawas caddnocanand — 38 per cent. 
170 Umbrella and parasol ribs and stretchers, composed in chief value of iron, steel, 
or other metal, in frames or otherwise; and tubes for umbrellas, wholly or par- | 
tially Qe eiiisintin tn drdbeitasesbenssernnshosueesdemeccerans ad valorem...) 35 per cent.............-- a +43 per cent. 
185 | Nickel, nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which nickel is a component material | : 
Of CREE I Ne Baa ikcndencadenncteegecsesscees per pound..| 6 cents (15 per cent).....- es +133 per cent. 
186 | Pens, metallic, except gold pens, with nib and barrel in one piece. .... . es TROIS 6. coccccsuncasenc i eee ----| +25 per cent. 
192 | Enameled dials for watches and other instruments.................... per dial..| 40 per cent............... 3 cents + 40 per cent..... Increase. 
195 | Cans, boxes, packages, and other containers of all kinds (except such as are her- | 
metically sealed by soldering or otherwise), com wholly or in chief value | 
of metal lacquered or printed by any process of lithography whatever, if filled 
or unfilled, and whether their contents be dutiable or free. ....................| 45 per cent.......... sonnel, ae pound + 35 || Increase of not less than 23 
Provided, That none of the foregoing articles shall pay a less rate of duty than....| 45 per cent.............-- 55 per cent............... per coms. 
196 | Bottle caps: , 
If not colored, waxed, lacquered, enameled, lithographed, or embossed in | 
COREE ss cchovecdlhnnns toddedwecnsseanséneadeendess comantonnccscesscnccacezecs 45 per cent. .........++.+- 3 cent = pound + 45 Increase. 
per cent. 
If colored, waxed, lacquered, enameled, lithographed, or embossed in color, | 
08 FE iit titties odpnks cunsacdeanecinigtine cane somkenunecenineso cede gens | 45 per cent.............-- | SPOT OOM, . 000060202000. + 22 per cent. 
197 | Cash registers, jute-manufacturing machinery, linotype and all typesettin } 
| machines, machine tools, printing presses, sewing machines, typewriters, an i 
| Oh CRS I aettiiens adnctactetereabersdncestaseseccocces ad valorem..| 45 per cent............... en cocnntnocs< | —33 per cent. 
| Embroidery machines and lace-making machines, including machines for mak- | 
| ing lace GURPGREIRD, IROUR, GP ORCI... ooo occ cccccccccccccuccceccscee ad valorem..| 45 per cent.............-. Gidea ns cccacaces | 
198 | Nippers and pliers of all kinds (except biacksesith? tongs, surgical and dentai as ; a rare shi 
; _ instruments or parts the ,w y or y manufactured. .... r pound..| 45 per cent............... cents+40 per cent ...... Somparison impracticable. 
214| Porch and window blinds, baskets. curtains, shades or screens of hasaboo. wood, ” 
straw, or compositions of wood, not specially provided for in this section, ad 
VeISEGL sp nested balk dR démotnennandhs edbiecscessncedcececcactinecccece EE ccccacamednocs 35 per cent............... 
_ Ifstained, dyed, painted, printed, polished, grained, or creosoted.ad valorem..} 35 per cent............... SIG cctscinnh matted | +14 per cent 
244 Biscuits, bread, wafers, and similar articles, not specially provided for in this | 
COCCI ccs be taeda ra lantnends unnatnatieh= ne onmanninwes tt ad valorem..| 20 per cent............... © TE Oeiadansucennedenn 
Biscuits, wafers, cakes, and other baked articles, by whatever name known, 
composed in whole 2 & pee of eggs, or any kind of flour or meal, or other | 
material, when swee with sugar, honey, molasses, or other material, or 4 
combined with chocolate, nuts, fruit, or confectionery of any kind, or both so 
— and combined, and without regard to the component material of 
chief value: 
Valued at fifteen cents per pound or less. .....................--. ad valorem. .| 20 per cent............... 3cents+15 per cent ad va- | +75 per cent. 
lorem (35 percent orless). 
Valued at more than fifteen cents per pound..................-. ad valorem. .| 20 per cent............... eee +150 per cent. 
ool eee ——— — —————— — ——— —-- = ——————— | 
Mercerized cloth. 
ss es | Per cent increase 
Classification. Dingley rate. New rate. I+), decrease (—). 
Dingley rate. New rate. Increase. 
315 te 
, at not over seven cents per square 
yard, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or yon. and not exceeding fifty 
“aie inch, counting the . . ; ; ‘ . _ 
warp and filling. ......... Onna caccan geal BOMbcracnenestipsgecenagscacecens ahs claanenye ee etaneendeaca per cent. 
Opn eT at not over nine cents saemta thems mete oi 
per square yard.......... square ~" Be acensesenses SUD cacedihasbbeccanemceccecs GEE. cocesce .--| 24.cents.........| 80 per cent. 
If dyed, colored, stained, palnted. er weriated, 
and valued at not over twelve cents per | | . oices sien jie . 
Square yard. ............. are Sie GOMES coc evescuass is avedeccccts ee per cent. 
| Not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, ined, 
or printed— 
ans fifty and not one 
h threads to the square ‘h, 


counting the warp and filling, and val- 
ued at not over seven cents per square 


Not exceeding six square yards to 
d........per square yard../ 1jcents............ Pe isavedethencscccscdectecces eer eee ee 
e 


wee ee ewww nn POR OUD FOE...) 2G COED. cw wwe wwwww ne) SE CCM « www ee ewe leew eeewerweneeewee, SEVEN e www ewww nnn) MEU wae wn nne 
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Classification. 


315 | Cotton cloth—Continued. 


Not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, 


or fg tk 
ot a ouoeneing one hundred threads to 
are inch, counting the warp 
e filling— 
Valued at over seven and not oyer 
nine cents per square yard, per 
square yard 


Valued at over nine and not over ten 
contp per square yard, per square 


Valued at over ten and not over 
twelve and ene-half cents per 
square yard._....per square yard. . 


Valued at over twelve and one-half 
and not over | cents per 
square yard......per square yard. . 


Valued at over fourteen cents per 
square yard, not less than twenty- 
five per centum ad valorem, per 


Exceeding fifty and not exceeding one hun- 
dred threads to the me i ome 
the warp and filling, 
ued at not over nine cents Saaidiaanamier 

Not exceeding six square yards rhe 
pound__. per square y: 

Exceeding ‘six and not exceeding nine 
— yards to the pound, per square 


ya 
ee nine square yards to the 
oe square yard .. 
Not -. one hund: threads to the 
umes aa , counting the warp and filling, 
Valued at over nine and not over eleven 


cents per square yard..per square yard. . 


Valued at over eleven and not over 
twelve cents per square yard 
square yard 


Valued at over twelve and not over fif- 
—_ cents per square yard, per square 


Valued at over fifteen and not over six- 
— cents per square yard, per square 
yar 


Valued at over sixteen cute per square 
yard, not less than twenty-five per 
centum ad valorem...persquare yard. . 


Exceeding fifty and not exceeding one hun- 
dred threads to the square inch, countin 
the warp and filling, if dyed, colore: 
stained, painted, or printed, and valued 
at not over ae cents per square a 

ae =a ee mre) ja ay 


weccoding six — & not Ponallied oe nine. 
= yards to the pound, per square 


Exceeding mime square yards to the 
poun r square yard. . 

Not p= one hun threads to the 
square inch, counting the warp and filling, 
if ced colored, stained, painted, or 


Valued at over twelve and not over 
twelve and one-half cents per square 


yard 


Valued at over twelve and one-half and 
not over fifteen cents per square yard, 
per square yard 


Valued at over fifteen and not over 
seventeen and one-half cents 
per square yard... 


Valued at over seventeen and one-half 
and not over twenty cents per square 


yard per square yard.. 


Valued at over ote oe cents per = 
y per centum 
per square yard... 


Dingley rate. 


25 per cent ad va- | 
lorem (1.75-2.25 
cents). 


25 per cent ad va- 
lorem (2.25-2.50 
cents). 


* per oe (2.50- 


25 a ae (3-3.50 


25 per cent (3.50 
cents). 


25 per cent (2.25- 
2.75 cents). 


25 per cent (2.75- 
3 cents). 


25 per cent (3-3.75 
cents). 


25 per cent (3.75-4 
cents). 


25 per cent (4 
cents). 


.| 30 per cent (3.60 


3.75 cents). 


30 per cent (3.75- 
4.50 cents). 


30 a om a hic on A 


30 per cent (5.25- 
6 cents). 


30 per cent (6 cents 
and up). 


Per cent increase 
(+), decrease (—). 


Comparison of Dingley and Payne ccts—Continued. 


Mercerized cloth. 


Dingley rate. New rate. 
f 


.| 25 per cent (1.75- 86 per cent. 


2.25 cents). 


-| 25 per cent (2.25- 67 per cent. 


2.50 cents). 


-| 25 per cent (2.50- 100 per cent. 
3 cents). 


.| 25 per cent (3-3.50 100 per cent. 
cents). 


-| 25 cent (3.50 
Bet om 


; Sr ae eet 


2.75 eents). 


.| 25 per cent (2.75- 
3 cents). 

.| 25 per cent (3-3.75 
cents). 

.| 25 per cent (3.75-4 
cents). 


-| 25 per cent (4 


cents). 


31 per cent. 
29 per cent. 


30 cent (3.60- 
3.75 cents). 


.| cent. (3.75- 
am 


-| 3 cent (4.50- 


cents). 


-| 30: per cent (5.25- 


6 cents). 


...| 30per cent (6.cents 


and up). 
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Comparison of Dingley and Payne acts—Continued. 
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| Mercerized cloth. 
| Classification. | Dingley rate. New rate. On, my aad 
Dingley rate. | New rate. | Increase. 
oan E -_ | ’ ee 
Cotton elot 
=e Not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, 
or printed, ‘exceeding one hundred and not 
exceeding one hundred and fifty threads to 
the square inch, counting the warp and 
filling— 
Not exceeding four square yards to the at 
NE ins cactenbice per square yard..| 1} cents............ ith dad nocenmsoncewtindie a 6 EE 67 per cent. 
Ekceeding four and not exceeding six | 
— yards to the pound, per square —_ panies iat ‘ " : 
Sel ttit laineaband dk ats on ciawas egintinasiete BOOM a6 ccc ssc] BOMB. csc ccncsche cscccccccccccecss| SOMMER se ccccccccce.| 8 COMUS.......-..) OD por cont. 
| peeeding six and not exceeding eight | | 
oh yards to the pound, per square | 4 : saat “ : Ps i eeu 
|  # FUT sednc scmbibnsh os «ccc csecsevescogecs | 28 COMES. 2... cccecee| 2B COMUB. 22.22.00}... cc cccccccceces 2} Cemts........-.- ; 34 cents......... | r cent. 
Exceeding eight square yards to the | . Ls 
BOWE <cacsnhiesap<e- per square yard..| 2} cents............ a chaahcchtinccctsacnaietnsn 23 cents.....:. ----| 33 cents......... 36 per cent. 
ay ss oe ; | 
a at over nine and not over ten | 
cents per square yard, per square ‘ : 
| Wa Dh bindthies <kiehscdaussenesus 30 per cent (2.7-3 | 3 cents.......... +11 per cent....| 30 per cent (2.7-3 | 4cents.......... 48 per cent. 
| oo. cents). cents). 
Valu at over ten but not over 
twelve and one-half cents per | 2 - 
square yard...... per square yard. .| 30 we (3-3.75 | 4§ cents......... +46 per cent....| 30 ner ut (3-3.75 | 53 cents......... 79 per cent. 
cents). cents). 
Valued at over twelve and one-half 
and not over fourteen cents per | ss 2 
square yard...... per square yard..' 30 per cent (3.75- | 54 cents......... +47 per cent....| 30 per cent (3.75- | 64 cents......... 73 per cent. 
4 | 4.20cents). 4.20 cents). 
P Valued at over fourteen and not over | 
sixteen cents per square yard, per = ¥ v 
CR nad diss brie de cccreptnesiee 30 per cent (4.20- 63 cents. ........ +55 percent ....| 30 per cent (4.20- | 74.cents......... 79 per cent. 
| 4.80 cents). 4.80 cents). 
Valued at over sixteen cents per | : 
square yard...... per square yard..| 30 2) (4.80 a +67 per cent. .../ 30 aed cent (4.80 9 cents. ..--| 88 per cent. 
cents cents). 
| If bleached— | 
Not exceeding four square yards to the 
POs tise s0000 25400 per square yard..' 2} cents............ Pe kindccuseules.Becscnkavanwens NS 5s vnsneeXes 34 comnts. .....2-. 40 per cent. 
Exceeding four and not exceeding six 
square yards to the pound, per square 
WERT AGM tarn als evccddhuaese anak’ ee ee RN ise oa ai sca ie a cn cteends 33 per cent. 
E Tcordine six and not exceeding eight 
yun. , tee 34 t 34 t 34 cent 44 cent | 29 per cent 
ROO onde bb 6s cadesess sodecssuasscses | SUBAR ss ec cicesees Es cn cstehybleccicncsticavsees Bk wedeck skp nl Gp OU cocccnceh aut ° 
Exceeding eight square yards to the | | Ss 
PONE vis <0 6 cacctsane per square yard..| 3} cents..........-- Bf ME WOME s wecesccb le ce cccccsccncccces | 3} cents........... 4j cents.........| 27 per cent. 
Any te woke, es ‘ 
P at over eleven and no | 
over twelve cents per square | | | 
WEE és sc ccta per square yard..| 35 per — (3.85- | 44 cents......... +10 per cent....| ba ooat B.56- eiicostsec 36 per cent. 
4.20 cents .20 cents). 
Valued at over twelve and not 
over fifteen cents per square 
WEE es doctacd per square yard..| 35 a (4.20- | Tt ae ee +25 per cent.... or (4.20- | 6} cents......... 49 per cent. 
5 OW S). 
Valued at over fifteen and not | 
over sixteen cents per square 5 , tote, Pe 
FONG 0.66. .he05 per square yard.. oe = (5.25- | 6} cents......... +22 per cent.... “7 oes Os- | 74 COMES. 2 00cc0e- 43 per cent. 
-60 cents). | 5.60 cents). 
Valued at over*sixteen and not | 
over twenty cents per square i . : Pe j : . 
WOE kb iccsc ike per square yard... 35 La a (5.60-7 | 8 Gs sekitceka +43 per cent....) 35 = cent (5.60-7 D GOMER. cccecpece 61 per cent. 
| cents). | cents). 
Valued at over twenty cents per . ied = : 
square yard. .per square yard... ‘| 35 percent (7cents) | 10 cents......... +43 per cent....| 35 = cent (7 11 cents. .ccceee- 57 per cent. 
cents). | 
I dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed— 
Not exceeding four square verte to the 
FA noe is taubnes aie -- -BOe —- were. 34 cents. ...........] SE vnhdcsadindeeccercditiensen Te Bidens cues. a 29 per cent. 
xceeding four and not exceeding six 
~~ yards to the pound, per square . | . : - ‘ a 
i Path wn casconesaskeuiteabube I ckncenhcndel MEPs Rae a<oleececcsddBacnenix 3j cents...........| 7 cents. ........| 27 ° 
plendiis six and not exceeding eight 
square yards to the pound, per square . 
PE A ankainaddtnn<ankbghseeneed eo ak eer ee NG titiitine dill « ccniderdumadchngten 4 cents. ........<. | Si comts....:...: 24 per cent. 





Exceeding eight square yards to the | | | 
WON hn doestvas, per square yard..; 44 cents............ | 4h cents......... i aR ee ee t . eee 22 per cent. 
Any of the foregoing, dyed, colored, | | 
stained, ted, or printed— 
Valued at over “oeive and one-half 
but not over fifteen cents per square 





| 
SCE i siédakas aos per square yard..} 35 per cent (4.375- | 5} cents......... +20 per cent. ...| 35 per cent (4.375- | 6} cents......... 43 per cent. 
5.25 cents). 5.25 cents). | 
Valued at over fifteen and not over | | 
seventeen and one-half cents per | - 
square yard...... per square yard... 35 per cent (5.25- | 7 cents.......... | +33 per cent....| 35 per cent (5.25- CO 52 per cent. 
6.125 cents). 6.125 cents). | 
Valued at over seventeen and one- 
half but not over twenty cents per * Sw hs 
square yard..... per square yard...) 35 per (6.125- | 8 cents.......... +31 per cent....! 35 per cent (6.125- | 9 cents..........! 47 per cent. 
| 7cents). 


7 cents). | | 
Valued at over twenty cents per e oS 
square yard ...... per square yard..| 35 percent (7 cents | 10 cents......... +43 per cent....| 35 percent (7 cents | PRIOR, ccnences | 57 per cent. 
and up). and up). i 
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Classification. 


317 | Cotton cloth: 

Not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, 
or printed, exceeding one hundred and fifty 
and not exceeding two hundred threads to 
the square inch, counting the warp and 
filling— 

Not exceeding three and one-half square 

yards to the pound .. .per square yard. . 

Exeeeding three and one-half and not ex- 

ceeding four and one-half square yards 

to the pound per square yard. . 

Exceeding four and one-half and not ex- 

ceeding six square yards to the pound 

per square yard. . 
yards to the 
per square yard. . 


Exceeding six square 
pound 
Any of the foregoing— 
Valued at over ten and not over 
twelve and one-half cents per square 
per square yard. . 


Valued at over twelve and one-half 
and not over fourteen cents per 
per square yard. . 


Valued at over fourteen and not over 
sixteen cents per square yard, 
per square yard 


Valueti at over sixteen and not over 
twenty cents per square yard, 
per square yard 


Valued at over twenty cents per 
square yard, not less than thirty- 
five per centum ad valorem, 
per square yard 

If bleached— 

Not exceeding three and one-half square 
yards to the pound... .per square yard. . 

Exceeding three and one-half and not 
exceeding four and one-half square 
yards to the pound... .per square yard. . 

Exceeding four and one-half and not 
exceeding six square yards to the 
pound per square yard. . 

Exceeding six square yards to the pound, 
per square yard 

Any of the foregoing bleached— 

Valued at over twelve and not over 
fifteen cents _ square yard, 
UF IIS Finns cc dicencscscsccd 


Valued at over fifteen and not over 
sixteen cents per square yard, 
per square yard 


Valued at over sixteen and not over 
twenty cents per square yard, 
per square yard 


Valued at over twenty cents per 
square yard 


Ifdyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed— 
Not exceeding three and one-half square 
yards to the pound..per square yard. . 
Exceeding three and one-half and not ex- 
ceeding four and one-half square yards 

to tke pound per square yard. 
Exceeding four and one-half and not ex- 
ceeding six = yards to the pound, 


pe 
An 


roe y 
the foregoing, dyed, colored, 


nted, or printed— 
at over twelve and one-half 
and not over fifteen cents per 
per square yard.. 


Valued at over fifteen and not over 
seventeen 


o 
ained, 
Val 


35 per cent (4.375- 
4.90 cents). 


35 per cent (4.90- 
5.60 cents). 


35 per cent (5.60- 
7 cents). 


35 per cent (7 cents). 


35 per cent (4.20- 
5.25 cents). 


35 per cent (5.25- 
5.60 cents). 


85 per cent (5.60- 
7 cents). 


{35 per cent (7 


cents). 


40 per cent (5-6 
cents). 


.|@ per cent (6-7 


Valued at over seventeen and one- 
half and not over twenty cents 
per square yard. .per square yard. . 


Valued at over twenty cents per 
square yard per square yard.. 


238 | Cotton cloth: 

Not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 
ainted, or printed, exceeding two hun- 
bred and not exceeding three hundred 
threads to the square inch, counting the 

warp and filling— 
Not exceeding two and one-half square 
yards to the pound..per square yard. . 
Exceeding two and one-half and not ex- 
ceeding three and one-half square 
yards to the pound. ..per square yard... 


cents). 
# per cent (7-8 
cents). 


40 per cent (8 cents 
and up). 


4} cents......... 


5) conits. ......-- 


64 cents......... 


Scents..... 


10 cents.....cccs- 


6 cents. ........- 


PURE se cccccees 


8 cents. ......... 


10 cents . ....00-- 


Comparison of Dingley and Payne acts—Continued. 


50 per cent. 


87 per cent. 


: 7 (3.50- 


cents). 


: — cent (4.375- 


+43 per cent.... 


+43 per cent... 


cents). 


35 per cent (4.90- 
5.60 cents). 


35 cent (5.60- 


.| 61 per cent. 
cents). 


35 per cent(7 cents) 


29 per cent. 


25 per cent. 
24 per cent. 


.| 35 per cent (5.25- 


5.60 cents). 


.| 35 per cent (5.60- 
7 cents). 


SA COENS. Lccs,-..! 


3} cents........... 


4 CODES... cccccce ee 
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Comparison of Dingley and Payne acts—Continued. 


























4997 


Increase. 


——— > ——— 

Mercerized cloth. 

Per cent increase Baie 
Classification. New rate. (+),d (-). 
Dingley rate. New rate. 

—- 

| Cotton cloth—Continued. 
ie Not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 


ainted, or printed, exceeding two hun- 
red and not exceeding three hundred 
threads to the square inch, counting the 
warp and filling—Continued. 
Exceeding three and one-half and not 
exceeding five square yards to the 








































Sine hans etieeieerende per square yard. . Ss <ehteeeee $3 cents......... 
Ebveeding five square yards to the 
BOONE 6 isn enine ego per square yard...) § cents............. SI inane cali nig dukéeren eames eatacenteiene Oc ces scenes 
Any of the foregoing— 
Valued at over twelve and one- 
half and not over fourteen cents 
per square yard, per square 
Stes: sohas caednaceecmees 40 per cent (5-5.60 | 5§ cents......... +10 per cent...) 40 per cent (5-5.60 | 64 cents......... 
cents). | cents). 
Valued at over fourteen and not 
over sixteen cents per square 
yard, per square yard.......... 40 per cent (5.60- | 64 cents......... +17 per cent... | 40 per cent (5.60- | 7} cents......... 
6.40 cents). | 6.40 cents). - 
| Valued at over sixteen and not 
over twenty cents per square | 
yard, per square yard.......... 40 per cent (6.40- | 8 cents.......... +23 per cent....| 40 per cent (6.40- | 9 cents.......... 
8 cents). 8 cents). 
Valued at over twenty cents per » 
square yard. .persquare yard..| 40 per cent (8 | 10cents......... +25 per cent....|40 per cent (8 } licents......... 
cents). cents). 
If bleached— 
Notexceeding twoand one-halfsquare 
yards to the pound, per equere yard.| 44 cents............ I <i: abictiicameaiediinnee« | aes. & cents......... 
Exceeding two and one-haif and not 
{ exceeding three and one-half square | 
yards tothe pound, per square at MPUEEn oc eccocecces ibn cscdnddidacdeesnscacemneene< iC ccssunenawe EE ain. Gtepeatginiics 
Exceeding three and one-half and not } 
exceeding five square yards to the | 
Ss 00 oleneas per square yard..| 54 cents..........-.. GPE ccccddolececnvcccoucnenen« 53 cents........... 63 cents......... 
— five square yards cal 
icineoneccoowns per square ON ee ee ee 
Any of the foregoing, ie | 
Valued at over fifteen and not over 
sixteen cents per square yard, per 
Gn da> cosnanéenucanassnnin 40 per cent (6-6.40 | 6} cents......... +8 per cent.....| 40 per cent (6-6.40 | 7} cents........ 
cents). cents). 
Valued at over sixteen and not over 
twenty cents per square yard, per 
ais Cedunigssacnedequwnd 40 per cent (6.40- | 8 cents.......... 25 per cent...... 4) per cent (6.40- | 9cemts......... 
. Scents). 8 cents). 
Valued at over twenty and not over 
t cents 
Qi nntidevevecs per square yard..| 40 per cent (8-10 11} cents........ +41 per cent....| 40 per cent (8-10 | 12} cents....... 
cents). cents). 
Valued at over twenty-five cents per | 
square yard...... per square yard..| 40 per cent (10 | 12} cents........ +25 per cent....| 40 per cent (10 | 134 cents....... 
cents). cents). 
I! dyetecteane, stained, painted, or ted— 
Not exceeding three and 0) square 
yards to the pound...per square yard..| 6} cents............ Ce isativcntigivtdescvastcreseded a ae 
Exceeding three and one-half square 
yards oe pees peas iid Giiicrcvessecren« Fete ciettichcucncededssiuediod sick cccnccin 8 cents. ........ 
Any of the foregoing, dyed, ecleeed, 
a gee or printed— 
Valued at over seventeen and one- 
half and net over twenty cents per 
square yard...... per square yard..| 40 per cent (7-8 | Scents.......... +14 per cent....| 40 per cent (7-8 | 9cents......... 
. | cents). cents). 
Valued at over twenty and not over 
twenty-five cents per square yard, 
Pe Sil nds dns cuiten vscivexns 40 per cent (8-10/ 1l}cents........ +41 per cent....| 40 per cent (8-10 12}. cents ....... 
. | cemts). cents). 
Valued at over twenty-five cents per 
square yard......per square yard..| 40 per cent (10 | 12} cents........ +25 per cent....; 40 per cent (10 | 13}cents........ 
cents and up). cents and up). 
319 os ee dyed, col 
Not yed, colored, stained, painted, 
or nted, exeeeding three hundred 
threads to the square inch, counting the 
warp and filling— 
Not exceeding two square yards to the 
ee per square yard..| 4cents............. SOUR a wc cccccdclecccccccecsccesces BOMB Be cc cccceesss Scents........ 
Exceeding two and not exceeding three 
Square yards to the pound, per square 
Pitas cvcse doe chidindiiiiedhnns | 4 cents............ I, oni ctttbebnsdesensntiiebenes | | 5} cents....... 
Exceeding three and not exceeding four | 
Square yards to the pound, per square 
et Sa rae Co ee ee een 6 cents........ 
SED ar Suite panes 0. the a . fi “ i 
we seee-+--...-.per Square yard...) 54 ceomts............ | Seiad écadincaccecocuceccecce 5} cents........... 6} cents....... 
Any of the foregoing— — : a | 
Valued at over fourteen and not over 
sixteen cents per square yard, per } 
i ieitnantiiaten ts cidamoe 40 per cent (5.6-6.4 | 64 cents......... +16 per cent....| percent (5.6-6.4 | 7} conts....... 
‘ cents). | cents). } 
Valued at over sixteen and not over 
twenty cents per square yard, 
per square yard.................... 40 per a (6.4-8 | Scents.......... +25 per cent....| 40 per cent (6.4-8 | 9 cents........ 
| cents). | | cents). 
Valued at over t and not over } 
twenty-five cents per square yard, 
per square yard.................... | 40 pe ome (8-10 | 11} cents........ +41 per cent....| 40 per cent (S-19 | 12} cents...... 
cents). cents). 
Valued at over twenty-five cents per | | 
| square yard...... per square yard..| 40 per cent (10 | 12} cents........ | +25 per cent. --| 40 per cent (10 / 13}cents...... 
| cents). | | cents). \ 





» 


~ 


per cent. 


20 per ent. 


30 per cent. 
| 34 per cent. 


| 41 per eent. 


38 per cent. 


22 per cent. 


20 per cent. 


18 per cent. 
17 per cent. 


25 per cent. 


.| 11 per cent. 


.| 53 per cent. 


.| 35 per cent. 


16 per cent. 
14 per cent. 


29 per cent. 


53 per cent. 


35 per cent. 


25 per cent 


» 


per cent. 
20 per cent. 


18 per cent. 


34 per cent. 


41 per cent. 


53 per cent. 


35 per vent. 
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Classification. Dingley rate. 


319 | Cotton cloth—Continued. 
If bleached— 
Not exceeding two square yards to the 
pound per square yard. . 
Exceeding two and not exceeding three 
ag yards to the pound, per square 
yar 
Exceeding three and not exceeding four 
soa yards to the pound, per square 
yarc 
Exceeding four _ ya to the 
pound ogee yard.. 
Any of the foregoing, bieach 
Valued at over sixteen and not over 
twenty cents per square yard, 
per square yard 


Valued at over twenty and not over 
twenty-five cents per square yard, 
d 40 per cent (8-10 

cents). 


Valued at over twenty-five cents per 
square yard per square yard. . 


Ifdyed, colored, stained, painted,or printed— 
al exceeding three square yards to the 
und per es yard.. 
Exceeding three square yards to the 


poun uare - ; 
Any of the roe gmp syed, colo! 
stained, painted, or prin 
Val at over twenty nana not over 
twenty-five cents per square yard, 
per square yard 


Valued at over twenty-five cents per 
square yard per square yard..| 40 a cent (10 
ts). 


40 per cent (10 
cents). 


40 per cent (8-10 
cents). 


Classification. 


328 ss hose and half-hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, or oan wholly 
in part by knitting machines or frames, or knit by hand, including such as 
on commercially known as seamless stockings, hose and half-hose, and clocked 
stockings, hose and half-hose, all of the above composed of cotton or other vege- 

table fiber, finished or unfinished: 
Valued at not more than one dollar per dozen pairs 


Valued at more than one dollar per dozen pairs, and not more one one dollar 
and fifty cents per dozen pairs. dozen pairs. . 


Valued at more than one dollar and fifty cents per dozen a — not more 
than two dollars per dozen pairs per dozen pairs. . 


Valued at more than two dollars per dozen pairs, and not more than three 
dollars per dozen pairs per dozen pairs. . 
Valued at more than three dollars per dozen pairs, and not —_ than five 
dollars per dozen pairs per “—— a. : 
Valued at more than five dollars per dozen pairs < 
Men’s and boys’ cotton gloves, knitted or woven: 
Valued at not more than six dollars per dozen pairs 


Valued at more than six dollars dozen pairs 
847 | Linoleum, corticene, and all other fa a coverings for floors, aaa 
oil or Saare similar product, plain, stam ~ painted, or printed 
rovided for herein: 
rrr nin nine eet or under in width 


From nine feet up to twelve feet in width 
Twelve feet and over in width 


air 


Any of the foregoing of whatever width, the composition of which forms 
designs or patterns, whether inlaid or otherwise. 


Ollcloth for floors: 
Nine feet or less in width 


From nine to twelve feet in width. ..............ss+ eoccocncoeedesesobecees 
Twelve feet and over in width............. Seecececece ececoueccosseeseenense 


850 | Laces, embroideries, ed. , flouncings, nets, net 
, and veils, com 
it wool), 


of cotton, silk, artificial sili, or other 
(ex made on et ia Provided, That no 
any descrip 


handkerchiefs, or articles composed 
Sa call pay ates fate of @ —_ 
| amecteonlnsne ycpmameneies orb materials of which 


New rate. 


8 cents...... «+--| +25 per cent.... 


11} cents........| +41 per cent.... 


.-| 50 wae per cent (67 


.| 50 percent ($3).......0.-. 
-| 50 per Cent. ...ccccccosces 


Per cent increase 
(+), decrease (—). 
Dingley rate. 


40 t (6.48 
cents). 


40 per cent (8-10 
cents). 

+25 percent....| 40 per cent (10 
cents). 


COOH eee eee eeeeeee 


+41 per cent....| 40 per cent (8-10 
cents). 


+25 per cent....| 40 per cent (10 
cents). 


Dingley rate. 


70 cents+15 per cent (88 
per cen per cent). 


60 cents+15 per cent (58 
per cent). 


70 cents+15 per cent (51 
per cent). 


$1.20+15 per cent. 
$2+15 per cent........ eee 
55 


seeneeeee 


85 cents+15 per cent (77 
per cent). 


90 cents+15 per cent (62 
per cent). 


$1.20+15 per cent......... 


50 cents+40 per cent 
($2.90). 
50 per cent. ......cccccoee 


Counts per epusse yendt- 


8 cents per square yard+ 

per cen 15 cent. 

er aaae yeaa 
cen’ 


l 20 cents pet square yard 


+20 per cen 
(2) 
Squnm perepeese yard+ 


8 cents pers oyune yard+ 


20 cents per oquare uare yard 
+20 per cen 


- 70 per CONt. .....cececeses 


134 cents........ 


AUGUST 5, 


-+-| 53 per cent. 


35 per cent. 


Per cent increase (+), de- 
crease (—). 


+50 cent on the specific 
Pot duty. 


cent of the specific 
and —25 per cent of 
valorem part of the 
duty. 
Increase. 


the specific 


specific 
The ae 


cent 
of the 
+ c- 
of the duty 
cent 
of the duty and - 
of the ad v slorem 
the duty. 


= 
ton the 
of 
du 


+17 per cent. 


> eer tariff only inlaid linoleum and corticene were dutiahle st 20 conte per square yard plas 20 per cent ad valocem, while granite and plank linoloums 


were held to be subject to the same duties as 
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Comparison of Dingley and Payne acts—Continued. 





Per cent increase (+), de- 
crease (—). 


eR RRR RRR RRR RRR Ree eee eee eee eeeneeweeeeeeewea Ph UU...) OU DEE CCLLb. cwnnccneweeens 


CC ee per pound..} 30 per cent............... a ksichtieies ach Gchaibbiaiied Com: — 
Ungumened, wee ot ; or if further advanced by any process of pariso n 
tion fo the rates herein provided Deana per d..| 30 per cent............... Ic tininctwsgiecmaedd ae of detailed fig- 












Sewing silk, ner twist, —S aad silk threads or yarns of any description from ures of costs 
raw silk, not specially provided for in this secti on: 
Ti 9s Chait ttn ved ciginctignretiigpgindencramrittngequeces per pound../ 30 per cent............... ee 
If ungummed, wholly or in part, or if further advanced by any process of 
MAMIUNIG . «ons ec cccvverenccnecwocecocccocoseevecccescceee = pound. . $1.50. 22.22. eeecereoeee--- 
| Provided, That in no case shall duty be assessed on a less number of yards 
| than is marked on the skeins, cops, spools, or beams. 
399 | Velvets, chenilles, and other pile fabrics, nat specially provided fcr in this section, 
| cut or uneut, composed wholly or in chief value silk: 
Weighing not less than five and three-fourths ounces per square yard, per 
POU. ov nnecescdncccsssecasccccccccseccnsccccccccecesescnscescccccccscceces $1.50+-15 per cont.........] $1.50... .......ccceeeeeenes eee of 15 per cent ad 
valorem. 
Welstins Sap Sup Sue ond GeGate Sanath 960 SmNS YaN, Se was 
— four ounces, or if all the filling is not cotton.......... per pound...) $1.50+-15 per cent........ Pete scacskbeserpnneaed Increase. 
Ifelt the Siting is cotton sia diinndenatualitalnendinjitinns delastibcieninineraiseniaia per pound..| $1.50+-15 per eent........ a Practically equivalent. 
All the weighing less than four ounces to the square yard, per 
Dt aliand ddnctihdrebutedndnts tinct baekmibisinasnnntettabesie yinel $1.50+15 per cent........ ae Increase. 
Plushes, cut or uncut, composed wholly or in chief value of silk: 
WwW eighing no not less than nine and eas Sees ee per pound. .| $1.00+15 per cent........ TN ns cinenidinahinbitigiadbenstdiehia Reduction. 
y less than nine and one-half ounces per square yard....per pound..| $1.00+15 per cent........ cusdétecsevisensesen Increase. 
Velvet ee ot chaz pile Siuies nat over ve inches and not less" 
three-fourths of one inch in width, cut or uncut, of which silk is the com- 
conan material — —. -_ eS a ed for in this section: 
Con no except that vedges— 
Trblack. Si hl diatyindcinmtintoniapenadoesasseapananmaciipireid per pound..| $1.50+15 per cent... ..... DR eccsnsiieescdasouiis Reduction. 
nin dit acd dtvetinaibamhleuestbeneued per pound..| $1.50+15 ates Steeeese tb tudsveledkicdcinasiess Reduction. 
If me silk other than that in the pile and selvedges— 
Dinan china Sim tidied nabatesedibiaahasiotniameptentianilint per pound ..| $1.50+-15 per cent........| $2........................| Equivalent (approximate). 
Hother than black I SE Ea ee a. $1.50+ 15 per cent........ | $2.25 latch telihan., dhcietsbitiotinand Increase. 
For each one-fourth of one inch or fraction thereof, less than three-fourths of 
ain nkdns diucinckiecduniiboessgcecbicdeesisias per pound..| Nothing in addition to | 40centsin addition to the | Increase. 
the above rate. above rate. 
Woven fabrics in the piece, composed wholly or in chief value of silk, not specially 
| Prvveighing iin ian third of ard. und..| $4.50 $4 ll t. 
ghing not more one- one ounce per square per il hte ici daeet Oihescecctctngakareedese —Il1 per cen 
Weldhias mate than enothaed ef ene cuuea, bel met iaage team tue teteds-el 
one ounce per square yard— 
te i Riahinannddadcdualbseepbesinaccepaceesis ee ab cdeccecececncsesees es ESS +20 per cent. 
If 2 wae? SIE itedintnbed pean esnesienes Pibeuedectveyececsqecdsoes Gwik<é>scvendquabeedses +8} per cent. 
If further ad vanced b any proceds at imanaischt o otherwise, oritdyed } 
or printed in the pisse  iethdiiieiaetinind dlebdaeannennganninl per Pl nbncnencandebanerces S Cb <ccccasens silat acre +8 per cent. 
Weighing more than two-thirds of one ounce, but not more than one ae ' 
per square 
EE nha i cncnmandsenenniniitaidiioberecenmningh St MI cenccscccceccesccce< SR ictinnddumbettianks -----| +6 per cent. 
Ifungummed, wholly or in part..........................-- ana namnneeeheetns ncaa ieee nates 
Iffurtherad vanced by any process of manufacture or ahacln a ifdyed 
I ha sin cn cane daca coaheeseasseute EL dt Gn acc ecctccccdsesenes SP Shionesedbundiseeess 
Weighing more than one ounce but not more than one and one-third ounces 
per square 
oe 0 TL iatebtpnbeneainnenes i hidiehi tea gtiiincaiaod 
ccd use nbadansbee CUE. hahecevncnecees I edi a | —5 per cent. 
furthe r ner evened © Saoiieiescinianaibatiansancthanrtaa orifdyed 
tl eth iainedinbintnevenenaivannin shinai por pound _ .} $8.26... 2... .5.00c0s5....5--} SRID........ccccceesee--| —4 DOr Comt 
Weighing more Sates ion asetiel cuss but not more than two and. 
= ~~ amg and if containing not more than twenty per centum in 
oO 
Wen pepe BONE. « cecssstecvcecces hii ccawanndeseatan +40 per cent. 
wholly or in part, or | 
of manufacture or otherwise, or if dyed or pened fn the 
ie Rika dttine tnanicdenidescbageetastcvnacesoctas a. Sa SE davntincnmenedheatd | +42 per cent. 
1 cealidiintatiiaabaiees ‘sasha’ san annbusss, task tab aaeas thant a per i 
centum in weight of silk— 
vie a a i are a aan cal ae el per pound. | G5cents.................- SN sathcnccdnacat +30 per cent. 
If ungummed, a or in pat or if further advanced by any process of 
or printed in the piece. per pound..} $0 cents.................- 0 SEPARA ee +37} per cent. 
If containing mere than thirty per cantum. but not moss than forty per } 
¢ centum in weight of silk— | 
Ee acirnn sb davekesaheremessncndbantiahass sea per pound. ./ 90 cents.................. Ge dacudiecsctoncccccea +17 per cent. 
c Ifungummed, wholly one, ote ey any process of 
4 manufacture or otherwise. or if dyed or — in the piece. per ~y GRD. 20 ccccccedsesacsece. Sin cdimcatungcconcsaes +14 per cent. 
e If containing more than forty per centum, bu snese ans forty: } 
centum in weight of sitk— 
= ee Aldine a6 ckinicnaasdeebbibigdunctages sens ia CDOT, ccc cccastsecasen« i ididindecdipscrsescecas | +39 per cent 
If ungummed, wholly or in part, or if further advanced by any process of 
manufacture or other wise or if dyed or printed in the piece. .per GB cc dc ccccacapesacesés Pn ces ccenacescosscces +36 per cent 
If containing more forty-five per centum, a ay 
ic centum in velght of al of silk— 
a se tbh en cca nédkadebiccaseces per pound. .| 2.50... ........-...--.0.- ian céinbiaanticedad | —50 per cent 
ic if wholly or in part, or if further advanced by any process of 
anufacture ctier wise ox tdguder pointes in the .per SS ee SI dl ecshstie inasiscaiiteiaited | —50 per cent. 
Ic If containing more than fifty per centum in weight of silk or if wholly of silk— 
*) he a sn coernaphecnbadah ens — | I ediiicehaderale aetchanieneh 
n If ungummed, weeny a re, or if further nese y process of 
manufacture or otherwise, or if dyed or the piece. REE SE a Si ivstheeivencentenneets 
Tfungummed, wholly or in part, <= if Ser advanced any process of 
or otherwise, or if in the piece. per pound. .} 60cents.................. MG ec idtnaiaddates +17 per cent 
1! undiainae ee more han twenty per oon atm not more than thirty per 
centum in weight of silk— 
= Ne a ted per pound. .| 65 cents.................- a | +15 per cent. 
ro wholly or in part, or if further advanced by any process of 
or otherwise, or if dyed or printed in the piece. per pound. .| 80cemts.................- GRGEER, c.ncedctveneesccs- | +12} per cent. 
ng If cunbelaine ——- than an thirty per centum, but not more than forty per 
centum in weight of silk. 
ek ea dac acne ngtcees per pound..} 90 cents. ................. Si asnckcdddakoccesce 
It ungunemed, wholly or in part, or if further advanced by any process ©% 
manufacture or or otherwise, or if dyed or printed in the . per pour d..i $1.10. ................--s Wi Riwdecccecenwecesociad 
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Classification. 


29 a Woven fabrics in the piece, compen’ wholly or in chief value of silk, not specially 
provided for in this section ntinued. 
If containing more than forty per centum, but not more than forty-five per 
centum in weight of silk— 
If in the gum per pound. . 
If ungummed, wholly or in part, or if further advanced by my 1 — of 
manufacture or otherwise, or if dyed or printed in the plece. pe a 

If containing more than forty-five per centum, but not more than filty per 

_ 


centum in weight of silk— 
If in the gum per poun: 
If unguamed, wholly or in part, or if further advanced by any ene of 
manufacture or otherwise, or if dyed or printed in the piece. 7 
Ifcontaining more than fifty per centum in weight of silk, or Yr wholl » ereilke 
If in the gum om po 
If ungummed, wholly or in part, or if further advanced by any process of 
manufacture, or otherwise, or if dyed or printed in the piece. per pound. . 
Woven fabrics in the piece, composed wholly or of chief value of silk, if dyed in 
the thread or yarn, and the weight is not increased in dyeing beyond the original 
weight of raw silk: 

If containing less than thirty per centum in silk pu pene. 
If containing more than thirty per centum but not more than forty-five per 
centum in weight of silk per pound. . 

Ifcontaining more than forty-five per centum in weight of silk. . , pound... 
If weight is increased in cyeing beyond the original weight ‘of raw silk; if | 
weighing more than one-third of one ounce, but not more than one ounce, 
pers = sane yard— 
ack eaees selvedges) per pound. . 
if other than black pe pound. . 
If weighing more than one ounce, but not more than one and one-third 
ounces per square yard— 
er ND... scence cbodsesosceccaveesen per pound. . 
If other than black rT pound.. 
If weighing more than one and one-third but not more than one an two-thirds 
ounces per square yard— 
If black (exeept selvedges) 
If other than black 
If weighing more than one and two-thirds, but not more than two ounces per 
square yard— 
f black (except selvedges) 
If other than b 
If weighing more than two but not more than eight ounces per square yard, 
and if containing not more than thirty per centum in weight of silk— 
Be ee ID CT ainid pvcdcanindcdnccctseccacsccsess per pound.. 
If other than und.. 
If containing more than thirty per centum but not more than forty-five per 
centum in weight of silk— 
If black — selvedges) per pound... 
If other than black per pound. . 
If containing more than forty-five per centum in weight of silk, but not more 
than sixty per centum- — 
If black (exce 
If other than b 
If containing more on sixty per centum in weight of silk, or if com 
wholly of silk, and if having not more than four hundred and forty single 
threads to the inch in the warp— 
If black (except selvedges) 
If other than 
If having more than four hundred and forty, but not more than six 
single threads to the inch in the warp— 
If black (except selvedges) 
If other than black 
If having more than six hundred, but not more than seven hundred and 
sixty single threads to the inch in the warp— 
If black (except selvedges) 
If other than black 
If having more than seven hundred and sixty, but not more than nine hun- 
dred and twenty single threads to the inch in the warp— 
If black (exce = selvedges) 
If other than 
If ay ing more than _— hundred and twenty single threads to the 
the wa 
If black ( (except selvedges) 
If other than 
If printed in the warp— 
Ww pounds not more than one and one-third ounces per square yard, per 
oun 


$1.10 


r pound. . 
x hundred 


S pound. .| $1.50 


the Inch in| 7 


Wei ching more ae are aes * ai as 
ut in no case s' any ie on uard looms, “7 
containing more than one color in the filling, or any of the goods 
enumerated in this pear, , including such as have India rubber 
as a component ma’ a less rate of duty than 
405 | Yarns, threads, filaments of artificial or imitation silk, or of artificial or imitation 
horsehair, by whatever name known, and by whatever process mad 
If in the form of singles 
If in the form of tram 
If in the form of organzine per 
Provided, That in no case shall any yarns, threads, or filaments of artificial 
or imitation silk or imitation h , or any yarns, threads, or filaments 
made from waste of such materials, pay a less rate of duty than 
Braids, laces, embroideries, galloons, neck rufflings, f 


Beltings, cords, tassels, ribbons 


Other articles or fabrics co eee wholly or in chief value of , threads, 
filaments, or fibers of imitation silk or of artificial or imitation 
horsehair, by whatever name known, and by whatever process made, ‘ 


412 | Labels and flaps, printed in less than 


ors oo printing to be counted 
oe two colors), but not printed in whole 


in part in anatase Cant... ..908 BES. 20 cents........ 

bands of the same number of colors and prin tings d..| 20cents.... 

ls and fla printed in eight er mare celemn, Dut net printed in wb or in 
part in metal leaf ee eaneestet eta ea SPORENS, coccsnevsveatlend 


...| 45 per cent ad valorem. . 


Per cent increase (+), de. 
crease (— ). 


+22 per cent. 
+18 per cent. 


—56 per cent. 
—57 per cent. 
—10 per cent. 
“—8 per cent. 


+79 per cent, 
.| +45 per cent. 


—10 per cent. 
+20 per cent. 


—20 per cent. 
+10 per cent. 


+20 per cent. 
+11 per cent. 


+10 per cent. 


—11 per cent. 


+10 per cent. 


+20 per cent. 
+11 per cent. 


+33 per cent. 
+22 per cent. 


+50 per cent. 
+33 per cent. 
+8 per cent. 


+8 per cent. 
—8 per cent. 


.| —10 per cent. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
Increase. 

Increase. 


ees 





Compertoen impracticable. 
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| 
Classification. Dingley rate. New rate. Per cent increase (+), de- 
crease (—). 
—_— eS 
412 | Cigar bands of the same number of colors and printings. ............ per pound..} 30 cents.................-. i dant eee Ee eae +33 per cent. 
| Labels and flaps, printed in whole or in in metal leaf........... per pound..| 50 cents..................| ie ccc cvavace aces : 
Cigar bands, printed in whole or in part in metal leaf............... per pound. .| 50 cents.................. SCE teccccceutdtcccss +10 per cent. : 
All labels, , and bands not exceeding ten square inches cutting size in dimen- t 
sions, if em or die-cut: 
Printed in less than eight colors (bronze pate to be counted as two colors), 
but not printed in whole or in part in metal leaf............... per poun si eciadienddeiniines i ncnsanccnstsanqeceo! +50 per cent. ; 
sh se tee amen but not printed in whole or in part in metal | 
RE Ee anda netiadiasdbesaamenssaccedheseseut per pound..| 30 cents..................| 40cemts..................| +33 percent. 
Pented in whole or in part in metal leaf........................- per —- hon eure nncmatl Sc ansthbdtuescsses +10 per cent. 
Bookielhy cavksGee sees en ew han cos cdgcaseddagtacensccsscepcecqaes per poun Oa iccccescccssedaes WiawesSecseececascs — 12 per cent. 
Books of = or — material for children’s use, not exceeding in Pret 
twemstyPGPUle SUNN se 0 os seen nciccscondostbcnsassaceescsuse< pa pe Peenwnwnciccenddeces f CORREDS cncescccssccncciece | —25 per cent. 
Fashion magazines or ——— # printed in whole or in part by thographic | 
PROCRD, OE GUNN OE MIN as aoc co ccsccccesetnccesscceseosesse per pound. .| Scents................... S Conts. .......cccccceeeee i 
Booklets, decorated in w or in part by hand or by spraying, whether = not ia 
lithographed ii Ties die einmas Wah bseenddersedun> nckbbeteenss segea 7 SS ae ae Ns cadutsivirinidan | +88 per cent. f 
All other articles than those hereinbefore specifically provided for in this = | | K 
a h: 
Nat exceeding eight one-thousandths of one inch in thickness..per pound...) 20 cents........ aiaitlmaatiteedl 7 RRS ne 
Exceeding eight and not exceeding twenty one-thousandths of one inch in | | ’ 
thickness, and less than thirty-five square inches cutting size in dimen- af 
OR BI its ae ono cs'ewssdanccndianeensavsessoac per pound..| 5cents................... fC eee eee | +70 per cent. ak 
Exceeding thirty-five square inches cutting size in dimensions...per pound. .| ic nicvhearencsbeahidl 5 PN, ncndnckhacbabaiien 
All of said articles exceeding eight and not exceeding twenty one-thou- | 
sandths of one inch in thickness— | 
nn. ccacccddocececenastmsnnees= Et OMNIIE, ce ccccccucsescccuk |. OG... .coctuvianiveseds +80 per cent. 
If both die cut and embossed.......................-..------ per pound..| 5cents..................- GRO. <.canketuusetctaux +90 per cent. 
Exceeding thirty-five square inches cutting size in dimensions— ‘| } 
I a vn ansdhat cébeccseeaessageanecevesiesposacoc | BOGE. cnscccccccccccc... GRGRING. ccccdscisaseesded | +6 per cent. 
in. nc usa ackdbetweseahedaneccecsdpeceneteese Pi icddiddeséoctonee eee | +12 per cent. ea 
| Exceeding twenty one-thousandths of one inch in thickness.._.........:.....- | a st OI wesdathigcetdecs< ttm 
415 | Press boards or press paper, valued at ten cents per pound or over. .ad valorem. OT a eee +40 per cent. : ; 
Wrapping paper not specially provided for in this section._... shined ad valorem...) 25 percent...............| 35 percemt............... +40 per cent. 4 Re 
Paper not spectely provi Be Se In oo cnesecunscsecksces ad valorem..| 25 per cent............... 35 per cent............... +40 per cent. a 
416 | Views of an a scene, building, place or locality in the United States, on | 
cardboard or paper, b y whatever rocess printed or produced, including those | 
a or in part p r lithographic or Phetogalatin process (ex- | 
o— show cards), ras), coun Sey-atve square inches or less of surface per view, | | 
bound or unbound, or in any other form: | 
Not thinner than eight one-thousandths of one inch.....................---- | 25 per cent ad valorem...! 15 cents per pound +25 | Increase. 
| per cent ad valorem. i 
Thinner than eight one-thousandths of one inch... ...............-.--.------ | IIR ccccudeacecsie $2 per 1,000.............. Comparison impracticable. _ 
433 Bombs, rockets, Roman candles, and fireworks of all descriptions, not specially | Rie 
srovided for in this section, the weight on all the foregoing to include all aw | | ie 
ngs, wrappings, at and d packing en Bh nn nnudantnesis «nis per po ee a +50 per cent. ea 
439 | Manufactures of furs, vanced than dressing and dyeing, when eed | ae 
for use as material, including plates, | NE CRONIES «6 én0- ccd stigecivve.-.. | 20 per cent ad valorem...) 35 percent ad valorem...| +75 per cent ad valorem. f if 
| Articles of wearing apparel of every description, partly or wholly manufactured, | Wa 
| composed of, or of which fur is the component material of chief value, poe 
od VOR at dies ii tach edneivge <ikidind’ den ab Wa teh trend de cedicdgdugwort eee CE eee | 50 percent............... +43 per cent. PE 
462 | Woven fabrics composed wholly or in chief value of asbestos... ... .. ad valorem. . : 26 per cent............... | 40 per cent......... wie +60 per cent. a 
ei i eget ere ili ili canal + 
COMPARISON OF THB TARIFF ACT OF 1909 (H. R. 1438) WITH THE DINGLEY TARIFF LAW, SHOWING THE VALUB OF IMPORTS AND DUTIES COLLECTED ay 


AS REPORTED FOR THE YEAR ENDING JUNB 30, 1907, COMPARED WITH ESTIMATED DUTIES UNDER THE ACT OF 1909 AS AGREED TO BY THE COM- 
MITTER OF CONFERENCE, GROUPED TO SHOW SEPARATELY THE VALUB OF IMPORTS ON WHICH THE DUTIES ARE UNCHANGED, INCREASED, OR 
DECREASED, AND THE PERCENTAGES OF INCREASE OR DECREASE, BASED UPON THE STATEMENT PREPARED BY THE FINANCE COMMITTED OF THE 
SENATE ESTIMATING REVENUES OF THE CONFERENCE BILL, EXCEPT AS TO PARAGRAPHS 184, 193, AND 381. 


{Prepared by the Bureau of Statistics, Department of Commerce and Labor.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, : tae 
BUREAU OF STATISTICS, e* 
Washington (Wednesday, 4.45 p. m.), August 5, 1909. 
Hon. Ropert M. La Fou.erre, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Sir: I return you herewith your tariff statement, which has been looked over in accordance with your request. The differences between 
our estimate and that of the Senate Finance Committee have been noted thereon. 
Yours, very truly, 
O. P. AUSTIN, 
(One inclosure.) Chief of Bureau. 
SCHEDULE A. 








Chemicals, oils, and paints. f 
[All ad valorem percentages are based on dutiable values. n. e.—not enumerated in the tariff. (L) Classed as Luxuries, articles of voluntary use.] 
| | wha 
ee el Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 
Para- Classification of present law (Act of | : 
—_ 1997), | sesame al 
Revenue under— | R : under— 
ket Italies ind . Per | evenue under 
of ported ep Gamueniisco ont Finance | F 4 = ~~ s a te ae | ion gi Re 
1909. | a the U ; en under ° mports, | of 
hited States Senate law. oil 1907.’ |presentlaw. increase. 4 nt | Cae 1907. | de- | Present (Conference 
” aw oT 





| | | 





P.ct.| Pct. | 
o | 0. 2k. Sidivcsstedibeces a nal a celnnedila nn ie ah Do opdecaes eee Michie hlinakadene 
Acetic or igneous 
Specific ty not exceed- | 
= 4. Saeoiieetesowocapecs 3.08) 3. $381. | ES Se eeccadked Nensaduees a nebacs a tassel atten ecape Reshasoqunil ae 
" gravity exceeding 
itn ok enn epaauii 17.77) 17.77 8,017 i rs ae bacineneendesete | seinen adie Rita aie haa ce le gaiebeneteblaaanses 
Acetic anhydrid..... ee Re i SE Bs i ie enesdatecslececseseoiecececeacces i it cata Reet bhai tnen addil eh 
SAE Ebaedcceccescdsces SS ff Se Lh A LT VN we YY mw Yr Foye yy 
4. ee Ee. aie ail 2, nw cpilasimocacccadibsscesoncces 303.00, 33.33 3.7: 29. 








Sete tee eeeeesseeceeeeeeeees| SIC) SO. DEVORE 2s SER UY «cee ee eee ee el eee ee eee HEE EEE E EEE EEE EEE RH THEE EEE EEE HEHE EEE HERE EEE EES HEHEHE HH 
Tee eee eee eee eee eee 
Selec eee ewes eee eee ee ee eee nee eeeeee 
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Chemicals, oils, and paints—Continued. 


coeaes Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 
Para-| Classification of present law (Act of ‘ 
graph 1897). 


0 
ais ‘ Revenue under— Revenue under— 
Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- er 
of ported by Commatttes on Finance | Pres- _ cae, —_ 
1909. to the ted States Senate. Rod 
7 . law. | nee 1907. present law. 


1 | Acids—Continued. 

Lactie, containing not over 40 
~ cent by weight of actual 
actic acid...... 

Containing over 40 per cent by 7 
weight of actual lactic acid 


Py rogallic ob) oben cdbaueqentinesl 
Salic 

Sulphuric, or oil of vitriol, n.s.p.i. 
T er or ‘tannin 


f 
2) (L) aaa, n.s.p.f.. 
8 | Alkaloids, distilled oils, essential oils, 
expressed oils, rendered oils, ex- 
tracted resins, and oleo-resins, and 
all combinations of the foregoing, 
and all chemical compounds, miz- 
tures and saliz, and all greases, 
not specially provided for in this 
section, twenty-five per centum ad 
valorem; chemical compounds, 
mixtures and salts containing alco- 
hol or in the preparation of which 
alcohol is used, and not specially 
provided for in this section, fifty- 
five cents per pound, but in no 
case shallany of the foregoing pay 
less - ae twenty-five per centum |- 
ad valore 
7 sesetions or products known as 
Ikalies, alkaloids, and all com- 
binations of, and ali chemical 
compounds and salts 
Ammonia, phosphate of 
Antimony, salts of 
Barium: 
Binoxide 


: 


_. 


SSRERR ESR 
2388 S38! 


SSh 


BBE Bo 


S83S3F S35 


Ses8 


L ime and soda, epegeapeaies of. 2. 
he bicarbonate of 25. 
oda: 


hare > 
Sulphite of 
Oils: 


All other essential and distilled 
oils and combinations of . ...... 

All other fixed or oils 
and combinations of 

All other rendered oils, and com- 
—— of 


(—) 
. 


25. 
25. 
25. 
25. 
25. 
25. 
25. 
25. 
25. 
25. 
25. 


Bp BE 
R s3 


B 


2,134. 00} 100.00, 2,104. 71 
159, 721. 21) 100.00) 10,747. 05, 
170, 803. 


ffin 
Grease, other, n. 0. p. f 
Alumina, hydrate of, or refined 
bauxite 


Alumina, hydrate of, or refined bauz- 
ite: 
Containing not more than sizty- 
Sour per centum of alumina 





Alum ,alum cake,patent alum, sul- 
phate of alumina,and aluminous 
cake, and al in 17 
ound 51. . » 537. i 9, 403. li 
Alum, alum cake, patent alum, sul- 
phate of alumina,and aluminous 
cake: 
Containing less than fifteen per 
centum of alumina and more 
than three-tenths of one per cent- 
I Sy bi Wes Rilnaieh ins han secelscicacdesdicccccoded 
Containing more than fifteen 
centum of alumina, or less 
three-tenths of one per contum 
SE 4 Co cbnddcoanacesddscsabiet eedbietbedecoedis 


5 | Ammonia: 
Carbonate of 


— of , ‘ree. 
20,0 UD ons bnacan ah éockevsccaesdand 
6 } Argols,or crude tartar,or wine lees, 
crude: 
ee not more than 40 per 
cent of bitartrate a. - 33. 91 
Do. (from Switzerland, reci- 
procity) 
Do. (from France, ee. 5. 
Containing more than 40 
of bitartrate of 
Do. (from France, reciprocity). 
Do. (from Italy, reci procity)...| 5.00 
Do.(from Portugal, ceckpeoeity) 5.00 
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—— 


Para-| Classification of resent law (Act of 


gra yh 


Act Italics indicate H. R. 1 


of 
1909. 


_—— 


il 


18 
19 


21 






























































Chemicals, oils, and paints—Continued. 





picnic tae ue 
Duty increased. | Duty decreased. 





1897). 








Revenue | Valueof | Per cent Valueof | cent ___ 
under imports, of imports, | of ern 
present law. 1907. increase. — nt Cine 1907. 
iw. ill. 





ported by ite tanase 
the 


United States Senate. 







Revenue under— Per Revenue under— ; , 
i 


de- Present |Conference 
crease. law. | bill. 





Argols partly refined, or tartars and 
lees crystals: | be 
Containing not more than 90 per | | : 
‘ cent Soa of ose sp | BOF) 28. 72) nee eeeee eee eleeeeeerereeeleeceeneeenrelereeeeeee|eeeeeeneeees Sa ere $2,634.00; 25.00) $938.64 $703. 98 
ontain than ; 
of bitartrate of potash......... BT wcccccecccccfecoscccdecsclecccccccascsivecccceselocsccceccccclencceccccese 1.00} 20.00) 75 . 60 ia 
Tartrate of soda,or potassa,or Ro- 
ey are = erere 
Cream of tartar and patent tartar. . 
Blacking of all = creams 
and preparations for, cleaning or 
ishing boots and shoes 


LINDO... cndp cvaBbdPasae oesesececes 
Blue vitriol, or sulphate of copper . 
Bonechar, suitable for use in decol- 

orizin: 

Chare 
CEPI ats 28nd n66<c0ss5ele.oenlocesecdocsecccccsascfosccccccccosfonseccecsecsfoccccccecfocecconscecs 


BOIBE. «+005 sucesstecsesescsesese: . 76! 60. 00)" “G0. O01" "72554115!" "29; 016. 46 
Borates of lime or soda, or other 
borate material, not otherwise 
provided for: 
Containing not more than 36 per 
cent of anhydrous boracic acid. 
Con more than 36 percent 
of anhydrous boracioc acid... ...)......):....f..........0sefoeeeeeeeeese 
Camphe®, GUase 6d vecsccccctsce 


(L) Chalk: 

Not medicinal, nor prepared for 
toilet purposes, w ground, 
precipitated, or otherwise _ 

, including tailors’, bil- 
iard, red, or French.......... 

Manufactures of, not specially 
provided for.................. 25. 

ChhemeGErs < dw dcicvecccceecevcess 

Coal-tar colors or dyes, not specially 
POOVIBRE Tis inna ogc 52020000 ese 

Coal tar, all preparations of, not 
colors or dyes, and not medicinal, 

not specially provided for....... 20. 

Cobalt, GREGS OB. .0...<heoes-sscees 

Collodion, and articles of which col- 
lodion or any compound of 
pyroxylin is the component 
materia! of chief value: 

Collodion, and all compounds of 
DUOONGUE as dda dbhees lecceaee 

Rolled or in sheets, unpolished, 
and not made up into articles. 

In finished or y finished ar- 

ticles— 
(L) Artificial silk....... eyeese 


(L) All other Deh tee sdoccnese . 5 . ‘ besennlittiet Rashad cbaha teal <dent- cs 
(L) ee wey Oe, 
OF CCST GRIT dase cece cc cccece. 


Copperas or sulphate of iron........ 
Drugs, such as barks, ber- 


SOCORRO eee ee ee eee eee ee eeeeeeeeee 











— — 
spices, vegeta seeds (aro- 
matic, not dene seeds), seeds of 
morbid growth, we 


| 
| 
| 
| 


orcondition byrefining, grinding, 
e = other process of manufacture. . 
‘thers: 


peBecsceccccccccccescces pe 974. 08 194. 82 


eesee 956. 00) 478. 00 


TORR ee eee eee ee eee ee eee 


OOOO eee reel eee weer eset eee rene eee eee eeeee seen eeenees 
SAREE ROR Re eRe eee RRR eee RRR EEE EEE EE EEE EH REESE E EE EHH a eee EEE ELE EERE EE EE EEE HERE EEE HEH EEE E EEE E EEE HEHE EH EEE E EEE EE HEHEHE One 
FEE EE EEE EEE LEE EER EE ELE REE EEE EE ERLE EE EEE EEE HEH EOS E EEE He eee EEE RE EEE EEE EEE REET E EERE EH EOE EE EEE HEHEHE THERE EHH H EH HEHEHE Ew Oe 
Stet ete ee ewww al Be BA) Abe BB) By OR DOU VU Gy OO Ge OE) og 5 6 eee Hl LEE EERE EOE EEE ERE HEE EHH HHH HEH 

Tete eee e ewe ew wnat Bie OA See ee =P EUR Vy Re OU gn ee ee ele ee eee EE EH EEE EEE EEE HEHEHE EEE EHH HEHEHE EEE HEHEHE HEHE 


FO ee ee ee eee eee ee REE EERE eee EE EEE CEE EEE EEE EEE EE EEE THERE E EET HEHE EEE EEE HEHEHE HEHE EEE HEH HEROES HOES 
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Ohemicals, oils, and paints—Continued. 


Aveust 5, 


ad valorems. Duty unchanged. Duty increased. 


Para- 


Classification of present law (Act of 


gre i 1897). 


Act | Italies indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 


of ported by Committee on Finance 


1909. to the United States Senate. 


23 | Gelatin: 
Valued not above 10 cents per 
pound 
Valued above 10 cents and not 
above 35 cents per pound 
Valued above 35cents per pound. 
Emulsions, or any other form, and 
all manufactures of gelatin or of 
which gelatin is the component ma- 


terial of chief value, n. 8. p.f...... i 


Gelatin, manufactures of, n. s. p. f.. 


Valued not above 10 cents per 
pound 

Valued above 10 cents and not 
above 35 cents per pound 


Valued above 35cents per pound.} ¢ : y 


Glue size, pate 
Fish glue or isinglass, and prepared 
fish bladders and fish sounds: 
—_ above 10 cents per 


poun 
Valued above 10 cents and not 
above 35 cents per pound .. 
Valued above 35cents per pound. 
Glycerin: 
Crude, not purified 
Refined 
Indigo: 
Extracts, or pastes of 


Ink and ink powders 
Printers’ 
All other 


Licorice,extracts of, in paste, roils, 
or other forms, is Sicutihirasmateoon 


Calcined, medicinal. 
Sulphate of, or Epsom salts 
Alizarin assistant, sulpho-ricinoleic 
acid, and rici ic acid: 
Containing less than 50 per cent 
of castor oil 
Containing 50 per cent or more of 
a Binkcncthanarebaepa® 
Alizarin assistants and all soluble 
greases used in the processes of 
softening, dyeing, or finishing 
All other n., s. p. f 
Oils: 
Castor oil 


Croton oil 
Flaxseed or linseed oil, 
boiled, or oxidized 
Poppy-seed oll, raw, boiled, or 
dized 
Fusel oil, or amylic alcohol 


| Equivalent 
| 
| 


| Pres- = 


en 


ence 
law. | pill. 


1. 
32. 80} 


| 
25. 00) 
| 44. 46) 








42.21) 42.23 





-| 25.00) 25. 00 


29. 78) 29. " 


15.64 15. 64) 
32. 49) 32. 49) 
13. 16) 13. 16 
15. 26, 15. 26 


25.00) 25. 00 
8.7) 8.77 

rd 
39. 96) 22. 21) 
29. 65 65} 
| 22. 88 

Ww 
18 


29. 
22. 
37. 
51. 


88 
| 32. ey 
| 61. 18, 


Hemp-seed and rape-seed oil. ...| 


Olive oill— 
In bottles, jars, tins, or similar 
RR 40 oc ctcemedcconctens 
Rees, i Bo Re cvibeenscsscsas 
Orange 
Peppermint oil 


Fish oll, B.D. p Se codacwesecsedd 
Opium— 
Crude or unmanufaetured and 
not adulterated, containing 9 
er cent and over of morphia. . 
Advanced beyond crude or unman- 
ufactured 


Morphia ormorphine,sulphate of. 


Ail fT alkaloids and salts of opium... 


Cocaine, ecgonine, and all salts 
and derivatives of the same, $1.50 
per ounce 

Coca leaves 

Aqueous extract of, for medicinal 
uses, and tincture of, as lauda- 
num, and all other liquid prep- 
arations of, not specially pro- 
vided for 

Prepared for smoking,and opium 

containing less than 


of morphia 
Opium containing less than 9 per 
cent of morphia 


| 
| 43. 85) 
52. . 34 52. 34 
Free. 25. 00) 
36. 21] 18. 11! 
28.62) 28.62) 
23.62) 23. 62) 
33.57) 33. 57) 


| 
39.15) 58. 71) 


49. 80) 74.70) 
| 25. 00/138. 88! 





107. 


$6, 257.00 


135, 462. 00) 
304, 212. 00 


19, 564. 00 


330, 719. 50) 
296, 546. 0 


52. 00) 


39,019. 00 
17, 548. 00 


2, 366, 482.00} 370,020. 18) 


87, 993. 00 


8, 013. 00 
14, 004. 00 


1, 540. 00 
63, 271. 50 


1, 485, 165. 91 


6, 813. 00 
7,201. 00 
16, 072. 00) 
| 


| 
15, 406. 00) 


7,075. 


4, 244. 20 
136, 202. 00 
; 


296. 00 
405, 575. 00 


2, 724, 168. 86.1 


562, 926. 39 


(63/00) 05.85)... 2 022 oo oo 


Revenue | Valueof |Percent 
under imports, 
present law. 1907. 


138 oe] 72 


© GAGE abccscignctipeumeseial 


118, 349. 15) 


74, 136. 50) 
718. 97) 


21.95) 
9,754. 75)...... 
5, 225. 14 


28, 593. 18 
1,090. 05) 
2, 187.00) 


385. 00 
15, 817. 87) 
#. 


440, 315. 45) 
1, 375. ni 





1, 505. 70)...... 
32, 714. 55) 


11, 957. 87). 
80, 608. 30 


, 194,610. 59| pecccocepece 
294, 620. 60 





eeeee eee 


wow wewwe el wwe eelawwsenlene seeeeeee ewe eeeeeoeres 


@ Estimated. 


Revenue under— 





Duty decreased. 


Per Revenue under— 
Valueof | cent | 
imports, of 
1907. de- Present |Conference 
law. 


6, 821.34 
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Chemicals, oils, and paints—Continued. 


1909. 











= Lae 
rn 7 5 
oe BS 3 


eos 
Para- | Classification 3 En law (Actof| ~ 


Duty unchanged. 


ee 


2s . — 


Duty decreased. 











graph : 
0 

Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- Revenue under— Siceeinianie | 

= sorted by Committee on Finance Value of | Percent Per r— a 

1009.| 40 the United States Senate. imports, | of a 

1 Conference Present |Conferenes tay 

v. bill. 13 





42 | Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, in- 
cluding barytes earth: . ct. | P. 
Unmanufactured................ . i) a a LN . 
ee ee ¥ i $43, 083 
43 | Blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, 
Chinese, —! = others, contain 
ing ferrocy e of iron — 
ow or ground in or mixed an 
im (...0 ee aaa 
4) Blanc-fixe, or artificial sulphate of 
barytes, and satin ite, and 
artificial sulphate oflime........ 
45 | Black, made from bone, ivory, or 
vegetable substance, including 


Se ee en oe) Te 
aid f° 8 


ass 


eet maammprerrenmem ot eae —cenrenyne el 





FT Ra RES: " 


boneblack and black, dry or 
ground in oil or water........... ee See: oie 

46 | Chrome yellow, chrome , and - woccesececesia 
all other chromium in the 


pein Ste eee Sipe 


manufacture of which lead and 

bichromate of or soda are 

used in pulp, dry or ground in or . 
mixed with oil or water tee cence! Ee EB) 20+ FE]. ccc cece e sees eee eres set teeeseseeeseslseeeesss sleeeeeeucee= ««]s coeeees one « $5, 642. 64 i 





47 | Ocher and ochery earths, n.s. p. f.: 
Crade, not powdered, washed, or 
pulverized. ...........-------» 
Powdered, washed,or pulverized.| 41. : i 
Ground in oil or water.......... be eB 
Sienna and sienna earths, n. s. p. f.: ast 
Crude, not powdered, wash 


COCR Ree ee eee Ree eee ee Eee ee EEE Eee ewe eee eee eee eee eet ee wane 


991.30 





ee rr 


SUbVe anv ucicente>s-.-sn . . Mein denaeeenscsladbeasgeebececccccceade 
Powdered, washed,or pulverized. , i . i een eee ee ee a en ges := 
Ground in oil or water... ....... he ek ee ee ee a eae eee Ae 

Umber and umber earths, n.s. oS toa cee eee ee ee va 
Crude, not powdered, wash a 
pulverized Der Chsbbdnes<cacecon , \ . i Be ae 
Powdered, washed ,or pulverized. . a ee ee eee ec id 
round in oil or water.......... , iin sde hide tek edinet A cenhdncidicabediadichenumneanticineduunssdlllt te Tai? ans 61.28 i 
48 | Orange mineral ...............+.. . eden Mhictichbusidlinaienpininlldsetibedniumaccentiadimnnaemenaal 23, 694.32 f 
@ | Red Wiicsunietiiedersescce cc Su Nn Ath ed ihicishhelibadndesdeieiiednesseniedpseoremnsegiepanreunasl 23 515.33 iG 
Oe a t6k.. 2. j- - : F fF » 215. 33 «ig 


CO Ne ks I s0d6abcesabeslecacaceebsotiedecenbicccclocscceccclocccenss 21, 458.82 Se 
. Wash blue, containing ultramarine.| 27.40) 21.99)... oo... 2)... eee nwefeneeneees eee st nohealiallinaiinadl ot Bi 
" 
Spirit varnishes. ................ " an nr creree eer ered anor eee eee gees: 
Ase: ) ~ 6h6U6?T)6)h3)UlUhhtmhmtC<WBeS,_.tCtttStClm:”:”;C:C 


japan 
NE on ca Mncccedisiteccddassedpensccqweesdscacccesgecdiocncoceeche 
Siti + + FF °° °&4«2«4+- § |i. f-.vDWr™6DV 
Conta quicksilver, dry or 
ground in oil or water ......... 
Not c—— quicksilver, a 
made of lead or con 

53 | White lead, white paint an bie | 

| ment containing , dry or 
pulp, and ground or mixed with 


Sap O Oeahetnestwccivesceceveiedeqeeseeces 


3,093.04 





al w ling saoiulattssabazocc~tponece 
Di Bines.gnc0dibeetaceny eooyecips can 
Ground in oil (putty)........... 

55 | Zinc, oxide of, at ig pigment 
containing zine, but not contain- 


owe eee eewe als eee ee sete ele eee eee eee eee eeeeleeeeeeeeeee 


5 i a Sasbebabetedscsoqece 
0 nts, colors, pigments, 
lakes, smalts, and frostings 
crude or dry or mixed, or ground 

with water or ofl or other solu- 

Oxide of trom pipmannt, tad exis of| ° 
ns, and ns. p. f.........-..-| 30.00 30.00) 656,014.75, 196,804. 42}... |. .een | neennereneelenneenncenneleneeeeseneeeleeseeselereeeeseealeceeeeseees 
tron powder g 


Teste eee twee eeeeeeeeewen! OU UU OU RRR BOOM cece eee eee elem eee eee eee eee eee eee eee weeeeeseeleeeeeeee 


+e eRe ewe eee ee eee 


B35 


rer 


9%. 28 
> 380. 337. 82 
10.00 6,934.57) 6,241.10 
, 262. 9.10, 1,820.50, 1,655.08 


ieee 





PPO ee ewe wee eww ee seen 


mis 


eee ee eee ee ee 


A Sinead) 
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Para- 

graph 
of | 
Act 
of 

1909. 


Classification of present law (Act of 
1897). ee 

| Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 
ported by Committee on Finance} Pres- 

to the United States Senate. ent 


| 
af Pa Potash: 
— hromate and chromate of. . 

Caustic, or hydrate of, refined, in | 
A 8. 95) 

Chlorate of | 34. 61) 

Hydriodate, iodide ,and iodate of.| 11. 20) 

Nitrate of, or saltpeter, refined..| 9. 52) 

Prussiate of — 


Rec 
| Yellow. 
Cyanide of 
Preparations, medicinal: 
Containing alcohol, or in the 
Etseds..-. of which alcohol 
is used 


60 
61 


i 


62 | 
63 | 
64 | 
38. 
39. 13} ; 
12. 


Calomel and ah ae mere ourial me- | 
dicinal preparations 
Not containing alcohol, or in the 
preparation of which alcohol is 
not used 
Plasters, healing or curative, and 
court-plaster 
(L) Perfumery, cosmetics, and toi- 
let preparations: 

Alcoholic perfumery, including 
cologne water and other toilet 
waters, and toilet preparations 
containing alcohol, or in the 
preparation of which alcohol 
is used 

(L) Preparations used as applica- 
tions to the hair, mouth, 
teeth, or skin, such as cos- 
metics, dentifrices, pastes, 
pomades, powders, and oth- 
er toilet articles, and articles 
of perfumery, not containing 
alcohol, or in the manufac- 
ture of which alcohol is not 
NG, .  Beatacceccccce 

(L) Floral or flower waters, contain-— 
ing no alcohol................ 

Santonin, and all salts of, contain- 

ing 80 per cent or over of santonin. 





18. 60 


(L) Fancy, perfumed, and all de- 
scriptions of toilet, includ- 
ing medicinal or medicated.} ; 

All other, n. s. p. f , 

Soda: 

Bicarbonate of, or supercarbon- 
ate of, or saleratus, and other 
alkalies containing 50 per cent 
or more of bicarbonate of soda. 

Bichromate and chromate of....! ¢ 

Crystal carbonate of, or concen- 
trated soda crystals, or mono- 
hydrate, or sesquicarbonate of. 

Chlorate of 


Yellow P 

Hyposulphite of 

Sulphide of 

Sal, or soda crystals, not concen- 


Arseniate of...... we PORTIS ls 
Silicate of, or other alkaline sili- 





| Moss: 
Sea moss. . 
PND. o> cabacdaskcccescd 20. 00 
Moss and sea grass, eel grass, and | 
seaweeds, if manufactured or 
dyed | 
Sponges, and manufactures of: 
Sponges 
anufactures of, or of which | 
nge fs thecomponent mate- | 
al of chief value, n. s. 
Stryehnia, or strychnine, anc salts 


sulphur: 
Refined 


Sumac, ground 
s | Vanillin 


| Total Schedule A........... lr. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Equivalent } 
jad valorems. 


28. 29:31, 339, 332. 00 7,696, 97 971. 41) 


AUGUST 


Chemicals, oils, and paints—Continued. 


Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 


ei | Revenue under— Revenue under— 
Value of Revenue | 
under | 


’ |present law. 


| 
Value of = cent | Value of 
| 


imports, of — 
1 


1907. | increase. Z — Conterence 


ant Conference 


bill. 





j 


$510, 695. 57) $543, 483. 22 


ee 
boos td 


. 32) 345. 641.18 


346, 383. 00 


20. 00/ 


BERS 
S828885 


S85 


$8 BBR BBE Rey 
2s 


28 88 & sss 238 
se 8 


a Taine ©. 00) 3 


[4908 70.38 (449) 1,770,425.18,2,808,150.48 


“ 831, 501. «| 79. 08 1,682,318.89) : 
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SCHEDULE B. 


Earths, earthenware, and glassware. 

























| evince 
: ‘| Duty unchanged. Duty increased. | Duty decreased. 

Para- | Classification of poment law (Act af }- 

gra hj ). -—— Boe eee a 
0 

Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1 as re- hs | Per Revenue under— 
a we teeabditee temas Pres- os Value of | Revenue | Value of | cent |__ 

1909. tO the United States Senate. ence —— under imports, of  . 

Dill. 1007. tlaw. 1907. de- | Present |Conference 
crease. law. | bill. 





_ SS 





° ' . . 2. a ——————— oele 

A RD | UO WRMRME....n-...---f-nn neon cfrcccennnes Se cnsccecnendininisectietbuabeliinsediitniedsadwaske. 
, ornamented, or decorated ./ 45. i ettindl tnnkaehtilivarcbaseneys scndpesd lesecscqcdeecisceseccassel . 22.22| 3,449.25 

ie ee ee ee ee ee AE Ee enc eee ARS 4. 


all other earthenware tiles— 
Valued not exceeding 40 cents 

per square foot...........--- b i , f 6a bGh 660 tenis ecedpsc dlc vesceseneedncdeessaecadpiasensesbedaiodbadibed<ahesdt 
Valued exceeding 40 cents per | spam 

a: 2, 393. 08 } 


| 
other ee epee the | | | | 
of barrel or package...| 25.25) 25.25) 3,621,061.17| 914,282.76)... 2.22.2...) hie eee elee cee eee eee 
ann CE Sn it nnqodiceabttsdawsdin sciees See caniy Cabred | 
ther | 


20.00} 20. 109, 452.08} 21, 890. 41) 

—_ LL eiintiibcesscescccednd 20. 55} 20. 95,115.05; 19, 555. 82) 
oak dc ccdglinded Uh cchediddedcceudbheedleccoubhecseés Di asics q tai 
Crude. 






3 


40.00, 195,082.98) 117,019.79 
, 807. 22.22} 6,767.86, 5,263.90 


ee eae se 
| | i [poveeeeeeees 
& a ee | $54,554.00) 100. $8,183.10} $16,336.20) 
ee 37.91) 37.9 54,555.00} 20,680.79}............ aS  Saeee 
ST <ihellininiuedl pabtdbensccuntinetiyvoccmuadl Dcnbeghinaedae 
90 | Clays or earths......... - adtttidinekcetiiadhaditecascastiines iaccab ine Dcidiabe adem teandadisandiiatineDacanesenheal 
Unwrought or unmanufactured, 
SE taienenernabeniened 
Wroughtormmanaiactured.n.s-pi 
China clay or kaolin............. 


171,005.34, 30,998. 1s) 
56,220.00, 3,785.70) 

1, 432,342.00} 528,668.15)... 
64, 121. " 16, 372. 80) 





434, 412.00, 157,856.55) ............ 
110,714.00; 31,267. %) poccabecsson 


rica baesetiud Sis ig idigMseccndesgacdraccdstetinerercccuccdicecracesstsSsS eRe «7-0 GUAM. Sli BB, 705.53 
Lieesnaneees Pc ore ane ae peers —g 73,364.00 7.47| 26,593.01) 24,606.30 





Common yellow, brown, or 
plain, embossed, or salt-glased 
common stoneware, and cruci- 

, mot decorated in any 
105, £22. 62) oe indie nded ne témeébdasindsededduneeeewtadhadsacneneedimadanes se clegaces «eens 


TOP eee eee eee tween 


5008 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. _ Aveusr 5, 


Earths, earthenware, and glassware—Continued. 


Equivalent 


Para-| Classification _ law (Act of aoe 


gra b i 
of | 
Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- y Revenue under— 
of ay by Committee on Finance —_ Co ae is, mane Value of oe ee 
1909. to the United States Senate. i under 
1907. . . ° — t |Conferencg 
. bill. 


—— 


93 | (L) China, porcelain, parian 
bisque, earthen, stone, an 
crockery ware, > a, orna- 
ments, toys, y tea sets, 
charms, vases, and statuettes: 
Plain white, withoutsuperadded |P. ct. | P. 
ornamentation of any kind... .} 55. , 0/$1, 049, 218. 43 
Painted, tinted, stained, enam- 
= rinted, gilded, or other- 


$577,070. 15 


ise decorated in any manner .} 60. ; 8, 913, 797. 56)5, 348, 278. 51 

(L) Clock cases, with or without 
movements: 

Com wholly or in part of 

china, porcelain, parian, bisque, 


(L) All other china, porcelain, pa- 
rian, bisque, earthen, stone, 
and crockery ware, and manu- 
factures thereof, or of which the 
same is the com ponent material 
of chief value, not specially 
provided for: 

Notornamented or decorated . . . . 
(L) Painted, tinted, stained, en- 
ameled, printed, gilded, or 
otherwise decora or orna- 


=e 
| 


260. 00 


Arti aa d imposed 
rticles and wares co 
wholly or in chief value of 
earthy or mineral substances, 
or carbon, not specially pro- 
vided for: | 
98, 241. 62) 
15, 750. 25) 


Lava tips for burners 

Carbons for electric lighting 

Filter tubes 

Porouscarbon pots for electric bat- 
ee without metallic connec- 





dj 
Bottles or jugscontaining b 
and other spirituous liquors— 
Holding more than 1 pint 
Holding not more than 1 pint 
and not less than } _ 
Hol less than } p 
— and jars, flint, lime, 


Emp more than 1 pint. . 
Holding not more than 1 pint 
and less than } pint........ 
Sar ehichep i 
er, On W’ 8 cdu 
would be less than 40 = 


Filled— 
Holding more than 1 pint. . 
Holding not more than 1 pint 
and not less than } - 
Holding less than } 
Other, on which 
would be less 


cent 
Bottles, vials, and jars = 
green or colored, molded 
pressed 
Emp ah es 
Holding more than 1 pint.. .| 60. 52 
Holding not more than 1 pint 
and not less than} pint. ... 
Holding less than } pint 


Other, on which Fife da 
would be less et 40 a 
cen 


Holding more than 1 pint. . 
Holding not more than 1 pint 
and not less than} _ 
Holding less than } p’ 
Other, on which s 
would be less 


Demijohns and carbo covered j ° SCRE RRR eee eee eee 
or uncovered) wat 
Empty— 
eB more than 1 
ther ae 
would be less 


| 
GMevescctceciccéccce 8,479.00: 3,301. 60i........... Bi iciagiitieinctsbend 
® Value of bottles is returned with value of the contents. 


seeeeweeeee 
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tt ce 
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Earths, earthenware, and glassware—Continued. 4 





sonal : 
| Equivalent 

‘ad valorems. Duty unchanged. 

Para- Classification of — (Act of | Q oe 


ani 1 
gra ’ 
Act Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 


of sorted by Committee on Finance fer- | 
1908 to the United States Senate. nie | imports, 


aN ene ~ 


Duty increased. | Duty decreased. 


ee 


i 


Seemenancnsin a 


| Revenue under— Per Revenue under— 
Value of | Percent! eT Value of | cent 
| imports, of | | oo , 
Cueemee 1907. de- | Present |Conference | 
t 
t 
; 
r 
: 








crease. law. bill. 


te = — —— 
| | 


ee ee eee eee 








_ 


Bottles, vials, d ihns, carboys, | 
and jars—Continued. 
Demijohns and carboys (covered | 
or uncovered)—Continued. | 
Filled— P.ct.| Pct. 
Holding more than 1 pint...) 56. 93) 56. 93 $129. 52) PUUENE thd ctsidcudisdapacabshcaeenatedeen 
Other, on which duty | 
would be less than 40 per 
98 (L) Bottles, decanters, or other 
vessels or articles of glass, cut, 


ea 
gy | | 
| Sel pt sie: Bet) | ies) 
| } 
| | 
| | 


| ee t ~ , 
| or ground (ex s Z 
as - nD 7 ie fitting sto 
pers), and any articles of whi 
such glass is the component ma- 
terial of chief valuc.............. 
| (L) Porcelain, opal, and other 
| blown glassware................- 
| (L) Paste, manufactures of, n.s.p.f. 
_ 99 Cylinder, crown, and common win- 
dow glass, unpolished: 
Not exceeding 10 by 15 inches. . . . 
| Above 10 by 15 inches and not 
ome 16 by 24inches....... 
Above 16 by 24 inches and not 
exceeding 24 by 30 inches....... 
| Above 24 y 30 inches and not 
| 
| 
| 


frosted, printed in any manner or 






60. 00! 60. 00 
60,00} 60. 0 249,908.35) 146) 345.01) ......... are 
41. 08 41. 08) gn desc cclesvcwceseivcsuescuscoukscdbcdacedes 
71.50] 71.50 254.804.32| 182, 408.271... -cccecleceeseoe. ike ie Mee Do Be Rh 
74.32] 74.32] 111,100.10 82, 568. 59)... Se caes | | 


78. 60) 75. 26|............- DORs Ct SAR id Bi cdccseeelasecacscoude Ti adieaneeral | $34,273.37} 4.00) $26,969.76, $25, 797. 15 


nee 24 by 36inches..<.... 
oo 7 _ ae not 
exc y ches....... Bee EE Gb Bile descnccccdecheaccecsccces Ditae aes Rack eb cele ccsae canals one s+ ¢ 5 
Above 90 by 40 inches and not ) See So Ware ¢ ea oe: 6, 308. 8 
exceeding 40 by 60inches. ...... IEE ccbctcccdietsdaccctesess fs dsveseenuts Besta 
| Above 40 by 60 inches........... 60. B | 
100 Cyt —— -s glass, polished, 
unsilvered: 
Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches.... 
Above 16 by 24 inches and not ex- 
ceeding 24 by 30 inches........ 





3.70} 23,023.51, 22 170.77 
8, | 


is clek I ce le 11,698.00} 3.23 398.50} $197.56 
93.00} 2.87 56. 36! 54.74 





20. 42 aa 57,550.00} 11,753. 04|............ RS ele a 


27.77) 27.77; 86,320.00)  23,974.20'............ ena bve 
Above 24 by 30 inches and not ex- | 
ceedin = eae ea ede ROUTE Mi apdanwesecéelesenedaseses ial hel ath wal 
Above 2 by SS adanbdbdele cwews 
101 Plate glass, fluted, rolled, ribbed, 
| or rough, or the same contain- 
ing a a ee within itself 
| (excess of 1 pound per square 
| foot dutiable at same rates): 


| Notexceeding 16 by 24 inches.... 


Above 16 by 24 inches and not ex- 
CU Bd ec cbuusnclescaccdeaces 


Above 24 by 30 inches. .......... 
} 


| (L) Plate glass, aa rolled, rib- 
» or Tou a 
ee or otherw . ob- 
seu excess 0 = 
— foot dutiable at come 
rates): 
Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches.... 
Above 16 by 24 inches and not ex- 
ceeding 24 by 30 inches........ 
Above 24 by 30 inches and not ex- 


above at by bien Se essces 


102 | (L) Plate glass, cast, polished, fin- 
ished or unfinished, and unsil- 


vered: 
Not exceeding 16 by 24 Inches... 
Above 16 by 24 inches and notex- 
ceeding 24 by 30 inches... ..... 
Above 24 by 30 inches and not ex- 
ceeding 24 by 60 inches 
| Above 24 by 60 inches........... 
103 | (L) Plate glass, cast, polished, sil- 
| vered, and looking-giass plates, 


| | . 

"Tee aalyosneesecees Jssssseeefesscecene =e eae a ee er i 
ib to es, | 

| | | ae 





ye peg ha madl Ne 






Dc uae | $13,981.00} 25.00} $5,936.35) $7,420. 44)............ 
49.20) 61. 50)............- ae SS | 75,031.00; 25.00 —- GG on). cide Ce eae ae é 


} | 
93. 05 63.05 PD ns tae nace ch cask rein eas pda cnc ececsdcbinnedinirathdhbeedlacngennsiincdesaccnsenas 
134. 41) 86. 41)...... pone inn dithepneinaicoeioiees L iecostonpaheacguaiies Sur sega ' 1,613.00] 35.71) 2,168.25) 1,393.87 


evn 


| 





| | 
| | | 
43. 08! 4a ks a dare 224, 238. 00 25. 
hae | 929,250.00} 25.00} 457,705.85} 572,132.39)...........-/.......|eeeeeeeeee- | 


81.73 s1.73 204, 263.00] 166, 938.25)............ bs sidecilbatlaatmuied Re 05 te aati ain te. Dalat iirecons iM 
156. C2200. 04).............[....cceece- Shins S cameiaes | a 


eet eeeee 


} i 
wel 30.44) ‘1,190.00 ee i ee ee Ld cecaces 


$1.78) 81.78 4,157.00, 3, 400.20............ es et 
93. 62! | 


ee eeeee 


idieichddedied-ahenatess 
| | | i 
| | abled al 
.} 43.801 43.80) 179. 00 oe ‘ee | | | | 


SNL s obcdedd i oecateéécbul ccdeukddens Res ae u's ded 5 cceeesstsq 1,944.00! 34.21; 1,820.01; 1,197.30 


sq 

Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches... 

Above 16 b aiietoes 
30 inches 


eee eeeee 


Abovedt by 37iaches and not ex- ¥ 
abovest ty Sindee (ZO ead eed tt 77 The aa ME Ee i: 
. ® With manufactures of glass, paragraph 107. 
XLIV——314 


5010 COON GRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. Aveust 5, 


Earths, earthenware, and glassware—Continued. 


Equivalent 
| Duty unchanged. 
Para-| Classification o _ law (Act of ad valorems. 


graph 


0 
Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 
of rted by Committee on Finance | Pres- Revenue | Value of 
1909. the United States Senate. ence ander — 
7. present law. 1 


ow | —— 


104 | (L) Plate glass, cast, polished, sil- 
vered, when bent, ground, ob- 
scured, frosted, sanded, enam- 
eled, beveled, etched, em- 
bossed, engraved, flashed. 
stained, colored, painted, or 
otherwise ornamented or deco- 
rated: P.ct.| P.ct. 
Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches. . ./125. 34)/125. 34 
Above 16 by 24 inches and not 
exceeding 24 by 30 inches..... - 44.84) 44. 84 
Above 24 by 30 inches and not 
exceeding 24 by 60i nches......] 71.53) 71.53 weal 
Above 24 by 60 inches. .......... é Pee , 81. ¢ a $172.00 
(L) Plate glass, cast, polished, un- 8 
silvered, when bent, ground, 
obscured, frosted, sanded, 
enameled, beveled, etched, 
embossed, engraved, flashed, 
stained, colored, painted, or 
otherwise ornamented or deco- 
rated: 
Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches. . | 14.91) 17. 40) 
Above 16 by 24 inches and not 
exceeding 24 by 30 inches... 88. 13) 46. 42) 
Above 24 by 30 inches and not 
exceeding 24 by 60 inches......| 72.10) 72.10 
Above 24 by 60 inches 86.72) 57.54 
Cylinder, crown, and common 
window glass, unpolished, 
when bent, ground, obscured, 
frosted, sanded, enameled, 
beveled, etched, embossed, en- 
graved, flashed, stained, col- 
ored, painted, or otherwise 
ornamented or decorated: 
Not exceeding 10 by 15 inches...) 15.93) 15.98 
Above 10 by 15 inches and not 
exceeding 16 by 24 inches 31.97 
Above 16 by 24 inches and not 
exceeding 24 by 30 inches......) 49.94) 49.94 
Above 24 by 30 inches and not 
exceeding 24 by 36 inches......| 70.69) 67. 84 | J —— 1,174.29 
Above 24 by 36 inches and not 
exceeding 30 by 40 inches 22) 55. 28 | 954. 02°. 13 
Above 30 by 40 inches and not } | 
exceeding 40 by 60 inches 28) 89. 47 J 14,002.01) 13, 574.7 
Above 40 by 60 inches ; 
Cylinder and crown glass, pol- 
ished, silvered, when ground, 
bent, obscured, frosted, 
sanded, enameled, beveled, 
etched, embossed, engraved, 
flashed, stained, colored, 
painted, or otherwise orna- 
mented or decorated: 
Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches. .. 
Above 16 by 24 inches and not 
exceeding 24 by 30 inches.... .. 
Above 24 by 30 inches and not 
exceeding 24 by 60 inches . 00) 55. é Putts hincaktalcecbotendhedhanweaiamieiiiicnddudd 
Above 24 by 60 inches. 44) 85. Oe ee ee 
Cylinder and crown glass, = 
ished. aneies w 





obscured, 


graved, "flashed, stained, "col- 
ored, painted, or otherwise 
ornamented or decorated: 
Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches. .. \ 707. OBERT cc ccccncccedccce cee 
Above 16 by 24 inches and not 
exeeeding 24 by 30 inches... ; 593. 39, 529. 
Above 24 by 30 inches and not 
. aan eS. ys ccpsMcccatedsueedicccoesn ce 
105 7€ and goggles, 
— frames for the same, or 
arts thereof, finished or un- 
nished: 
Valued not over 40 cents per 


Valued over 40 cents and not 
over $1.50 per dozen 
Valued over $1.50 per dozen. . 

106 | Lenses of glass or pebble, ground 
and polished to a spherical 
cylindrical, or ——_ form, 
and ground and polished plane 
or coquill gins, — y or 


whikekeue manufac 


edges unground. . . 45. SSeS CP elLe eee Sete CHEE HEE OH Ee eens ewes eee eee wee cele ee ee eles ere rrre 
With edges ground or beveled. ° > » ° SPOR OPES EES) eee ee Hews HEHE SESE HH eR ORR eee es ee) + se eee eee ee sees el eeeeee rere ree atone 
107 SS ee , 
8 inches wide, — or = 
ished on one or 
cylindrical or prismatic form, 
and glass slides for magic lan- 


SCCSRSSROSSe Ceece reese ceeeeeseeees semeeeseesesleceeereeeeseleweweee same r ee ee 












1909. 
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Earths, earthenware, and glassware—Continued. 
" a 0 _——. ——. ory . = 
Serene Duty increased. Duty decreased. 

Para- | Classification of a law (Act of 
gra yh} 1 ). | a . ad oes 

0 Revenue under— | p Revenue under— 

| Ttat } Per | 

““ Itaie iy Commlites on Finances Pres-| COD Value of | Percent} _ Value of | cent ia. 
1909. | to the United States Senate. ent —— 0 & imports, | of 5 

ms law 1907. increase.| Present | Conference 1907. | de- Present | Conference 

law. bill. crease.| law. bill. 





scopes, microscopes, photo- 
graphic and projecting lenses 
= optical instruments, and 
frames or mount for same, | P.ct. 
not specially provi Ppt innk 45. 
(L) Glass windows, stained or 
painted, or parts thereof, and 
all .mirrors not exceeding in 
size 144 square inches, with or 
without frames or cases.......... 45. 00) 45. 
Do., BOR Gils diets 0660 08<c 50. 
All other manufactures of glass or 
paste, or of which glass or paste 
shall be the component material 
of chief value, not specially pro- 


108 | (L) Opera and field glasses, tele- 


Pct. 





109 


vided Gis Suis cb eck Be ce dcosecds 45. 45. 
110 | Fusible enamel.................... 25. 25. 


ill | Marble: 
In block, rough or squared only..' 42. 
Sawed or dressed, over 2 inches 
fen CRS oak cadecnesccdkiees 48. 2 
SJabs or paving tiles containing 
not than 4 superficial 
inches— 
Not more than 1 inch in thick- | 
ness— 
Wma UR acid. ccs | 80. 78) 53. 85) 
RG saGsdvotsnss docsecs | 77.63) 51.7 
More than 1 inch and not more | 
than 1} inches thick— | 
CN ikasbcccincesces 2. 
RUE edie <o05s0s<s | 52. 09) 
More than 1} inches and not 
more than 2 inches thick— | 





616,596. 44) 277, 468. 45 


5,117. 25) 


i" ee I 
| 


(L) Onyx: } 
In block, rough or squared. ..... 19.06) 7. 62! 
Sawed or dressed, over 2 inches 

“ ae ‘a outed 
Slabs or paving tiles contain 
not aoa than 4 cuperiisiel 
inches— 
Not more than 1 inch in thick- 
ness— 


than 1} inches thick— 


More than 1 inch and not more | 
CE Citak cats os scctulecccce | 


More than 1} inches and not 
more than 2 inches thick— 





| Mosaic cubes of marble, onyx, or | 
stone, not exceeding 2 inches | 
in size: 
0 RR a eee 93. 77 
| Attached to paper or other ma- 
a eae 
1l2 | Manufactures of — 
| Agate, manufactures of, not spe- 
SL — a 50. 00 
(L) A ts MIRE Soc ceccoue 50. 
One 9 eee 50. 
| tL} Malachite, n.s. p. f ' 
( 
(I 






+ 





$= 
2 


| 


4) Marble, n.s. p.f............. | 50. 00) 
a) Ome WO, OE, 0... 500.605. | 50. 00 
| (L) Rock crystal, manufactures of.| 50. 
| (L) Spar, manufactures of......... 50. 
(L) Clock cases with or without 
} ™movements, composed of mar- 
, | _, dle, onyx, alabaster, ete......... 50. 
113 | Burrstones, manufactured or 
| _ bound up into millstones........ 15. 
114) Freestone, sandstone, limestone, 
| and other building or monu- 


SESE 
$ 8885 


g 


mental stone, except granite, 
marble, and onyx, not spe- 
cially provided for: 
Hewn, dressed, or polished... ... 50. 
Unmanufactured or undressed...| 23. 51 
| Coguates 
i ewn, dressed, or polished \ 

. | _ Unmanufactured or undressed...| 38.37) 31. 
115 Grindstones, finished or unfinished | 10.22} 10. 
116 | Slates, slate chimney pieces, man- 

tels, slabs for tables, and all other 
manufactures of slate............ 20. 00} 20. 





258 


spo 
Bi 


12, 011. 03} 
5, 568. 50) 
2, 378. 2) 

154, 324. 00) 


1,316. 86) 
1, 588. 50 






Sressccosescclecceccscesesicccces ececccfecccccees 48,593.00 33.33 


$360.00; 9.09) $174.72 $158. 83 


| 
! 
' 
| 


39, 251. 08 
12, 953. 73 


26, 167.38 


16, 686.00, 33.33 8, 635. 82 


5,963.70, 3, 975. 
33.33 377.10, 251. 


se 





699. 50) 


46,326.97; 18,992. 49 


eed 2, 890. 55 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Para-| Classification of present law (Act of | 
graph 1897). |- 
0 
Act 
of 
1909. 


Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 
ported by Committee on Finance 
to the United States Senate. 


Iron ore, including manganiferous | 
iron ore and manganiferous sil- 
ver ore, and the dross or residu- 
um from burnt pyrites 

Provided, that in levying and collect- 
ing the duty on iron ore no deduc- 
tion shall be made from the weight 
of the ore on account of moisture 
which may be chemically or phys- 
ically combined (herewith. 

Basic slag, ground or unground 

Iron in pigs, kentledge, spiegel- 

eisen: 
Ferro-manganese...............++ 
Spiegeleisen 
All other (except ferrosilicon)... 
Scrap iron and steel, waste or ref- 
use, fit only to be remanufac- 
tured: 
Tron, wrought and cast. 


| P. ct. 
| 16.85 





6. 27 
13. 26 


Bar iron: 
Rolled or hammered, compris- 
ing 
Flats not less than 1 inch wide 
nor less than § of 1 inch thick. 
Round iron not less than yy of 
1 inch in diameter 
Square iron 
POOR Sinndiie etedcwirelesestinoneve 
Bars or shapes of roiled or ham- 
mered iron, n. s. p. f, and 
round iron, in coils or rods, less 
than ,, of 1 inch in diameter... 
Slabs, blooms, loops, or other 
forms less finished than iron in 
bars and inore advanced than 


Bars, blooms, billets, slabs, or 
loops, in the manufacture of 
which charcoal is used as fuel... 

Beams, girders, joists, angles, chan- 
neis, car-truek channels, TT col- 
umns and posts or parts or sec- 
tions of columns posts, deck 
and buib beains, and build 
forms and all other structu 
shapes of iron or steel 

But not assembied, or manufactured, 
or advanced beyond hammering, 
rolling, or mye 

Boiler or other plate iron or steel 

(except crncible plate steel and 
saw plates), not thinner than 
No. 10 wire gauge, sheared or 
unsheared, and skelp iron or 
steel sheared or rolled in 


grooves: 
Valued above 1 cent and not 
above 2 cents per pound 
Valued above 2 cents and not 
above 4 cents per pound 
Valued over 4 cents per pound... 
Valued at 4 cent per pound or 
lesa. 
Valued above 4 cent and not 
above | cent per . 
io above 1 cent and not 
above 2 cents per pound, 
Valued above P ecnee and not 
above 3 cents per pound. 
Valued above 3 cents per pound. 
Cold rolled, smoothed only, not 
polished, valued above 2 cents 
and not above 4 cents per 
Anchors, or 
Forgings of iron or steel, or com- 
bined iromand steel, n.s.p.f. . 
But not machined, tooled, or other- 
wise advanced in condition by 
any process or operation subse- 
quent te the forging . 
Forgings, antifriction ball, of iron 
or steel, or of combined iron 


Ballbearingsand roller bearings of 
fron or steel or other metal, fin- 
ished or unfinished. 


35. 


| 
Equivalent | 
ad valorems. 





Value of 
imports, 


P. ct. 
6. 34) 


| 


8. 47) 


6. 92 
7.10 


weeeee 





Duty unchanged. 


Aveust 5, 


ScuEputp C. 


Metals, and manufactures of. 


Duty increased. Duty decreased. 


Se 


Per Revenue under— 
cent 
of 
de- 
crease. 


Revenue under— 


Revenue Value of 


i Value of 
| under m 8, 
|present law.| bor | 


mor. 


Per cent 
of i 
increase.| Present 
| law. 


Present |Conferencg 
law. bill 


a 


Conference 
bill. 


62. 50/$204, 450. 03} $76, 608. 7 


944. 29 Free. 


378, 173.11) 236, 358. 15 
690. 03) 206, 054. 28 
1, 825.32) 916, 766. 60 


14, 568. 48 


7, 052. 64 





2,970 26 


21. 40 
44. 00 








1909. 





Equivalent 
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Metals, and manwfactures of—Continned. 



















3,602.00; 27.08} 1,729.03 


+1, 260.70 


ad valorems. Duty decreased 
Para- Classification om law (Act of 
graph ; eee eee . 
i iP Revenue under— 
Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1 as Te- Con- : Per | 
of ny oaeenoen a —_ fer- of mame = | =— = 
nited States ence ’ i ports, } 
1900. the U 8 - law. bill. increase.| Present | Conference 1907. de- Present Conference 
: law. | bill. crease, law. | bill. 
pk nicsceaiasasil — = Ds scceaicemesisdiandpiiiehthindiinennelie 
24 | Hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel 
| not otherwise provided for, val- | 
| ued at 3 cents per pound or less. 
8 inches or less in width an | | 
Jess than # inch thick: | 
Not thinner than No. 10 wire Bet. P. ct | | | 
wreccessoesuccesecesoecee \ ai hraatl didigi a iaiikeikd itp eigtiditcaniintnatinaetsdbsontiealitianciibuntsiee: 79.00| 40.00) $1, 523. 
| nner than No. 10 and not | $8,479.00) $1,038.98 $623.32 
thinner than No. 20 wire gauge.| 22. 28 14. 85) etpineneiatinetbictetphiceniad Rtineremienipiel = lene aelbeed 95.90) 33.33 21.37) 14. 24 
Thinner than No. 20 wire gauge. .| ‘27. 54) 20.66)............-|........0.-- Se suahounen Dhckcb cae Cibdtinescthdipendiicwedadd 3,769.00! 25.00) 1,038.02 778. §2 
Hooper band iron, orhoop or band 
steel, Soset, ae or punch- 
ed, with or without buckles or 
fastenings, d barrel hoops of | 
iron or steel: | | 
Not thinner than No. 10 wire | | | 
RE Ste AS I ick ch a ak a stilted nine tiann whine 390.00} 383.33) 60. 72 40. 48 
Thinner than No. 10 and not | 
thinner than No. 20wire gauge.|....../...... i cieuoameaeebeaes Sia ich deelesa S cdebaneiied Sgadteeledaaiinadibes sascal Ri cl while d Miathilillle ie cetbdnsacain 
Bands or strips of steel, suitable for 
-making band saws: | 


125 | Iloop or band iren, or hoop or band 
| steel, cut to lengths, or wholly or 
| partly manufactured into hoops 

or ties, coated or not coated with 

paint or any other preparation, 
with or withaut buckles or fas- 


tenings, for baling cotton or any 


126 | Bars or rails for railways: 


Railway fish plates or gplice bars, 
of iron or steel ...... Lpnecnuoenee | 25.72) 19.2 

sheets of iron or steel, common or | 

| black, and skelp iren or steel, 

valued at 3 eents per pound or 

less: 

Thinner than No. 1) and not 

i 

| 


thinner than No. 20wire 
Thinner than No. 20 and not 


thinner than No. 25 wire Si MEE PEI nw cnuncnceee nS 


other commodity ................ SS ee en ae 


i 
| 
| | 
| | 
mge.| $5.58) 25.41|............. Uo ad | 
| 


Thinner than No. 25 and not 


thinner than Ne. 32 wire gauge. | 

| Thinner than No. 32 wire gange.. 

Sheet iron or sheet steel, corrugated | 

| GR CNR a bbe dk teed nce... 13.90) 10.11 
All valued at more than 3 cents per | 

eed (R08. TER noains a0} 0020s. | 

128 |Hoop, band, orscroll iron or stecl 

(excepting tin plates, torne 

plates, and taggers tin), gal- 

vanized or coated with zinc or | 

| spelter, or other metals, or any | 

| alloy of these metals: 

Not thinner than No. 10 wire 

' 

| 





i alll lias Deat chiens | 34.84) 24. 88 


thinner than No. 20 wire -| 22. 16) 16.61) 
| ‘Thinner than No. 20 wire gauge. | 10. 66) 8. 53) 
| Sheets er platescf iron orsteel (ex- 
cepting what are commercially 
known as tin plates, terne 
| Plates, and taggers tin), zal | 
vanized or coated with zine or | 
qpelen cr ater metals, or any | 
joy of these metals: | | 
— - a 2 et not | | 
nner than No. 20-v gauge.| 33.19; 25. 81 
Thinner than No. 20 and nat | | 
thinner than No. 25 wire 2. 
Thinner than No. 25 and not | 
thinner than No. 32 wire gauge. 
Thinner than No. 32 wire gauge. .| 35. 00! 28. 00 
Sheet iron or sheet steel: 
) , gaivan- 


Corrugated or 
ized or coated wiih zinc, spel- 
ter, or other metals, or any 


8.13) 6.50 


47. 87) 36.82 


Sheets or plates composed of iron, 
steel, copper, nickel, or olher metal 
with layers of other metal or metals 

imposed thercon by forging, kam- 

mering, rolling, or welding....... 
heet iron or sheet steel, polished, 
planished, or glanced 

Sheetsand pla‘ 


orcheaned 


Pee 


7 , or by any other mate- | | 
er process: 


than Ne. 25 wire \ 


Thinner than No. 25 i ee 
and mot 


than No. 32 wire gauge .! ‘22. 381 17.21 


y of those metals ......... 122 45 2490 


| 
i 


@ Not enumerated in Senate bill. 


wR eee ee ee eee eee eee ee ee es Cet eee eee ewes sees SHE Seweseees Seeseseseeee 





>’ Estimated. 


11,589.00) 39.74) 


| i 
ma 
' 


7,280.70} > 4,387. 01 
' 
; 


3,584.10, 2,150.46 


215. 43 107.64 
30 ,670. 02 5 


11,938.06) 25.00 3,056.40) 2,292.20 


' 
| 
| i 
1,429.00: 28.57 497. 88 5.63 
1,477.00, 25.0 327.18 245.33 
4,599.00 20. 00 490. 25 32.20 
| 
342.00, 22.22 113. 50 88. 28 
917.10, 20.00 74.56 69. 65 


- 
2 
S 
bo 2 
= oo 
Cs 
t 
e 
X‘ 


4,804.00, 23.08 1, 558. OS L, 199. 29 


205.00, 22.22 102. 23 


429. O 23. OS 6. OS 
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Metals, and manufactures of—Continued. 


sf Classification of tlaw (Act of 
graph ber). 

o 

Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 


of pereed by Committee on Finance | P 
1909. the United States Senate. 


Sheets of iron or steel, common or 
ae iron or a. 
valued at 3 cents per poun 
or less, cold rolled, smoothed 
only, not polished: 

Thinner than No. 10 and not 
thinner than No. 20 wire gauge. 
Thinner than No. 20 and not 
thinner than No. 25 wire gauge. 
Thinner than No. 25 and not 
thinner than No. 32 wire gauge. 
130 | Tin plates: Sheets or plates of iron 
or steel, or iron, or steel 
coated with tin or lead, or with 
a mixture of which these 
metals are a component part, 
by the dipping or any other 
eae and commercially 
own as tin plates, terne 
lates,-and taggers 
Lighter ay 63 pounds per 100 


131 | Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms 
and slabs, by whatever process 
made; die blocks or blanks; bil- 
lets and bars and tapered o: 
beveled bars; mill shafting; 
pressed, sheared, or stamped 
sha a(n advanced in value or 

any process or oper- 
ation subsequent to the process of 
stamping); hammer molds or 
swaged steel; gun-barrel molds 
not in bars; al a used as sub- 
stitutes for steel in the manu- 
facture of tools; all descriptions 
and shapes or dry sand, loam, 
or iron-molded steel castings; 
and steel in all forms and 


oa not especially provided 
or: 


Valued 1 cent per pound or less... 
—— above : oo ie pes 
a 1 cen pound.... 
Valued above 1 ph and not 
above 1,4, cents per pound.... 
Valued 3 cent per pound or less >. . 
— above a 
cents per pound >........... , 
Valued ee vy cenis and not 
above 14, cents per pound 
Valued above 1,4, cents and not 
above 2,4, cents per pound 
—— = 2,4 cen ~ 99 not 
above 3 cents poun 32. -02 
—— = cents and not «| > 
above 4 cen po 34.07) 31.24 
Valued shove | cents and not 
above 7 cen i 
Valued above ot r ——r 
above 10 cents un 21. 47 b 
— — 10 cents a not ee 
above 13 cents per poun 21.10) 20.22 
—— — a cents and not | 
above 16 cents per po 20. 34) 19.61) 
Valued above 16 cents uand.| 13. 82| 20. 57) 
Valued above 16 conte and mot ; 
above 24 cents per pound........|.... 
Valued above 24 cents and not 


Sheets and plates not pro- 

vided for and saw plates of steel 

wholly y manufac- 
Valued 1 

ui cent und or less. .| 60. . 
Valued 3 cent ad b peste: heaton 
— above Pe 
cents 

Valied above 

above 1 | 
—— oa e 1,4 cents eps | 

above cents per ind....| 32.48) 27.83 
Valued — a cents and not | 

above 3 cen poun 34.13) 30. 33 
Valued above not 

above 4 cents po 33.88) 31.05 
Valued above t 

above 7 cents 
os 10 cents 

above 10 cen poun 
Valued above 0 cents and not 

above 13 cents per pound 


« Estimated. 


Value of 
imports, 
1907. 


Revenue 
under 
present law. 





> House classification shows jj, instead of } cent. 


Aveust 5, 


5,680. 74 4,869. 20 
24,350.06, 21,644. 49 
13,489.61) 12,365.46 
48,021.19) 44,327.23 

260,007.74) 247,092. 85 
13,190.81) 12,641.19 
7,764.69 7, 487.39 


14,795.61) 13,657.48 
9,200.06, 8, 306.18 
855. 06 819. 44 








































1909. 


Para-| Classification a law (Act of 
graph 1897). 


of 
t | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 
at ported by Committee on Finance 
to the United States Senate. 


1908. | 





Sheets and plates not specially pro- 
vides reuseer awe steel 
| wholly or partially manufac- 
tured—Continued. 
| Valued above 13 cents and not 
above 16 cents per pound...... 
Valued above 16 cents per pound. 
Valued above 16 cents and not 





Valued above and not 


above 24 cents ae pound........|. 
4 cents 
| above $2 cents an pound........|. 


Valued above cents and not 


above 40 cents per nekiedsdl. 
Valued above 40 c per pound... 


| 

| Sheets and plates, n. s. p. f., and 

| saw plates of steel, wholly or 

partially manufactured, cold 
rolled, smoothed only, not pol- 

| ished: 

Valued above 1,4, cents and not 
above 2,4, cents per pound. ... 
| Valued above 3 cents and not 

above 4 cents per pound....... 

Valued above 4 cents and not 

above 7 cents pound....... 

Valued above 7 cents and not 

above 10 cents per pound... ... 

Valued above 10 cents and not 

above 13 cents per pound. ..... 

Valued above 13 cents and not 
above 16 cents per pound...... 
| Valued above l6cents per pound. 





— 
Www 
GQ to 


Grit, shot, and sand made of iron 
| or steel that can beused only as 





GROMTED cdndctbidinnscosscccced: 


134 | Wirerods: Rivet, screw, fence, and 
other iron or steel wire rods, 
whether round, oval, flat, 
square, or in any other shape, 
and nail rods in coils or other- 
wise, not smaller than No. 6 | 
wire gauge: 

| Untempered or untreated— 

Valued 4cents orless perpound. 


Valued over 4 cents per pound. 
Tempered or treated or partly 
Valued 4cents or lessperpound. 
Manufactures of— 
—, over 4 cents per 


135 | Round iron or steel wire: 


| Valued 4 cents or less per pound— | 
| Not smaller than No. 13 wire | 
UI cc dentdhs des ceehedcen | 


Smaller than No. 13 and not | 

| smaller than No. 

Ga bs ntd ae cddidthenc’ sas 

Smaller than No. 16 wire gauge. | 

All valued more than 4 cents per | 

ere i 

Other on which the specific | 

duty is less than 35 per cent ..| 
Manufactures of— 

| Not smaller than No. 13 wire 


gauge 

Smailer than No. 13 and not 
smaller than No. 16 wire 
Ga sbek cebhe dese cecccas 


16 wire 


Steel wool or steel shavings.........!. 





Smaller than No. 16 wire gauge. 
All valued more than 4 cents 
RUE. 64a ose Zecki ns 
Cold rolled, ete., blued, bright- 
ened, tempered, etc.— 
Manufactures of— 

Smaller than No. 13 and not 
smaller than No. 16 wire 
No ee 

Provided that no article made 
from or composed of wire shall 
ya — rate of duty than 


per cen 
Hat, bonnet, erinoline, corset, nee- 
die, piano, clock, and watch 
wire, andall wiren. s. p. f., val- 
= o_ than 4 cents per 
WE, + ba alas treckaeee<cce 
Do. (manufactures of)........... 
Do. (coated with zine or tin, or 
any other metal).............. 
Do. (coated with zinc, tin, ete.) 
manufactures of............... 
Brass wire, manufactures of......._ 
Copper wire, manufactures of... ... 


- 


eeeeelawweee 


eee | 


40. 88) 36. 2 | 


24. 39) 22. 77) 


22.29 21. 28}. 
| 
2. , 


19. 73] 19. 
22. 88} 22 ‘ 





18. 37) 13. " 
10. 47 | 
| 





21.17 


11.09] 40. 00) 


11. 56} 40. 00! 


45. 00) 35. 
47.27) <0. 


47.15) 37. 16 peesebeceasas 


<0,.00 


Sdwacsceccccclacccecaccese | 6, 809. 92! 
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Metals, and manufactures of—Continued. 






















9015 





Duty decreased. 





Per Revenue under— 
Value of | cent —_ 
imports, of | 
1907. | de- | Present [Conference 
| crease. law. | bill. 
ey —t = 
Pe cf 
| 
$30,905.00 3.57) 95,740.32) $5,535.32 
eiicehbchias [postees|osteeeeenee] eenseeenees 
i | 
Jnneeeeeeeee 
| 
a eiee ieee eee eee 
| ! 
| | 
24. 09} 11. 11) 9.81 8.72 
695.00} 7.14) 307. io 285. 25 
| 
31.00} 6.67 7.56 7. 06 
2,367.00/ 454) 527.69} 503.71 
| 
3.85 78. 99 71.15 
3.33) 146. 76| 141. 87 
474.62| 2464.93 


2. 04) 
! 


852,080.00} 25.00) 156,560. 34) 117, 420. 24 
| ,341.00| 20.00 3,490.59 2792.45 
| 6.00} 11.11 1.27 1.13 
j | 
| 


20.00} 20,365.82; 18,260.20 
16.67} 33,689.90} 28,074.90 
12.50} 44,010.22) 38,508. 94 


20. 00; 225, 180. so] 197, 033. 20 


2,165.16] 6,628. SSS: © ae 
Bee Hy WR Mitec ca ncéeccs Dede hat sist ae slincatal 
| / | 
| 158,393.76, 7.29) 68,338.44) 63,357.50 
3.12 ee | anus Rei dlendpeeccens 
| 
! 
| | 
| 198,489.00) 22.22) 89,320.05) 69,471.15 
23,318 43} 15.37) 11,021.95) 9,327.37 
ibenannniss Pichutinncwes 333.10) 21.21 157. 07) 123. 77 
| 
ee ae ane eee 872.00) 21.44) 199. 07) 156. <0 
PSE ES RF 20,082.90, 14.06) 9,347.59) 8,033.16 
2 25. 63) 


eee eee eee eee ee. ee eee ee ee eee See eee 


o-sdinp itp et dlimansn at eae 


Soe 


Rr ir -3- 


epi de 
Fue i 
oe | Se pies 


ae ag 
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— eee 
Metals, and manufactures of—Continued. 


Seen 


Para-| Classification of _ law (Act of ad vale 


Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 
rted by Committee on Finance fer- 
to the United States Senate. _ ence 


W- | bill. 


Pres-| COn- 


Corset clasps, corset steels, and 
dress steels and sheet steei in 
strips, twenty-five one-thou- 
sandths of an inch thick or thin- 
ner, whether uncovered or cov-| 
ered with cotton, silk, metal, or | z. r 
other material 

Do. (manufactures of) 
Do. (cold rolled, etc., 
brightened, tempered, etc. cate 

All flat wires, and steel strips, strip 

steel, or steel in strips, not thicker 
than No. 15 wire gauge, and not 
exceeding 6 inches in width, whether 
in long or short lengths, in coils or 
otherwise, and whether drawn 
through dies or rolis, and all wire 
composed of iron, steel, or other 
metal, except gold or silver, covered 
with cotton, silk, or other 

_ all wire not ‘specially provided 


Wire of iron or steel, coated with 
zine or tin or any other metal: 
Not smaller than No. 13 wire 


P. ct. 


50. 09 


gauge 
Stnaller than No. 16 wire gauge. . 
All valued more than 4 cents per 
pound 
Manufactures of— 
Not smaller than No. 13 wire 


gauge 
Smaller than No. 13 and not 
ad than No. 16 wire 


Sinaller than No. 16 wire gauge. 34.74 
All =e oe than 4 cents 


per po' 
Wire aeaee andl as strand (wire ca- 


): 
Made of iron or steel wire— 
Not smaller than No. 13 wire 
uge 
ole than No. 13 and not 
= than No. 16 wire 


Smaller than No. 16 wire gauge. 60. 24 
All valued more than 4 cents 


pound 

All valued more than 4 cents 
per pound not specially pro- 

vided for 
Made of iron or steel wire, cold 
rolled, cold hammered, blued, 
brightened, tempered, or pol- 
ished, not smaller than No. 13 

wire gauge 
Made of iron or steel wire, coated 
with zinc or tin or any other 


metal— 
maa — than No. 13 wire 


Sinaller than No. 13 and not 
— than No. 16 wire 


smaller than No. 16 wire gauge. 
All valued more than 4 cents 


137 Steel ingots, cogged 
and slabs, by wha‘ 
made; die blocks e lanks; 
billets and bars and ta) or 
beveled bars; mill ting; 
pressed, sheared, or stamped 
shapes; hammer molds 
sw steel; -bervel molds 
not in bars; y used as sub- 
stitutes for steel in the manu- 
facture of tools; all descri 
tions and shapes of dry san 
loam, or iron molded steel cast- 
ings; ‘and steel 2s all “yom and 
shapes not vided 
for: Cold ro drawn, 
oe : ‘or cod ran in 


Valued a! shove 16cents per pound .| 19. 
Cold rolled, cold (Sood, 
blued tened, tempered, 
or 
8 
or better than the grade 
of bold-rolled smoothed only— 
Valued above 16 cents per 
id -! 18.20) 20. 


Duty unchanged. 


Value of 
imports, 
1907. 


Revenue 
under 
present law. 


= ge of 


23.74 


Duty increased. 


Value of | Per cent 


Duty decreased. 


Revenue under— Revenue under— 


Per 
Value of o- 


thor” de- Present (Conte ference 


Present 
law. crease.| law. 


Conference 
bill. 


3,324.10) 2,879.25 


411.17 365. 48 


1,255. 68 
3,782. 04 


11,533. 64 


1,130.10 
3, 466. 87 


10, 447.34 


13,690. 83) 11,201. 66 


905. 33 


607.50) 551.3 
3,225.16} 2,973.1 


3,585. 41 





7.81 
9.33; 3,953. 98: 


OF iin acests® 
OD. Wi. .cccccccccclecccccclecccoccccse'eces 





Para-| 
ere ph 


Act 
on. 


—} 


140 
141 


‘r pound 
143 Hemenens and sledges (black- 


144 | Bolts, with or without threads or 


145 | Card clothing: 


146 a decarwnc descrip- 


M47 
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Metals, and manufactures of—Continued. 








Duty decreased. 
“Classification of 7) ,aw (Act 













Revenue under— Per | Revenue under— 


cent 
of | | 
de- | i 

jcrease. Bg, 


ie 
| 


“Tali ir indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 
by Committee on Finance 


Value of 
pore United States Senate. 








Con — » 





Stead slate, ots—Contiiued. 


a or coated with zine, 


viloed avove 7 cents and not 

above 10cents _ pound..... 

a and er ae specially pro- 

he lates of 

sta, wh w = orpertia 'y manu- 

| ood rant cold ham- 
tened 


4.54, $138.05} $131.78 iM 


nish, 
grade ‘of cold rolled, smoothed 
only, hereinbefore provided for: 
Valued above 24 cents and not 
above 3 cents pound....... 
Valued above 3 cents and not 
above 4 cents per pound. ...... 
Valued above 4 cents and not 
above 7 cents pound....... 
Valued above 7 cents and not 
above 10 cents per pound...... 
Valued above 10 cents and not 
above 13 cents per pound...... 
Valued above 13 cents and not | 
above 16 cents per pound...... . . 5. . 42) ; ; 
Valued above 16cents per pound.| 16. , ; ; ; pind: snsendauxcnuacs int dette dip deaskeellle 
~ circular saw plates— 
alued above 4 cents and not 
above 7 cents pound....... 
Valued above 7 cents = not 
above 10 cents per pound. ..... 
Valued above 10 cents = not 
above 13 cents per pound...... \ ‘ . 07) 377.7 
PRL pau l6cents per pound.| 7.79} 20. . ; . pe oem Leta Gaia te ae 
BUG: cd teksten sc cekscan seen . 
(L) — and parts of: 
Auto’ Ee ot chen eesednne h . . . Sine nn en bhetaceesSetbidotncoecccelphdabaueecedlssonseuinecoseéenss 





bicycle: 
oa and parts of any of the fore- 
, including tires, azles, and 
Axles, or parts of, axle bars, axle 
blanks, or for axles, of 
iron orcteal, thout reference to 
the stage or ‘state of manufacture, 
valued at not more than 6 cents 





25.00, 7,344.54) 5,508. 41 is 


smiths’), track tools, wedges, and 
crowbars, of iron or steel... ..... 730. 48 669. 58 
nuts, or bolt blanks, and finished 
hinges or hinged b , of iron 

teel 4,316.74, 3,237.54 


Card clothing not actually and 
manently fitted to and attached 


carding machines or to parts 
i at the time of importation: 
a a aihteetd bon or 


Sm iceeies oi face, 


Oe eee eee EE Ee See eee ee eee EEE EOE HEE EEO HH EEE EET EERE EEE E EH He EOE HEEL TEESE EEE EEE REESE EEE EEE SERRE HERE EEE RHEE EERE OEE Hee Hee eee 


eee ee ee eee eee w an eee ee eeeeee 


ore ee eee ee ee eee 


22.22, 7,784.08, 6,054.29 a 
149.06, 111.80 









743. 00! 25. 00 





SOC ee eee eee Comet eeeeeleseseesesioneseresererinaetasaneene 
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EE 
Metals, and manufactures of—Continued. 


Equivalent 
rems Duty unchanged. . D decreased 
Para-| Classification of present law (Act of ad vale 4 ae ‘ 


graph 1897). 


0. 
Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- Revenue under— Per | Revenue under— 
of ported by Committee on Finance Value of | Revenue | Valueof | Percent Value of | cent 
1909.| to the United States Senate. imports, imports, | of _— 
1907. be 1907. de- Present |Confereng 
crease.| law. bill. 


150 | Chain or chains, made of iron or | 

steel: P.ct.| P.ct. 

Not less than 3? inch in diameter.| 87.21) 67.85 . 520 » £548. 68 si 

Less than Ve and not less | ss " $426.75 
than ? inch in diameter 30.00) 24. 54! R 

Less than } inch and not less = 
than ,'; inch in diameter | 47.58) 44.42 

Less than ,%, inch in diameter ...| 59.52) 59.52) $18,828. 00} $11,205.90 


Other, on which specific duty 
| 45-00) 51, 280. 04) 23, 076. 02 





does not amount to 45 per cent.| 45.00 
Boiler tubes, pipes, flues, or 
stays, lap-welded, butt-welded, 
seamed, or jointed, not thinner 
than No. 6 wire gauge 38. 32} 28. 74 
Not less than three-eighths inch in 
diameter 
Less than three-eighths and not 
less than one-fourth inch 
Less than one-fourthinch in diam- 





eter 

Cylindrical or tubular tanks or ves- 
sels, for holding gas, liquids, or 
other material, whether full or 


emp’ 
Flezible metal tubing or hose, not 
specially provided for, whether cov- 
ered with wire or other material, or 
otherwise, including any appli- 
ances or attachments affixed thereto.|...... 
Weldedc a oe furnaces, made : 
from te met: . 95) 33. 56 nf 
Welded « cylindrical furnaces, tubes, y 1, 798. 1, 434. 44 
or flues madefrom plate metal, and 
corrugated, ri , or otherwise 
reinforced against collapsing pres- 
sure. 
Tubes and tubing, for cycles....... 35. 00) 30. 00) oo 
ba > not specially pro- r 9,324.00) 7, 992.00 
vided for . . 00) , 
Cutlery: J 22,340. 50} 19, 149. 00 
152 Pen or pocket knives, clasp, 
pruning,and budding knives, 
or parts of, and erasers,mani- 
cure knives, or parts of, 
wholly or partly manufac- 
tured— 
Valued not more than 40 cents 














40.00} 40.00; 165,419.00} 66,167. 60)............]......... 
Valued more than 40 cents and 
_ ee 50 cents per 
64. 95) 64.95) 153,766.20) 90,877. 91)............].....s00- 
Vv cued. more than 50cents and 
notexceeding $1.25 per dozen.| 93.23) 93.23} 288,924.08} 269,359. 98)............]......... 
Valued more than $1.25 and | 
not exceeding $3 per dozen. ..} 91.00) 91.00} 242,636.47) 220,799. 70|............]......... 
Valued more than $3 per dozen. 84.16) 84.16) 157,051.62) 132,179. 25|............]......2.- 
Any of theforegoing knives or erasers 
if imported in the condition of 
assembled, but not fully fin- 
ished, shall be dutiable at not 
denpenet than - rateof duty herein 
fully finished 
es aa erasers valued at 
more than 83 per dozen. 
Blades, a, and other 


parts of— 
aaa mee exceeding $1.25 


vitued. macs than $1.25 per 
dozen. 

Provided, That blades, handles, 
or other parts of any of the fore- 
going knives or — shall be 
dutiable at not less than the 
rate herein imposed u 
knives and erasers val at 
more than 50 cents per dozen 
and not exceeding $1.25 per 


dozen. 
Razors and razor blades, finished 
unfinished— 


54. 85) 92. Ms ak scceceoccees 
72. 


$3 
‘ae 
Razors, fi 

Valued atless than $1 per dozen. 
Valued at#1 and less than $1.60 
| 


er dozen 
ens 50 and less than $8 


eee 5 Ionsudendssonasatleciaaiiaa ae... - 
«Estimated. 









CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Metals, and manufactures of—Continued. 


| Equivalent 
| 
Para- Classification of mn law (Act of | 
graph 
het | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 


ported by Committee on 
1900. | | tothe United States Senate. 


Duty increased. Duty decreased. 





| 
Revenue under— Per | Revenue under— 
Value of | Percent Value of | cent at eal b 
~ oo or of imports, of | _ 
1 increase.| Present | Conference 1907. de- | Present on 
law. bill. crease.| law. 








—_— 


A of the foregoing knives or 
~ Zs aan inued. 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
j 
| 


| 
name of the maker and beneath | 
the same the oonene of the ane 
0 die sunk conspicuously 
pe 'y on the shank or 
tang of each and erery blade. 
Scissors and shears, and blades 
for, finished or ‘unfinished— 
Valued not more than 50 cents 


per dozen . . cence sdiesoalintedicaisimdhali cicadas Garces A tn-eunteeiie Un teenaiimmseisaraieliaiinamans 
Valued more than 50 cents and | 


be. more than $1.75 per 


OEE EEE ROE EEE Ee eee eee ee eee eee eee eeee AO eRe eee eee eee eee eee eeee 


153 (L) Fen sword blades, and 
side arms ( “Od pesiecncene 
154| Table, carving, cooks’, kitchen, 
bread, butter, vegetable, 

fruit, and cheese ves, 

forks, and steels, finished or 


unfinished— 
With no of mother-of- 


FEO REE eee RR EEE EEE EEE EEE EE EEE EH EEE E HEHEHE BORER eee ee 


| 
we 
| 


$33,358.75| 42.86) $11,675.56} $16,679.381...........-|-.....</cceeeeeee-- + ice 


a a dieeeuasaenbad ee $4,740.00, 9.30, $2,720.92| $2,460.68 
With handles of deer horn. .... 7,863.00} 12.6 4,932.69} 4,307.22 
| 


With handles of hard rubber, 
solid bone, celluloid, or any 
537 14.31; 1,868.75) 1,601.11 
handles of any other 
Win thdknsecscacsenee+ . . Ne eseedacsccdlecnescccaencessesoscdeccsccoceses 25, 283. 94) 26.14) 17,554.00; 12,966. 86 
in knives, forks, or steels, im- 
ported without handles........ Reaianiahatdhiedliainsenehnadieniosicnocnindd ST sciadithatedbehebaieimaiasves hdl cnanasionaansiaaiiadnieededs Tsp ed ee a 
Other, on which ordinary duty | 
Butchers", hunting, plumbers 
ters’, 


ee eee ee ee ee ee ee 


| 
le satthied aie 66,404.99/ 11.11) 29,882.25) 26,562.00 


With handles of mother-of- 


pearl, shell, or i silver, 
Pesicled eller > > a coal 


hon rem or toa Sane dinnaes a Si nandscdatitlidncndedycsdvetincroedisesschnos 
With handles of deer horn... ... | 


xyline material. ........ 
wiih bh 
would not amount to 45 per 
palette, artists? 


~1 


9 BS 
& 
o 


peecstcccecdioceccccccces 69.00} 891) 35. 95) 
oO} 14.11 10. 29) 


Or 


' 
With handles of hard rubber, 
a bone, — or any 


eee www) VU De UO cee ee ee eee ele ee eee ee eee Hee eee eee eee eee eeeee 


1 le alls 322. 85} 25. 25) 199. 02 148, 82 


terial Cte nein ch bedcn oes 
Any knives, forks, or steels, im- 
ae Tne cnccenes 
Other, on which ordinary duty 
would not amount to 45 per 
155 | Files, ie 1 blanks, rasps, and floats 
of all oo and kinds 
23 inchesin length ond under... 
— 24 and not over 44 inches 


Pee ePeCe COCO OPC eee eee 





pceccccceose So 72. 50) 15. 41) 47.18 39. 91 
| 
| 


eT alia. | ceeeeeeeee| 4,951.61] 16.661 4,025.35] 3,354.46 
| } 
see | ....----.f 26,484.00} 5.00; 22,220.21| 21,109.20 


heeceaguaeccsivccscosecas par ee 66,502.16, 11.11) 29,925.97) 26, 600. 86 


wecccccccccceleccccecccccclecccoccccceelecccccccclecccccocescclocoscccccccs 36,919.32) 16.67) 31,292.76) 26,077.29 


EER RR Re Ree Re eee HERE EEE EH Rees eee e es THEE EEE EE ES 


bediecacadbie 18,298.00 22.50| 7,187.00} 5,569.93 
156 | Firearms: 
Muskets, muzzle-load shot- 


ns, rifles, and partsof........ CO OO Se eee ee 
157 shottans dquble-barreled 


| 
sporting, breech-loading, and | 
combination deotgene ond 
rifles— 
Valued not more than $5each . . 179, 548. a i ei ek Ci dRag edccacaldcdibacelecsececcacefececccccccs 
Valued more than $5 and not 
more than $10 each.......... , ; 2, 354. 00 p = 10 | 


Valued more than $10 each... 61, 422. Se Oo ea dhedbbaslss evactbisacccesoce|.ccsscceeae 
SBs5 uns, single-barreled 


cneeial — por Farts of, not ee ee | al | 5 echeuenssthe net earile | eccccceccce 
ins 
| 


ae oo peas:  eandgenhetdbesedaces 
breech-loading shotguns 

rifles, further Selamat af 

man than rough-bored 


only, and stocks for same....... 44. 93) 44. 93 453 203. 


peehthbonaitinbessendescecces 50. 00} 50. 4, 452. 2, 226. 
automatic 
diiecéaen 56.75) 56.7 


19, 749. 


elem ee eee meme eee eee tlnneeeeeeee 
COCO 6 SO ob e e e eeOe eeeeREEEE eeOEEEEEEE EEEEEEEEEEEE EEE EE Ee HEE EE EEE EEE EH HEHE EOD 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Metals, and manufactures of—Continued. 


reel Classification of present law (Act of 
graph) 

Act | Italics indicate H, R. 1438, as re- Revenue under— 

of ported by Committeeon Finance r Value of Revenue | Value of | Per Value of | cent 
1909. to the United States Senate. =o under — of 


imports, of 
-  j{presentlaw. increase. 7 de- Frsmnt Conference 
aw. . bill. 


Equivalent) Duty unchanged. Duty increased. 


158 | (L) Sheets, plates, wares, or arti- 
cles of iron, steel, or other 
metal,enameled er glazed with 
vitreous glasses 4 

Nails, spikes, and tacks: 
Nails and spikes, out, of iron or 
steel . Y } 244. 68 
Nails, horseshoe, hob, and all 

other wrought-iron or sted 

nails, not specially provided for. , 14.19 
Horseshoe calks, and parts thereof, 

finished or unfinished, of iron or 

steel amid andelentediamans deity te cecec ces 
Nails, wire, made of wrought iron 

or steel— 

Not less than 1 inch in length 
and not lighter than No. 16 
wire gauge 

Spikes, of wrou iron or steel . . . 

Nuts and washers, of wrought 
iron or steel 

Horse, mule, or ox shoes, of 
wrought iron or steel 

Tacks, , or sprigs, cut— 

Not exceeding 16.ounces to the 
thousand 

Exceeding 16 ounces to the 
thousand 

Needles: 
For knitting (embreidery) or sew- 
ing machines, including latch 


41.90} 106,928.70 
Crochet and tape needles, knit- 


ting, and all others not spe- 
dai, rovided for, and bod- 


eee . 00) 25.00 49,147. 90) 
No articles other than the needles 
which are omen fically named in this 
section shall be dutiable as needles 
unless having an eye and fitted and 
used for er athread. Needle 
cases or nee ans with 
assortments of needics or combina- 
tions of needles and other articles 
shall pay duty as entireties accord- 
ing to component material of 
chief value therein. 

Fishhooks, fishing rods and reels, arti- 
icial flies, artificial baits, snelled 
ooks, and allother fishing tackle or 

parts thereof, not specially pro- 
vided for in this section, except fish- 
ey EE sb tices biecdbdlockssecesass le onnedbtedabiensuntacandsbebadaksatbiccohcnaninl 

Engraved plates of steel. .......... | 25.00} 20.00) 

Plates, electrotype and stereotype, 

and plates of other material than 

steel, engraved or lithographed 

for printing 
Plates of irom or steel engraved or 

JSashioned for use inthe production 

of designs, patterns, orimpressions 

on glass in the process of manufac- 

turing plate er other glass 
Rivets or studs and steel points 

, machined, or bri 

and rivets or studs for nonskidding 

<n comm ducghieibabacshbidieiindinacnctentnns 
te os eal . 02! 





Saws: 
Circular saws 


saws. 
Hand, back, and other saws, not 
y provided for 
EE i anmeatemahdihysmatinl 
Pit and drag saws............... | 25.21 
Steel band saws, finished or fur- 
ther advanced than tempered 
and polished 
Screws, commonly called wood 
screws: 
Over 4 inch and net more than 1 
inch in length 37. 03 
Over 1 inch and not more than 2 
inches in Je 


37.34 


More than 2 inches in length 7 | 
Umbrella and parasol ribs and 
stretchers, of iron, steel, or other 
metal, in frames or otherwise. ... 
Tudea(or umbreilas, wholly or partly 
n 


"| 
| 


eee ee eee eee ee eee eeeel one Oe Oe ee 


heels,or parts of, with axles fitted | [pe pn rae a ee 
in, and steel-tired wheels, for rail- 
way purpeses, and iron or steel 
locomotive, a or other railway 
tires, or parts of, wholly or partly 
or es 
‘ots, , blooms, or 
7s las wheels or 
tires, without regard to the de- 
gree of manufacture 


7, 646. 3 


oe eee eee eee Oe eee ee eee eee 


@ This paragraph stricken out in Senate bill. 


“oF 
eee ee Cee eee eee eee ee eee ener” 
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Metals, and manufactures of—Continued. 





Para- 
gaph) 
he H. R.1 as re- 

Ace | Itaties t a 438, 


Committee 
= United States Senate. 


Classification of _ law (Act of 
1897). 


Revenue under— 





1909. Present | Conference 
law. bill. 








—_—_— 


72 | Alaminum 

: In crude form (aluminum ant 3 
and alloysof any kind in which 
aluminuns is component P. ct. | P. ct. 
material of chief value......... 





SOOO EEE eee eee EERE EEE EEE EES eee eee EEE HERO EE eee eee 


Barium, catctum, magnestum, ln eee” elite. ees: eet, nie cate ene 
dium, and m, and alloys 
of which said metais are: the com- 
Se a8 ai 

MACTIOSUIME 2. ww eecwccecrcccsccesleccccs . 49 100. Free. $4, 001.50. 

173} Antimony, as the henner 

Antimony ore, stibniteand matte con- 
taining antimony (or antimony 
CORIGREE). .comccccegececcccccecces Free. 
Antimony oxide ............-..-- 
(See bill for regulations concerning 


entry.) 
174 | (L) Argenting, albata, or German 
| silver, unmanufactured.......... 
175 (L) Bronze powder a flit- 
ters, and metallics)............. 
Valued at not over +; cents per 


chee Free.) 28, 954. 72 
@105.44, 42,822.75| 5,798.96) 


POWNG « « ow 0 wn aa ne nenean-sa-+s2leacecslonceeeleccccescccessleccecccncceslsccccececess|seccecces 
Veneer re BT IIL, 8 0. hoop liacconcencseclecssccsocccelecccccsenenehioerccees 
(L) Bronze. or Dutch metal, in leaf, 
in packs of 100 leaves............ | 
Aluminum, in leaf, in packs of 100 
BAVGB. . ccodeccecccdoccccacsccece 
176 | Cor 
Dates, rolled, called braziers’ 
copper, sheets, rods, pipes, and 
copper bottoms. .............-. 
Sheathing, or yellow metal, of 
which is the component 
material ofchief value, and not 
composed woes or in part of 
iron, ungalvanized. ........... 
177 y) Gold me in in packs of $00 leaves. 
he foregoi 3 to leaf not 
contig e raise! equivalent of 
St by St inches; additional duties in 
the same proportion shall be as- 
sessed on leaf exceeding in size said 


equivalent. 
178 C= leaf, in packs of 500 
179 | (L) Tinsel wire, lame or lahn, made 
wholly or in ‘chief value of gold; 
silver, or other metal............ 
(L) Bullion and metal threads 
made wholly or in chief value of 
tinsel wire, lame orlahn,........ 
(L) Laces, embroideries, braids, 
galloons, trimmings, or other 
articles made wholly or in chief 


ee EE 
62, 735.75 


eee ee ee Cee eer eee eee eee eee eee eee ee ee eee 


ee eee eee eee ee ee eee ee eee 


value of tinsel ame or lahn, 
bullion, or sauithoonas AE EE eee 29. 110, 780. 143, 362. 95) 
Fabrics, ribbons, beltings, and orna- 


ments, added to laces, etc. 
180 ae ande metallic, whether 
or otherwise, in- 
loging tof cards, cartons, 
and = wrappings and 





SORE Re Ree eR ee eee eee EHH eee meee eee eee eee ERROR eee ee eee eee eee 





Pigs and bars (dross), bullion, 
molten and old refuse lead, run 
into blocks and bars, and old 
scrap lead fit only to be reman- 
ufactured, and dross........... 

Sheets, pipes, shot, glaziers’ lead; 
and le wire ceidiinessksovcguie 


mineral substances, in a crude 
GOREN, TE BE Bes enbccecccccascee 
Gas mantles 


OOOO e eee EEE ET Tee ee eee eee Ree EEE HH EERE Ree eee eel eee e ee eeeee 


VORROMIONEE ci nasucckatasis<eesoes 
Chrome or chromium metal, ferro- 


nelyod or ferrochromium, ferro- 
———,  comsier 


‘a 
eons Crag 


ta 
tantalum, tangeten, ‘or wolten 


Valued at $200 per ton or less. . 
Valued at qed fan $200 r ton 


Ferrosilicon containi 
than 15 per cent a¢de.." 


100. ) $88,175.01) 176, 349. 99). 





Value of 
imports, 
1907. 


eeereceele 


eeeeeecnees 


96, 113. 


@ Estimated. > Admitted practically free by court decisions under present law. 


POPS RlS we we eee eee tle eee te Hee eee eee eee ee ele wee eeeeeeeslnneeeceseeetlisseeeee 


5021 


Duty decreased. 


—a 


Revenue under— 





Present |Conference 


law. | 


1, 424, 


bill. 


Ss Ss sss sss see | sees 
Tt sn 


. 50|$103, 384. 56} $90, 461. 
38: 


1205. 72 


eee e eel een ewe eewelawn wes necee 


SPST TOR Oe HHT eee eee eel nee ee eee sete eee eee 


wee eeeeeeeee 





seeeeee 





eee ereree 





SP eee ee ewe el eee wane nnee 


Stee e ee wweeleweeweeenne 


TSHR OREM Ree E EET H HH eee eee ee eee e eae esleeeeeeeeeee 


TOR EH eee ETE H Hee ESE SES eee eee ele oeeeeenees 


TPR ee Ree EERE EH eee ee OEE EEE H eee EERE EEE Hwee ee eeeeeelaceeeetlianeeeeceees 


47.34) 


rake Ee: 1, 136.25 
*-|+ 
#7 


Pee meee eel awe reel ewe eeeeesee 


1,979. 33 


~ 
on 
™ 
S 


1, 042. 38 


SPOS ee ee ele meee eee ee eee eee eee ee eee eee eet Hee eee Eee wR Eee ee eee eel newest eee ee lee eeeseceee 


sleccccclecces evesle ese Seeceveclecccceceslecescccccccelesccccececeslsesccceeecesleccecsslecccccccses|seeeesccess 
Mincbenelnesceclensentscsesooisesoccccecesfeacccecesseclecccccsscfeccccccccces Rsqcoutncses , einuaidpiaalasisealscanaseasquneccnesin 

| 

| 

iit éadliebesndesesSsbeessate suminawcacacccswlc coccccesecccscccecocdbcooscescccniscesecccocce 
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9022 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Metals, and manufactures of—Continued. 


Duty increased. 

Para- Classification of present law (Act of 

graph 1897). a 
of 


Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- | a Revenue under— 
of ported by Committee on Finance | Pres- Revenue | Valueof | Percent, =| ~Valueof | cent 


1909. to the United States Senate. t under =e of — - 
‘ present law. 1907. increase.| Present | Conference 1907. Present (Conference 
law. bill. | law. bill. 


185 | Nickel, nickel oxide, alloy of any 
| kind in which nickel is the mate- 
rial of chief value, in pigs, ingots, 
bars, rods, plates, strips cut from 
sheets, or sheets, but not rolled or 


186 | Pens, metallic, except gold pens... 
Do.withniband barrelin one piece. 
187 | Penholder tips, and penholders, or 
parts of 
| (L) Gold pe ‘ . 00) 
Fountain pens, stylographic pens.|......)...... 
Combination penholders, compris- 
ing penholder, pencil, rubber 
eraser, automatic stamp, oT 


Provided that pens and penholders 
shall be assessed for duty sepa- 


rately. 

188 | Pins, solid heads, without orna- 
mentation, including hair, safety, 
hat, Dees and ——. i 
posed of brass, copper, iron, steel, 
or other base metal, not plated, 
not jewelry 

Agraffes, barettes, bars, belts, buckles, 
cabochons, chatelaines,’ clasps, 
combs, coulants, girdles, slides, 
dress, hat, and millinery orna- 
ments, composed wholly of brass, 
copper, iron, steel, or other base 
metal: 

Not plated nor polished nor com- 

monly known as jewelry........ 

Picanol, ig 
any of the for » 

fa metal or saamelel peor 


or in heads of less, 
paste, ~Paaek erial 


than precious or semiprecious 
With heads in tmnitation of baroque 
rit nim of baroque 
pearls or ornamented Soke 
cut or ground 
With imitation precious stones or 
imitation pearls or corals set in 
the heads of the pins or with the 
articles otherwise mounted or set 
with imitation precious stones or 
imitation pearis or 
(Any of the foregoing articles if 
made wholiy or in part of pre- 
cious metal or if set lah grations 
or semiprecious stones, or pearls, 
or corals, shall be classified as 
jewelry.) 
189 uicksilver 
191 ype metal, lead contents 
192 | New types 
Watch movements: 
Having not more than 7 jewels...| 66. 02) 82.05 
(L) Having more than 7 and not 
more than 11 jewels 
(L) Having more than 11 and 
not more than 15 om 
(L) Having more than 15 and 
not more than 17 jewels 
(L) Having more than 17 jewels.; 34. 
Watch cases and parts of watches, 
including dials 
Enameled dials for watches or other 
tlt inte cine ev cedtetantietiiadt une 
(See bill for regulations concern- 
ing dials and movements.) 
Chronometers, box or ship, and 
Cc cas - d f 
‘locks, and parts of, not special] 
rovided e a 
Clock Sea a in the 
escapement, and containing 


such movements 

rts thereof, not 
otherwise pr for, whether sep- 
arately packed or otherwise, not 
composed wholly or in part of 
china, porcelain, parian, bisque, 


or earthen ware 


20. 
Free. 
Calamine (zincore) > 3 


Zinc ore and calamine (zine contents)|...... Saale 


@ Estimated. > Zinc contents estimated at 30 per cent and at 1 cent per pound. 
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Metals, and manufactures of—Continued. 





Equivalent 
valorems. 








Duty unchanged. | Duty increased. Duty decreased. 
Para-| Classification of present law (Act of | 














grapb 1897). me 1 pa i 
é venue under— | Per | Revenue under— 
Act | Italies indicate H. R. -_, a3 Te- | Pres- me Value of ee vie of | Percent cont 
of rted by Committee an imanee | ent oe imports, rts, of of — 
1909.| tothe United States Senate. law. | Sill. 1907. law. a increase. de- | Present (Conference 
jerease.| law. | bill. 





23) $16, 021.69 
1,221.40 








anc ‘soniahaare 

195 | Cans. e8 ners 

trays, signs, and similar articles, 

posed wholly or in chief value 

of tin erne or or 
oh pe ene ae 


by. ? 
was se eae sony, 


Hee ee weal owen wna wn ew eleewew ee ents tle eeee wees eee eee ween ees tle wenwnnncloweeeeeeeeese 


vonided, Fikes 
Provided, That none of the foregoing 
articles shall pay a less rate Jaen 
than 55 34 cent ad valorem. 
196 = ca 


197 | Machinery, not 


SOPH Me eee Ree Ce ee EE HE HH HL E ORE EEE H TORE EERE HLRRRReee eleeeeEREE EEL OOO eee ee eee ee ee ee eee EEE REE ORR E EE eee eee ee eee 


ing , including machines 
for making lace curtains, nets, or 
eT ccs ioc ccbiecéctcecces 
Lever or Goughrough lace machines, 
including machines for making lace 
curtains, nets, or , free of 


Prodi Pt 1, 1911. 
Lever or Gough- 
tee tachines oper 


pri 9 Fal first, nineteen hun- 
and eleven, ye a be aaraitted 


199 FE a n. 8s. p. f., 


com- 

Pi . wholly or in of— 
inum, man . 

—. * core from aluminum 


&) Bronze, manufactures of..... 
per, manufactures of ........ 
& Gold, manufactures of... .... 
ron and steel, manufactures of. . 

Do. galvamized.............. 

, manufactures of. .......... 


eee eee ee eee eee ee eee 


























Total, Schedule C............. 9, 476, 838. 71 12,882, 416.0897 897,077.58) 68. 2081, 682,254. 53$2, 831 ,083. 70,28, 694,751. a| 26. 917, 7,135, 722. nae 208, 175 86 61 
a Estimated. , 
SCHEDULE D. 
Wood, and manufactures of. 
' i _— 
ate Duty unchanged. Duty increased. | Duty decreased. 
Para-| Classification of mm law (Act of | 
gray — ae - -_— 
a | Revenue under. | | Per | Revenue under 
Act | Italics indicate ; i - 
of by Sas Pree. = Vatuost nom ue | Value ne Per > | — of | — _ - 
1909. the United 8 t en . under mports of | } 
“ames law cor 1907 |present law. tbo. increase.| Present | Confer- 1907. | de- Present | Conference 
’ law. | ence bill. | crease. law. bill. 
| | 
ial | —|  csinaimeaiaas 
200 Timber: | | 
Round. used for spars and in | P.ct.| P. ct. | 
building wharves. ............. DEE: Plnsecstade oes i ratien sdiumeieiniabhtskatbpadabenied Te isinicaiade S daewaxtes $25,902.86, 50.00) $1,305. 49 $652.75 
Sewn, uared, or sided, not less 
P & inches square........... i i tndenstdsnddbindiibeeedéh dipedteed~deccipascbecne ST ceailiniventin Ls dttibeowte 49, 811.71 50.00 2, 531. 24) 1, 265. 62 
201 | ta or: | | 
Boards, om ¢ deals, and other | | 
| lumber of whitew ood, | | 
syeqmare: and arr | 
| Not planed or finished...._.... Seerer ees tare es Foe Cos | 211,967.74) 50.0C} 11,777.08} 5, 888.84 
Planed or finished om twosides.| 17.03} 10.65]............. pact tM tea d a a diac ila tase 12,302.00; 37.50) 2,004.58) 1,309. 11 
Fianed eacnecide and tongued | | 
i Se i Boab eudces dubeconcccececcleccccecss Dire i cic cntadeindcnveeduactioabecceivesceeseutesiuacetsneeeees 
| Plan on two sides and 
tongued and grooved........!......!...... bbtaeeccenent bpcstevecees aI Dl on cs iennsetnnceneulbouaenssthewescpanssetin . 




























, ee Se Pe S.. 


ee 
SSN TTS 
heat r= re 


RBS Fi} satus es 
a) . 
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Wood, and manufactures of—Continued. 





| Equivalent Duty unchanged. Duty increased. 
Para- Classification of present law (Act of | 
grapb| 1897). 

f 


- 
Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- Con- ‘ Revenue under— Revenue under— 
of ported by Committee on Finance — — Value of a Value of | Percent 
8 law. | once ibe.” peusenb ian? itor anentbiin! Present | Confer. Sor de- | Present | Conf 
5 4 b ® - . erence 
b 


ad valorems. 


os 


ee | ee 


201 | Lumber—Continued. 
Sawed lumber, not specially pro- 
vided for— P. ct. |P. ct. 
Not planed or finished | BREET Be nccccccccceselooencuenbchsincoscdpaccetieneaibee 
Planed or finished on one side. .| 20.01| 14.00) 
Planed or finished on two sides.| 17.24) 
Planed or finished on three 
d " 9.50) 
Planed or finished on four sides.| 21.13] 14. 62 
Planed on one side and 
tongued and grooved SO PATE os cccsctics 
Planed on two sides and 
tongued and grooved 
202 | Briarwood, briar, ivy, and laurel 
root 
203 | Sawed boards, planks, deals, and 
| other forms of sawed cedar, lig- 
num-vite, lancewood, ebony, 
box, adilla, mahogany, rose- 
wood, satinwood, and all other 
cabinet woods not further manu- 
factured than sawed \ ' $33, 698. 44) 


4, 587.75) 
Wood, unmanufactured, not spe- 
elally provided for f , 13, 591. 50) 
Paving posts, railroad ties, and | 
telephone, trolley, electric light, 
and telegraph poles ‘ , . \ . 57,032.34 
Clapboards: 
Pine \ . 99)... . 368. 60 
Spruce s . 7, 159.70 
| Hubs for wheels, posts, heading 
bolts, stave bolts, last, wagon, 
oar, and heading blocks, and all 
like blocks or sticks, rough-hewn, 
sawed, or bored 
Free, 
133, 727.18 


258 


S 8§ $3 88288 


Pickets and palings 
iaidednesvatadbcodamensnadio’ 
Shingles: 

White pine 

All other 
Barrels, casks, and hogsheads, 


waeey. 

Shooks, sugar box, and packing 
boxes, empty, and packing-box 
Ss ts Necks oneceeds abun 

Barrels or xes containing 

oranges, lemons, or limes, 
grape fruit, shaddocks, or pom- 
elos, exclusive of contents: 
Of foreign growth or manufac- | 
ture ' . 203, 892. 98 
Of growth and manufacture of | 
the United States 5 ¥ 109, 088. 00 

Chair cane or reed, wrought or | 

manufactured from rattan or 


12, 690. 93) 
14, 514. 76) 


=e 
Ss 


yy 





s 


8 


11, 912. 31 


7, 632. 75) 
Osier or willow: 
Prepared for basket makers’ use. . 
Manufactures of 
Willow canes 
Toothpicks: 
Wood 
Skewers, butchers’ and packers’... 
Porch and window blinds, curtains, 
shades, or screens of bamboo, 
wood, straw, or compositions of 
wood: 
Natural or rave 
Stained, dyed, painted, printed, 
polished, grained, or creosoted Ie eneteecesedthdnnseoessltinescet stsbeneanseeésinueebaneel 
Furniture, cabinet or house, 
wholly or partly finished . 00} 35. 00} 1, 136, 613. 78 7,814. $4) 
Manufactures of wood, or of which 
wood is the component mate- | 
rial of chief value, n. s. p. f..... 35 4 1, 755, 811.27} 614, 534. 19 
Carriages of wood 2, 470. 00 864. 50 
Manufactures of bark, n. for 





Any wood or articles or forms of 
wood, except those provi or in 
hall. ¥ subject aul aaa 
shall, ect to duty, pa 
per centum ad valorem in Patios 
to such duty, and shall, if otherwise 
free of duty, pay @ duty of five per 
centum ad valorem w any 
such wood or articles or forms © 
wood are painted, polished, 
grained, stained, printed, or creo- 
soted, or prepared or treated for fire- 
proofing or waterproofing. 


Total, Schedule D..... ; - 79) 4,157, 111. 72)1, 202,517.78) 2,522,267.07 68. 43 351,304.97 591,819.16) 17,791 2,103,916.41| 1,333,624. 
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it 
SCHEDULE PB. ia 
Sugar, molasses, and manufactures of. i 
a Duty unchanged. Duty increased. | Duty decreased. i 
para-| Classification ‘a law (Act of $$$ —___—_____| eee he 
} | | : 
oan ‘ | Revenue under— | Per | Revenue under— 
Act | Italics ae H. as re- Pree- oo Valueof | Revenue | Value of | Percent _| Valucof | cent {oo 
t | Connmstieee on imports, under imports, of OEM Ran Fe imports, of 
1900. the United States Senate. & oi presentiaw.| 1907. increase. Present Conference | de- | Present (Conference 
| bill, | crease. | law. | bill. 
216 | Sugar, tch standard in color 
above No. 16, tank bottoms, 
sirups of cane juice, melada, a 
concen melada, con- ; 
crete and concentrated mo- } 
lasses, by the polari- 
_ P.ct.| P J 
Not above 75 degrees. ....... ; $51 . 
Not above 88 degrees........ 69. 39 cf 
Not above 94 degrees. ....... 78. 26| 6, 323, 215. ia 
Not above 05 degrees........ 76 76 49, 885. al 
Not above 96 degrees. ....... 87.16) 87.1 551, 424. 00 | i 
c i 
Not above 75 degrees... ..... 23. 89) 23. 49,146.60, 11,742. 11) rnin tiel Heidi ainialbigls gegen i a Di cee mana ya 
Not 76 degrees........ 54.10) 54.1 i i «a cdnaeachahaasenies Rcenchuaes aie er Se cas can naetbaanaies cacacwesiekhesbousiel ie 
Not above 77 degrees........ | 40.12) 40.12) 1, 167. 00} 468. ‘a Repabuieaeas | sqacubeds RSs ail SRE CacT pct icncneal A serbe Dinca tzeccsebvoncseuuese ie 
Not above 78 degrees........ 30.08, 30.08) 215. 65) neti ceaie lesonieyy ebecuahince thibdeencdelokaisnsseaie ets Aelantatikediadaodgiid’ i 
Not above 79 degrees........ 42.42) 42. 42, 1, 356. 00) Gi iedaceccccece ana cDiieatualeee i eat del lenndecclececereeesclececeeseees a 
Not above 80 degrees........ 46.08) 46. 08) 1, 356. 00) i | | " 
Not above 81 degrees. ....... 107.49 107.49, 7, 984. 00) ‘fi 
Not above 82 degrees. ....... 25. 45| 25. 45) 239. 45, i ! 
Not above 83 degrees. ....... 91.08, 91.08) 476,284. 10) 
ot above 84 degrees... ...... 27.36) 27.36) 14. 00) 
Not above 85 degrees. ....... 30. 34) 30. 34) 128. 00, 
ot above 86 degrees... .... . &2. 08 82.08 66,230. 20 7 
i Not above 87 degrees........ | 46. 16 46. 16, 2, 213. 65, ie 
Not above 88 degrees........ | 1. 81/ S181) 543, 253. 00 ig 
Not above 89 degrees... ..... 87. 73, 87.73, 20, 765. 007 ia 
Not above 90 degrees. ....... 36. 56) 36. 41. 00) a 
Not above 91 degrees. ....... 120. 19,120. 19 1, 460. 00) e 
Not above 92 degrees........| 64.90] 64 1, 240. 00) : 
Not above 94 degrees -| 75.33) 75. 33 eS i 
Not above 95 degrees -| 70.65) 70.65) 901,837. 
Not above 96 -| 90. 46, 90. 46 11, 053, 806. 00. iy 
Not above 97 degrees .| 97. G4 97.64) 250, 917. 00) My 
Not above 98 degrees 69. 40; 69.40, 41,004.00) i 
Above No. 16, and all sugar a 
that has gone through a proc- | | ® 
ess of refining................ 72. 57) 70. cnn cbdtdlel Mivvesdansl fy 
Molasses: | a 
Not above 40 degrees. ........... 20. 00; 20. 25, 268. 00: § 
Above 40 degrees and not above } . 
|y i‘ SED, 15. 51, 15.51) = 171, 892. 00) t 
56 degrees and above............ 34. 76) 34. 1, 883. 00) 

217 | Maple sugar and sirup............. 49. 65, 49. 207, 796. 51 ; 
Glucose or grape sugar............. as 55. 39 4, 465. 4 
Guget CMa aditacdhcseseelecdnadchexsitiveceds 5, 603. 91 ; 

218 | SacchasW... cthiadecacndnateboccane BiG GI Fe icadbttacecccclovcccccececchescsccodctce ; 

219 | Sugar candy and ,n y 

s.p.f.,and refined when = 
— iored, or adulter- A 
ated: j 
Valued at 15 cents per pound or 4 
BR cee hi cans cuchnns ol A da hc na eeibewbndgnmenesicheaiitenceddnecedincccocciacenbesssiqieccedccesee ; 
Do. o. Cosipenenay treaty with | 5 
cniiindtineheauan sa0eawe TG FB. Bin cc ccc ccctsccisccccccccccelecccccessece epidenindneascaasaiicseGbesdehaien f 
Vatued mate dai 1 exis at 
adie bdabeneinnwoded al 50.00) 50. 00, 74, 283. 00) atlainacanie)sialbeterntept nuaadbealineabdpaiiis 
Do, as reciprocity treaty with t 
eae a aa 40.00) 40. 00! 130. 80) sanctiquiceiipsauansiahta drumnadestiiales 4 
Biscuits wafers, and similar arti- Py: 
| cles if filled with or coated with ef 
Lh. cc ccnccbsbecedenchansclecceccessscst ctdeqddsleciscddbckcemeddndtascocleccccccccccelssonccafsccoccccenelscnagecceee a 
| Total, Schedule E........... 83. 74) 83. 73/21, 540, ze erlisaniae0.| pacncecsdaiiiballicnens Lasiillqeinaces lpéGensiosaes | 116,451.70, 3.06) 85,067.76) $2,411.14 t 
ScHEDULE F. ’ 
Tobacco, and manufactures of. 
ad Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. ed 
Para-| Classification i law (Act of i 
Revenue under— P Revenue under— 2 
Act icate er | 
of ee oS. Bie =F nl Value of aooaeee yan os Per cent yum of om i eh v s 7 
1909. imports er ports, oO ports, of | : 
to the United States Senate. ‘bo? ’ present law. 1907. increase.| Present Conference 1907. | de- Present Conference he 
law. bill. crease.| law. bill. ' ; 
qn a iS bo ee ia 
(L) Entre SCHEDULE. : 
Tobacco, and manufactures of: ; 
220; U ufactured— 


nman 
Ww 


Pete cccse cp aasd 6. 98/186 367, 131.1 





0,905 408.07)... cccccloccccccccleccccccccceelccceccccccceleeseacecess Ses osce 


Beedawicoeceedwed 528. peinudedibbeloonescamece 
4,966, 113.13) 3,186, 628 | 


Tereee rere er eerr rrr. | 
tT a — es ee reeeeespeeesseoeeunoerooeemmeoororT———w—os © 


XLIV——315 
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Tobacco, and manufactures of —Continued. 





ees . Duty increased. 


Classification of a law (Act of 
1897). 


Revenue under— Revenue under— 
Value of Revenue | Valueof | Per goat 


imports, under rts, o 
1907. present law. we inerease.| Present | Conference =" Present Conferenca 
law. bill. a law. bill. 


Tobacco, and manufactures of— 
| Continued. 
All other, not specially pro- 
vided for 
3 and snuff flour, manu- 
factured of tobaceo, ground 
dry, or damp, and pickled, 
scented, or o' 7 21, 316: 50) 16, 
Ali ae , . 122,153.52; 134,722. 
Cigars and cheroots, all kinds. .|152. ; 6, 948. 50) 10, 621. 
Cigarettes, and paper cigars, 
including wrappers 76, 980. 00) 


—_—_— —————— SF OO CS) SS 


Total, Schedule F | 87.20} 87. 20/11, 550, 369. 76 15, 484, 300. 89 
} 


SCHEDULE G. 
Agricultural products and provisions. 


| 


Para-| Classification of t law (Act of 
graph 1607). 

0 

- "ported by Sea Pres- Value of Revenue | Valueof | Percent 


1909. the United States Senate. ent eet. 


One year ol 
Valued not more than $14 
head 


rses— 
Valued at $150 each or less 
Valued over $150 each 
Mules— 
Valued at $150 each or less 
Valued over $150 each 
Sheep— 
Less than I year old... 
One year old or over ‘ie 
MEE, Cs Gs Be b... dc ciwccivagns 
Breadstuffs and farinaceous sub- 
stances: 


Macaroni, vermicelli, and al 
ilar preparations 
ts 





Rice flour, 
broken rice which will pass 
through a wire sieve known 
commercially as No. 12 





Biscuits, bread, wafers, and simi- 
lar articles, not sweetened and 


n.8.p.J., 20 per cent. 
Biscuits wafers, cakes, and 
other baked articles, by’ what- 
ever ~y known, -_ sea 
of eggs, Tr, or meal of an 
Z, a ee A material, whee 
sweetened with sugar, honey 
molasses, or other material, 
or a with chocolate, 
nuts, fruit, or confi 
of any hind, or both so swe 
ened and combined, and with- 
out regard to the component 
material of chief value, 50 per 


Tee Ree eee eel es ewes Coweee| He ee cree seen oe ee were ews| see we eweeeeslaceoees 


sor 
245 | Butter, and substitutes for 22. 50) 22.50) 116,181.38, 26,138.19 
246} Cheese, and substitutes for 35.61! 35.61| 5,641, 166. 83'2, 009, 089. 41 
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Agricultural products and provisions—Continued. 








ad 
Classification of t law (Act of 
Para- 1 eee 


graph 
of R oe 
t | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- Con- evenue under 
7 : rted by Revenue | Valueof | Percent __| Value of 
to the United States Senate. ent | ence = under imports, of 


ra law. | pill. \presentlaw.| 1907. increase. | sy 
iw. 





cn 
| 






Equi 
q Pa Duty unchanged. Duty increased. | Duty decreased. 


} Per | Revenue under— 
cent | 





imports, of 
Conference 1907. | de | Present (Conference 
bill. crease.| law. bill. 











| St 


| Dairy products—Continued. P.ct.| P.ct. | 
ocr | Minne sal eiatintin cas ee I) a Ee ee 
j WOT es cbc cecenceresesstesossccesloccccclecccccloescocccescccleccccceccecclecccocececcelececcececlccococcecccs } ee pe eee ee eres esas 
Ik, | 
| 
| 







& COSC esecesesisccccocceceslscecceslecocccceceslccccccccs 
248 J 
| s 8,258.96) 1,175. 42).......:.... 


900 | Pedlbadide tetetindes<si attic 32. 45) 32. 45 


950 | Deticsinpctntbs deeds sedcececccesiescccslsccess | 
Broom corn. ...... dssnccesccccss 
Vegetables, prepared or pre- 

served— 


251 Beans, pease, mushrooms, and 
truffles in tins, jars, bottles, 
or similar packages. ......... 25. 
‘ushrooms, cut, sliced, or 
dried, in 
not less five pounds, 2 
cents nd. 


252 
253 Fish paste or sauce.............. 
254 
256 


2 


BG ME Bis scchccccoccceccus 
257 Eggs, dried, 15 cents per pound.— 
ouse bill, 15 cents per pound. 


23 





ths, 

other bulbe, bulbess 
0 roots, or | 
corm which are cultivated for 
PWOTB. wc cccccccees -eese! 25. ee ee ee a Dadiaendihwidaccantuds 

Orchids, palms, azaleas, and all < 

other decorative or green house | 
plants and cut flowers, pre- 
— or higeyt per — ad 
lorem; ps 
tulip, narcissus, > and 


other roots or 
corms which are cultivated for 
their ersor foliage, 50 cents 
per 
(L) 
or 


Oks scan. nite haecetatscddce ten nnee..--. 


41,948.87) 67,118.16)......:..... 


46, 873. 02 9.83} 15,597.65} 17,133. 40)............ 







wees eeoceescoccecs ee | vee 56, 315. 55 8.35; 18,434.36, 19,974.04 





25. 142, 631. 05, 
22.731 187, 681.57! 




















geen: a 


Toe ratte. yok Sn 


Cn a rater iets ee ee 





ear a a 


MBS & 
5 a 


haart iceoraie 


OPA POE on 


<M OY SLRS it Cig EE Rare Ps FTE 
a ee - a ba 
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Agricultural products and provisions—Continued. 


Equivalent 


lad valorems. Duty unchanged. Duty increased. 
Para-| Classification of present lzw (Act of 


graph 


of 

Act | Italics Indicate H. R. 1438, as re- Revenue under— 
of ported by Committee on Finance i. Percen’ 

1909. to the United States Senate. imports of 


increase.| Present 


Farm and field products—Cont’d. 
266 Seeds— 
Castor beans or seeds 
Flaxseed or linseed : 
Other oil seeds, n. s. p. f......- 6, 828. 00 ” 847.8 


111,141.00; 6,867.29 


ee eweeeese~ 


Canary... 
Celery a aie 
All other, n. s. p. oe | 
Mushroom ee, el 
sced, 1 cent per pound; beet, 
except sugar beet, carrot, pars- 
nip, radish, turnip, and ruta- 
baga seed, 4 cents per pound; 
cabbage, rd, kale,and kohl- 
rabi seed, 8 cents = pound; 
———— er 8 20 
38 per pownd; seeds of all 
kinds not specially provided 
Sor =ae section, 10 cents per 


ew eeeeeeee~ 


ee ee eee AOA OL EAE O OR ODER MERE Beem eww nee 


lings, sardels, or sardelien, 
packed in oil or otherwise— 
In — jars, tin boxes or 


25.91; 615,672.54 


ALAA AREOLA REE EEE EERE OE ORS O Denne 





12, 991. 00 ‘ ocalesccccossoce 
Containing morethan 33 and 
not more than 70 cubic 


EE ae ae 6, 148. 00 
In other b 


Oysters in the shell 
Fresh-water fish, n. s. p.f 
Herring— 

Pickled ar salted, smoked, or 








frozen, ,Pached bo ie, of 
n. 8. p.j., in dulk or in un- 
packages containi 


‘Apples, green or ripe. . sina 3 238 
Peaches, quinces, cherries, _ 
plums, and pears, green or ripe.| 12. 22 y 1,716.7 
— im their natural condt- 
19.19} 134,597.86, 25,7835, 


39. 1,409. 
25. 00) 151. 











1909. 
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Agricultural products and provisions—Continued. 




































_ ss | cn 
Equivalent Duty unchanged increased 
Pare Classification of present law (Act of en ~ Duty ° Duty decreased. 
grapb ——————_— — ne 
o Revenue under— Rev — a 
t ndicate H. R. 1438, as re- Per evenue under y 
Tt italian 6 by Committee on Finance a ——- Revenue ae ee Value of | cent nr ere i 
1940. to the United States Senate. . = ae pore, i een Present | Conference ——— = Present |Conference i 
| law. bill. crease| 8¥. | dill. 5 
—|— ee —— 4 
Fruits—Continued. 5 
Apples, dried, Saiieed evap- ; 
orated orprepared inany man- | P. | # 
ner Be not specially rovided for... $251. 40 Bice ticasn cit cneciadiiednnacessbalpeenbcanentsdingeunseanoudiemnesdstntinitntadiccs ey 
Peaches, pears, = ther edible oS ‘ 
traf ted valentine : 
evaporated, or y 
manner, not specially provi 
Ont. «sea dbletindananren ane i I. a ie ak jeeacscetd 1G 
© raits preserved in : = q 
‘ SA ~erwh ba tp 
own juices, n. 8. p. — ig 
Con’ not over 10 per cent y 
SO inadeeshcnus needs Cy | Ue iced niches ccccandiiasidiencadbisccbesccocsededbitnsdiees ciedbweebaatee Sc ckrewatic’ Rg 
Con over 10 per cent of | Eg 
ah 514.00 inti ila aE Tt ce RG ER oy 
Do. (reciprocity treaty with mead i 
Do. r i ewe eee eee en wne PEER SO Es OU cccee ccees 6e)s etescces| Seeeccces cee *eeececcecesliscesceeeseeeleseeses | eee eee wee eee eweeeeee i 
L) Ginger, preserved or pickled. ce wees. SE Mae ole es ois cna cdcccconcece 4 
tc Serta cactbchnasccccacesh GRU Geen “GRUEGEE SUOMI oon nance: ..:-acdic..ceeccccdeeceesssce. ilehtansii eile tind ee botawals nies 
ineap preserved in their 
Oris Oc ccnccncen ch nen. See teeT, COO as cian ccnaiemneeeacecdaibeccecnanceniocectc+ccosdleccedectacscosccecofeccecccecce ir 
25 (L) Figs sae * cp  etaeay Seer $432,864. 52) $541,000. 65).- 2-222 o) co: Re a i 
lums, prunes, and prunelies....| 16.76) 16.76) 47,708.05) 7,906.14) 000.0 cco ce cc cece cnc cleneweccunecce ORR ESF De. sibdbedds ces cg 
(L) Raisins and other dried 4 
Li ccteecitesnneciecsd CARAT Sal } 00} 105, 213. 66) “B10, 427-30) eo eee e eeepc PI ee 
Salibtasidpace.ciidiedbininedsinte-<liech eoidierase oamtsesnngieg iO ncien LN GN rE Seca \ 
276 a 7 | : i" 
cae ti . 25. 275, 856. tial tii is Na tata eas nao ce : 
S52 Utter se ccennthsl Oe te nec ccaneammenls coccancenae 4, 254, 230. 50. 00\1, 539, 307. 39)2 2, 308, 961. = Kedencesnecdneebens eeccceccce |nceeeeeen ee a 
CL Da teeea: Meee paca tiadctah bindickctianinaEaxtincavedein...... 4 
L | ‘¢ 
. SEiacacdheccenesnescansel Geen UUn  SUORRGR  TARED GI. once cncccclosccce ce dlececccceccce a Mets | ee | anal i a f 
278 ay Oo: and lemon 3 
Orang ai iia ed...| 34.88) 34.88) 26,940.00, 9, 401.08) fee. | poceebdsesns eithiadrhadbeincddaowt' Geicees Be 
(L) Cocoanut meat or copra, des- 
pple qian 
arly prepered.................| SG SAG Z,CGLCD GD, DOR OH... ifn. nnn fcc cenenleccceecccccalecseccccecccfeweecs-[eeececcececlecscececcee 
ao Citron or oo | 
am served, candi wae ee. Mn SU eT a one basencleseebunenmediocecetossseeisscncecletcccccedce 
‘ 


281 


Be 


4 


| 
| 
| 
| 








TR eee ew eww ewereeee eee ens) SU FO) 20. FO) BRU POL VR AUN, FO Es OU new eee eee ee eee eee ERROR ee TEER Ree eee EEE EEE EEE ERO ee TEE w OO eee eee ne nee 
ee eee ee ek eee ee eee ee eee eee eee eee ee ee ee eee 
ditt hhh) et ke Cee Pe ee eee Ce eee eee eee Tee ee ee eee Tee ee eee ee ee ees er ee 
















per q 
Meats of all | | A 
peeerren not specially peo- | ei 
SURE cedsanxasens.. 25.00) 25. 172.39) aN ies tascal eres i 
Exuest often. = | | i 
AAR eh cea nd 21.65) 21.65} 13,702. ndaidaaiiaels Si adios . i" 
Alt other, eR 1871 1871 201, 869. 00) (<TR oma iees Jesseeererees Se Pgppeter 5 S 
a in og ek i. ec ueeoencecbeselhcoaeceseces 395.35, 25.00 80. 22 60. 16 7 
Live 25.94) 25.94) 65, 440.92 | | i 
Dressed (Gend).22.222222.22.22] 28 14] 28.14) 29,104.87 : Teen ee ln imeeised oos,,- 4 
ee Rieti ttn a ie ee ie aenig See eas nnbeadaceie oncéegeuseehecuceceec coe | 29,783.00) 33.33) 3,159.82) 2,106.53 
Wool including degras, ; 
or Wool grease. ....... OS ST Se Ss ee a oe 
Grudeans acts ; 


Fe ee RRS ee eee EERE ETHOS eee EEE E TETHER HEE EERE Hee THEE Eee EEE EE EE EEE THERE EEE T Hee CHEER EEE E HH HH HOH ee HEHEHE HEHE EH OEE Bane nne 
OOO meee ewww eeeee 


eee ee ee eee ee |) te es Oe 


See weewseeeseesen se) FU) 66+ WWiccccwcccccsceicccceeeceses! Gig BeeeVW su. Lay POUL FO 15, DOL. UD. cw wee een emcee meee eee en eee eee eeee 
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Agricultural products and provisions—Continued. 





Duty increased. 
Para-| Classification of present law (Act er 
graph 1897). 


0 
Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- : Revenue under— 
of | pores by Committee on Finance | as sevens Ml puagee 
1909.| tothe United States Senate. under m 0 
i la’ : wn TbO7. present law. 1b07. increase.| Present | Conference 
law. bill. 
i i | 


Cone, | wa or manufactured, 





| 
} Pct. |P. et. 

| und | 16. 80) 16. 80 $3,349.00; $562. 30 
Valued above 15 cents and not 

| above 24 cents per pound | 24. 38 24. 38 13,816.70} 3,360.14 
| Valued above 24 cents and not | 
! above 35 cents per pound re 26. 13 5,271.00) 1,378.35 

Valued above 35 cents per 

50.00) 50. 00 516. 50) 


pound 
| cool powdered, unsweetened....| 16. 36) 16.36 349,786. 
Chocolate, prepared or manufac- | 

cued, not specially provided | 





Valued not over 15 cents per 


| | 
pound 17.09} 17.09; 16,786.74 
Valued above 15 cents and not 
above 24 cents per po 21. * 21.43} 473,917.52 
Valued above 2 
above 35 cents per pound 28. 80) 28.80) 348, 402.65 
Valued above 35cents per pound.| 50.00 50.00} 5,744.75 
(L) Cocoa butter or cocoa butter- 
ine (including all substitutes for 
cocoa butter ) | 12.61) 12.61| 1,226, 554. 00 
(L) Dandelion root and acorns, 
ae ared, and articles used as 
ee or as substitutes for coffee, | 
37.00) 37. 00) 22, 445.00 
| 


| Starch, and all a= pepeutiens fit for 


51,973.00 33.33 23, 882. 241 5, 921.49 
Dextrine, burnt starch, gum sub- | oe 
stitute, or British gum . 74) 50. i | 142,320.00) 25.00) 96,404.14) 72,303.11 


pices 
Capsicum, or red pepper or cay- 
enne pe 4 
Ungroun 
Ground. 
Mustard— 
re or prepared 


aout 
Vinegar. . 
Oleo ‘Stearine. 








| $2.17) 51, 457,294.65/15 342,530.25 $9,949, 085.76) 42. 75/83, 183,333.08 $4,544, 153.08 1,438,395.96) 28. 08) 521, 731.53 375, 179.39 
i : ' 

SCHEDULE H. 
Spir ts, w wines, and other beverages. 


— Duty unchanged. es Duty increased. Duty decreased. 


Para- Ciassification of gg law (Act of 
graph 1897). ae ad 
° 

- Italic Indicate HR. 1438, a8 re: Pres- |Confer-|Value of} Revenue | Value of 


Sena |; ent ence |imports,| under imports of —— of 
eee ™ | law. bill. 1907. |present law. 107. . increase. Conference 1907. | de- | Present Rciecenm 


law. bill. crease. law. | bill. 


| Revenue under— Per Revenue under— 
Value of | cent 





ore ee 

j ee 

(L) ENTIRE SCHEDULE. P. ct. 68. 

Brandy i pilinrs cnnanetboatenl Dintcs , 446. 50 15. 55 

Do. ith 
~ ‘1,517,939. 87 

wal 8,226.38 

48. 57 4,153.92 

48. 57 230.13 

48. 57 565.25 


48. 57 10, 50 
15.55] 22,545.75) 


48. 57 7,646. s 


48.57 
15. 55)1 ,874, 901. 052, 166, 552. 


48. 57 nL 
48. 57 4,367.13, 6,488. 














uivalent 
epee Duty unchanged. Duty increased. | Duty decreased. 
Para- Classification _ law (Act eer. | 
gra sph | ~ | seiasibiziiig 
indicate H. R. 1438, as re- Revenue under— Per Revenue under— 
Act ported — on Finance | Pres- - Value of | Revenue | Value of Percent Valueof | cent 
= the United States Senate. a mee, oO imports, | of “. 
1908 law.| Sin | present law. imerease.| Present |Conference| 1907. de- | Present (Conference 
law bd crease.| law. _ bill. 
300 | | Other or not specially pro- 
vided for, manufactured or 
ae sits , | 
wapeeeesesceesseses soe 123, 15/142. 3B). .... ecccescelecccecccccesaepeaphe de 15. 55/$3, 168,332. 7 SER ER, OR Ee ae 
De. reciprocity treaty with | 2 se 332 48 661,184 ” 
Pe 8k a 249.00 48.57) 252. 88. are deeanenshanwnebniebeds<calseniececac 
Do. (reeiprocity with | 
z Germany)......-----+----- ae i iiaininets<<agh |rneteceneees ‘“ Ps 48.57] 10. 50) 15.60|.......++.+- [ecteeee|eceeeeceeee)eeeeeeeeees 
ERS. SP eccenagitpcecaeaacoar : 5.55} 194,720.46) 221,543.58) .........00|oeeenecfeceeeeeneesleecensesees 
Do. ( ity treaty with hes a s agin 
Te cisnnniial (108, 73)... .....2....feeee-eeeeeee] 10,740.00) 48.57) 7,866.26) itachi ti eden. ecadenecees 
Do, (reciptocity treaty witht || | el ees | 
Lheonsecesconsnas 7 Seesansupetibesiaht cal 451.00; 48.57 0 a SS Ss 0 ee es 
Do. ogee treaty with ; * 
een nse Lenn de 108, 16/160. 70). .........ccclececccceee--} 1,373.00} 4857, 1,268.75) 1,885.00).......-200-}eoeeeeefeceeeeeseee| reer eeeees 
Do. epic ety with | } 
Se srnoecs eT ES cent catittiieesccesecens 8. 48.57) 3. 50) cre eee Sp 
From other materials............ SEDER GET, ... occ cccsee coawbbeakes 108, 797. 58 15.55} 301,762.76! 348,708. 58/............ “i a. leaaban 
Do. (reciprocity treaty with | | } 
Ta iii SI, Soo te cacecnck 787.00} 48.57) a ee densa 
Do. ¢ rocity treaty with | 
SS ib i-ccsdeciisibacloccees Steses 229. 00) 48. 57 288. 47) Ge ibancnteanddaectencd ee cet Rapa deda dees 
302 | Compounds, Of. bs or preparations of | | 
which distilled part of eel are @ 
component part of chief value, | 
not specially provided for... . ../118. 84/137. 32). ............|..eeees..--- 45, 839. 65 15.55) 54,474.78 62,948. 60) inti nieeaaaindbaaiatbmeabaeclecahonoedad 
Do. (reciprocity treaty with | | 
Germany)..................--- IIIS iisi.<ccocciscccceocenst 55.00; 48.57 120. 44) WR isiieeiest ets: eed 
Do. (reciprocity treaty with | 
We diterbeutbvneransreecen TPE CUM a ccccccccess ie cenmegunetiiare 9. OFF 48. 57 2.29) iis ee ee et aks ad ieadnaulnn 
303 | Cordials, liqueurs, arrack, ab- | | 
sint! , Tatafia, 
and other spirituous beverages | 
< [eettewie end te’ (18, e121 87,81 | | | 
and no ro r..|1 BE cihiledisit dite titisnctiendiae 1 5.45 SE. SUR TORGE SOOO Bina inc ccncleoce.ccianeencus.. clits 
Do. (restgeocity’ treaty with ; 
it pam CE Sn sa ndthekstbidacncidaeuii | 480,080.82}  48.57/ 388,481.01, 576,282.69/............f....... ee on. cen 
0. (reciprocity treaty with | 
Ga bin cntnctccsoveste 107.95,160. 24)............. tall 145,566.00; 48.57; 156,900.66, 293,256. 5D)... ........ fo... fe eee eee eee 
Do. (reciprocity treaty | 
iadeedhdxbeninoncesuiee ins ccesecubelneccanpewee 357, 418. 36 48.57| 331,082.03; 403,808.17)............}....... EAR See 
Do. (reciprocity treaty pos | | 
Ens Bi dieckehawnghs Bs omer @m vietien mene &...... bk t..t..........|........... 
Do. (reciprocity treaty with | 
N Switeeriand)..................- } $4. 32\125. 28)... 20. a nee ae 4,861.00} 48.57 4,099.02}  6,080.98)............ et. EE ced se tctcbeaie tek 
305 | Bay ram or bay water, whether | } 
distilled or compounded ......... Cm eancdngiinn c+ capeseen 609. Cy) 16. 67 2,020. 94) PD WE Ne én sa stavelpsnnesy TR aise eumepe Sei 
206 | Wines, containing net more than | 
| 24 per cent of alcohol: 
| Cham and all other spark- 
| ling, in bottles— 
Containing $ pint each, or less.| 45.25) 54.30)...........-.}...........- 72, 233. 08 te © dd calbadeanesccelvade cues 
Containing more than 4 pint 
each and not more 1 
UE Re ao daca cic sono sn i Be ed cs \2, 704, 503 20. 00 1, 424, 349. 01/1, 709, 218. 80)... ef SOUS 2 Mcilveac a 
Containing more than 1 pint 
— and not more than 1 | 
Lebaiingth coseeeudeehe 55. 71 ee sci. 3. cee... .....-/8, 343,265. 37 20. 60/2, 862, 504. 77/2, 235, 005. 57}... .. . ..-.. =]. - 2+ +e] ene eee ele eee ee eee 
De, Coataseetty treaty with | | | | | | 
neelibdeaneonssaseel I erect sc cse sch eccececasits 22.00} 60.00 12. 00) BA ecos-nsctgelprenemtamsasessecfocgswececes 
Quantity n bottles or vessels i | | | 
a in excess of! quart per bottle | | 
ee nok. cccusccesheccecécccceciececceoccces 20.00} 1,780.63} 2,076. 78|..:.........)...2... en oe ee 
Still wines, including vermuth, sa | 
ai ginger wine or gin: cordial, i | 
end vice wine or sake and simi- 
‘ar beverages: 
In casks or packages other than | 
bottles or jugs— 
Containing 14 cent or less of 
pets lute . treaty with DE PE seavdvatGaeddindscapnesces ; 12. SRT FR Bi ncccccncccefie esse rvtttesec es seeeeenes ‘ 
0 rocity w 
2 ee ms tesa ed nae... 2... 28.57} 25,867.00} | 33,.257.40}...........-|-..--.- Ri a 
Do. 0, (reeiprocity treaty with 
DEE Dist 6S cvscco cache RE nn. ccdnadcametambsccencolesbecaccece 
De reciprocity treaty with | | | 
ME bid Sideveccdecs ss cow SE Cos acdibpacdecuccpecspus : 28. ry a ee oe ncecueee 
De. {reciprocity treaty with | } 
et I ei seca 2. 2, 593. edi nnancncciseecdnci-accasccese|sccccecee 
Do. ‘on procity treaty with 
eS ee Be ee CEB coccbesdeccsinccceseccese 28.57; 38, 309. ag Mae dale eheccaacieasancccess 
Do. (reciprocity treaty with 
Switzerland).............. 39. 20}. 50. 40].....00-.+-+ 28. 57 19.60 te ee oe, ee dndbeacanqss 
Containing more than 14 per 
cent and not more than 24 
per cent of aleohol. ........ DT. ccccisdasthdnibeeteos 20.00} 379,789.32) $455, 747.18)... 2.0... - [eens ee ele ween ene ne stew eneee eee 
Do. (reciprocity treaty with 
De Gas mw eibSebeccessccuss Be OR) OG Bi cc. 2 0. ce ccchecccccese oe , 71. 172, 1406.71 SRG a eee eeeeeeelnn en nee seeennenene sewenannnes 
PM a henssdé oatine GE. 57) 9B. TBF... ccccccccfeccccwcccccs R 71. 269, 074. 461, 270. 5B}... .-00-- ! 
Do. (reciprocity treaty with 
a ty). Re aati alien 95. 17/163. a 
iprocity treaty with 
ae Dead kscciss iekon< SE RII, ccsccoceséelscee 71.43} 44,898.27, 76, 968. 48)............ ate Reha cnt 
0 
Riis ctseadsedlanct GON Uebel ccccecccncs cocesaccecces ; 71. 23, 304 8 I eascag RNR cM hh cens. . 


1909. 
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Spirits, wines, and other beverages—Continued. 
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Spirits, wines, and other beverages—Continued. 


Sean Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 
Para- Classification of present law (Act of lorem. 
“ol 1897). _ eam 


‘ HH. R. | | Revenue under— Per Revenue under— 
ip | tas ete MMe Lene] vcoat | tere | ites ietaee| On cat 
\e 8 en mports, er mports, ° —_ 
1900. | to the United States Senate. law. | $0°°; 1907. ~—s'presentlaw.| 1907. ‘| increase.| Present | Conference , de- | Present [Conference 
, law. bill. crease.| law. bill. 


i ee 


307 | Still wines, including vermuth, and 
ginger wine, etc.—Continued. 
In bottles or jugs— 
“a each not more than | P.ct.| P.ct. 
1 
Do. Monch rocity treaty with 
F 


rance 
Do. (reciprocity treaty with 
Germany) 





Spal 
Containing each more th 
= ee not more th: 


y 
Vermuth, and ginger wine or gin 
ger cordial: 
In casks or packages other than 
bottles or 
Containing 14 per cent or less 
of absolute aloohol.........)......J)....e-)....00- 
De. = rocity treaty with 
54. 96) 70. 67 


Do, (rect 
54. 27| 69. 77) 

pe 
— of absolute alcoho! 67. 90) 81. 48) 
48. 83. a 


Containing each more than 1 
pint and not more than 1 
quart (reciprocity treaty 
with 8 pain). tie cae acnmeniiabe 

Do. (reciprocity treaty with 
Portugal) 

Do. (reciprocity treaty with 
Switzerland) 

Quantity in excess of 1 quart or 
1 pint per bottle...........]...... pevews leatiosencccess | 

Do. (reciprocity treaty with | 





8 


GE Pa cvwncntnscscceqndbeenesa 
Do. (reciprocity treaty with 
France 
Do. (reciprocity treaty with 
Italy) 





y 
In bottles or jugs— 
a each not more than 


taly) 
Containing each more than 1 
ae and not more than 1 


Pris y) 

Do. (ieeipeocity treaty with 
Portugal) 

~*~ ( 


Quentits in excess of 1 quart 
OS Be BOE Ne 00 cr epdoedetabiecdielsnnecees.eduq 
Do. roy treaty with 


Do. (reciprocity treaty with 
Italy) 
Malt wy viz, ale, beer, and 


po 
In bottles or jugs 42. 804, 378. 904, 925. 81 
In other coverings | 1, 505, 270. 1, 032, 105. 41/1, 186, 
Malt extract: 
Min bottles j 882. 87 
n or jugs 
In casks 


265. ne 
Solid or condensed 558. 
Cherry — and other fruit juice, 
n. 8. p. f., containing not more 
than 18 per cent of 
Containing more than 18 pe 
of alcohol (reciprocity treaty 
with Germany) 
Prune juice or ores wine, contain- 
algohals smn 18 per cent of 
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Spirits, wines, and other beverages—Continued. 








ee | Equivalent 


ad 
ara- Classification of ponsemt law (Aatot 
graph 1897). 


Duty decreased. 





7 
talics indicate HI. R. 1438, as re- n Per | Revenue under— 
- , tteeon Finance | Pres-| $o" | «~Valueot | cent |_ ee 
| tothe ee aited Sta States Senate. ent f imports, oe mn 
law. 1907. de- | Present (Conference 
i 


crease.| law. 





311 | Ginger ale and ee 
ing no seas — n 
ee hiweess P. ct.\P. ct. 
Of 0 Es hrcbbcecnsies byeckn ces olla han ban dancin pastime dbesncesitipih canmmureutiness waliieineceeacl bensececee 
Con more than } of a pint 
each and not more than 1} pints} 36. 
Otherwise than in such bottles, 
or in such bottles containing 
more than 1} pints each....... 57. i i Maids saci cnscgeslnedactenacniehnsedbedhtdinen+cececanscinancecaclésescscueeclaseteceesed 
| Lemonade, soda water, and other 


eed eee eee eee) Ce eee ee ee eee eee ee eee eee eee 


Ree eee eel em eee tele eee weet el wee eeeeeee® 


| bottles— 

ES a 
” to or in such bottles con- 
taining more than 1} pints 


Ee. 19. 
therwis therwise than in such bot- " 
All other be f 00 
| 0 verages, N.S. p. f...... 
12 | Mineral waters and all imitations 
of natural mineral waters, and 
all — al mineral waters n. 
8. p. f.: 
| In , orcolored glass bottles— 
mtainingnotmorethan! pint.| 37.67) 87.67; 432,884.64) 163,074. 60)..... 2.2... 6)... cece cece n enc c cnn eccnccnccece 
Containing more than 1 pint 
fg a 33.12) 33.12) 619, 472. Ed Sie nan caelaaedsnestdinaieioaiemenoiie 
ona | 
or in botties containing more 


SOOO RO eee eee eee eee eee ee ele teen eee eeeloneeeeeeee® 





eee eee eee er Pree eee eee ees 


ScHEDULE I. 
Cotton mantfactures. 





| Duty increased. Duty decreased. 
Para-; Classification of it law (Act of 

- 7). 

Act | Italics diene E R. 1438, as re- 
of y Committee on Finance 
1909. S United States Senate. 









Revenue under— | Per Revenue under— 
__| Value of | cent 








Revenue 
under 
present 
law. 





Value of | 





imports, of ik Pama. e 
1907. increase.| Present | Conference | 1907. de- | Present Conference 
law. bill. crease. law. | bill. 





! 
| 






cS her teem meeps 

cops, or in any o e 

spol thread of cotton: 

Not colored, bleached, dyed, 
con- 








ee 5 5. OF slates uiieitstenindip> onesie hide | atbainiiihiie $1,479.00 6.66; $237.69) $221.85 
No. 18......... in APO Sil ntntesssgalsipestinesss $46. . $6. 43) in dat eadaleceog sl hissalinnnans =* heave 
Et cae SMC isctccnedincbeccsesse . Cie 6 1,408.85)............|...... stihasdntedbanhdemines 


25. 48) 21. 
Wintesacipesesscqncecy + DD}. nn ccccccccccleccccccccess ° 3, 647. 30 3, 906. 30; 






























een as a EN 


ee eae 





NIT | 


ere 
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Equivalent | 
mere : jad valorems, 
Para-| Classification of present law (Act of | 


graph| 1897). a+ R 
of | | 

Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- | _, | Con- 
of ported by Committee on Finance | Pres-| far 

1909.| tothe United States Senate. — | ence 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


Cotton manufactures—Continned. 


Duty unchanged. Duty increased. 


| 
Rev Revenue under— 
Value of cuder |, Value of | Percent 

imports, of 

1907. 1907. increase.| Present 





313 | Cotton thread and carded yarn, 
etc.—Continued. 

Colored, bleached, dyea, 
combed, or advanced be- 
ond thecondition of singles: | 
»y grouping or twisting two 
or more single yarns to- 

gether— 
Numbers up toand inciud- 

ing No. 20 
No. 21 








Pom 


Saeesa 


No. 270 
Cable-laid yarns or threads, 
made by grouping or ne 
two or more grouped or twist 
yarns or threads not 
colored, bleached, or dyed, 
a of 1 cent per num- 
2e pound; colored, 
bleached, or dyed, nine-twen- 
tieths of 1 cent per number 
jd pound: Provided fur- 
‘ no = en one 
yarns, ci , bleached, ’ 
combed, advanced the 
condition of singles, and cable- 





ESSSRs 
SESBES 


e388 
388: 


Bas 


838 


266, 123.00) 
14, 774. 00} 


2, 016. 00) 
24, 834. 00 
107, 158. 00 





104, 789. 51! 
4l. 


205. 68 

18, 099. 52 

7, 428. 00) 

279, 122.00} 92,790. 44) 

26,671.00} 8,557.09) 
65, 248.00) 
524.00! 
138.00 
1, 582: 00 
24,974.00 
700. 00) 
350. 00 
24, 388. 00 
199, 212; 00 





« S28 8B So 
Be 


Bap SSesSnss 


Aveusr 5, 


— 


Duty decreased. 


— 


Revenue under— 


Present esiternan 
law. | * bill. 











1909. 





a eee 


ara-| Classification of t law (Act of 
Fara 
graph 1897). 





Act | Italies indicate H. R. 1438, 8 re- 
of ported by Committee on Finance 
1909. to the United States Senate. 


Cotton thread and carded yarn, 
ete.—Continued. 





i 
i 


cent ad em. 
314 | Thread, other, including crochet, 
darning, and embroidery cot- 


315 | Cloth: 
| Not exceeding 50 threads to the 
h, counting the 


cr eRe . 
»CO. 
Qt celbdtatnannns onde 


j ing— 
Not bleached, dyed, colored, 
» painted, or 


ted— 


the pound 
Exceeding 6 and not exceed- 
ing 9 square verds te the 
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: 


eeeeeeeeeeese 
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Cotton manufactures—Continued. 









Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 










Revenue under— | Re — 
Value of Revenue | Value of eT Value of ian | eee , 
imparts, — imports, of | a. i 
° present law. Present | Conference 1907. de- | Present |Conference 1 
law. | bill. lerease.| law. bill. ; 
| 3} 













© Ce A pies 


$72,117.16} $33, 493.1 
217, 460. 79, 329. 61 


eee eee Ree eee wee eel eee eee e ee eeelon 














ae ys $16,274.00} 130.23, $1,912.76 $4,303.71|...........| |. 
ce ona se 459. 96 ae FF AS ee en 
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5036 


—_— 


Para- 
graph 


of 

Act | Italies indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 

of ts by Committee on Finance 
the United States Senate. 


Classification ——— law (Act of 
1897). 


Cloth—Continued. 

Exceeding 50and not exceeding 
100 threads, etc.—Continued. 
Valued at over 12 and not over 
124 cents per square yard, 33 
cents per square yard; val- 
ued at over 124 and not over 
16 cents per square yard, 54 
cents per square yard; val- 
ued at over 15:and not over 
174 cents per square yard, 7 
cents per square yard; val- 
ued at over 174 and not over 
20 cents per square yard, 8 
cents per square yard; val- 
ued at over 20 cenis per 
square yard, 10 cents per 
squareyard, but not less than 

80 per cent ad valorem. 

(L) Not exceeding 100. threads 
to the square inch, counting 
the —— filling— 

Not bl ed, dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or printed, 
valued at over 7 cents per 


cents per square yard. 

Dyed, colored, stained, paint- 
ed, or printed, valued at 
over 12cents per square yard, 

Exceeding 100 and not exceeding 
150 threads to the square 
inch, counting the warp and 
filling— 

Not bleached, dyed, colored, 

ee painted, or print- 


e 

Not exceeding 4square yards 
to the pound 

Exceeding 4 and not exceed- 
ing 6 square yards to the 
pound 

Exceeding 6 and not exceed- 
ing 8 square yards to the 
pound 

Exceeding 8 square yards to 
the pound 

Valued at over 9 cents per 
square yard 

Valued more than 7 cents per 
square yard (Table Ko. 
1054, p. 241, Imports and 
Duties). 

Valued at over 9 and not over 
10 cents per square yard, 3 
cents per square yard; val- 
wed atover 10 but not over 12 
cents per square yard, 4 
cents per square yard; val- 
ued at over 124 and not over 
14 cents per square yard, & 
cents per square yard; val- 
ued atover 14 and not over 16 
cents per square yard, 6 
cents per square yard; 
ued at over 16 cents per 
square yard, 8 cents 
8 reyard, but not lessthan 

percent ad valorem. 
Bleached— 

Notexceeding 4square yards 
to the pound 

Exceeding 4 and not exceed- 
ing 6 square yards to the | 
pound 

Exceeding 6 and not exceed- 
ing 8 square yards to the 
pound 

Exceeding 8 square yards to 
the pound 

(L) Valuedat over 11 cents per 
sguare yard 


ad valorems. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Cotton manufactures—Continued. 


Equivalent 


Duty unchanged. Duty increased. 


Revenue under— 
Pres- 


Revenue | Value of |Per cent 
ent 


under im L of 
presentlaw . 


17.74] 17.74| $11,104. 00 


26. 33] 26. 33 9, 449. 00 


33, 894. 26 


189, 776. 00 


33. 42) 33. 42 24, 702. 00 


123, 534. 00) 


191, 037. 20 
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Cotton manufactures—Continued. 
































Equivalent 
‘oll Classification of a (Actot jadvalorems.| Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 
i ° _ 
graph 
0 i : Revenue under— Per Revenue = 
Act | Italics indicate H. R. a as Te-| Pres- _ Valueof | Revenue | Value of |Percent|__._—$__~>» >| value of | cent | oe wees if 
of ported Committee on ent imports, under imports, of imports, of 
1909.| to the United States Senate. law. | Sine 107.’ |presentiaw.| 1007.” |inerease. tm Canpeemes 1907. de- | a ~— on ~-e 
S ° » aw yi 
crease. , 
| ; 
| Cloth—Continued. 
316 | Exceeding 100 and not exceed- 
ing 150 threads, ete.—Cont’d. 
Dyed, colored, stained, paint- 
ed, or printed— 
4 square yards | P. ct.) P. ct. 
to the pound.............. ee en Ga nc ncdaned ne scndddpecedeascesdipocccdnccessitagsomadonntbabeees 
xceeding 4and not exceed- 
ing 6 square yards to the 
ee 36. 14] 36.1 PE i ntlcnanl ditncecabececessadedipccevqececndipnnanenbaundiasous 
Exceeding 6 and not exceed- 
ing 8 square yards to the 
 ) a ry 40. 06) 40.06) 269,191.87) 107,851.24 
Exceeding 8 square yards to 
Ce asthnsncccectescs 42.15) 42.1 24,294. 00 eS ee Sh Ee REA eee 
(L) Valued at over 12} cents 
an FEs 0 ccccecces SO Sin cocccccccssetpcccocscoses $1,536,802.46 29. 23) $537,880. 87) $695,120. 69) 
‘alued at over 124 but not over 
15 cents per square yard, 5 
cents square . 
mm oer 16 and at — 
cenig per square] yard, 
cents per ¢. yard; val- 
ued at over 17} but not over 
20 cents per square oe, 8 
ued os over 20 cents per 
square yard, 10 cents - 
unre yard, but not 
than 35 per cent ad valorem 
317 Exceeding 150 and not exceed 
ing 200 threads to the square 
inch, counting the warp and 
Not b , dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or 
Nat exceeding 33 ds 
ot square yar 
to the | ES 27.32) 27.32) 1, 516.00 ite cbdnedethacccnddtesdednideddlbscoddncccseicesbasbadnthdsacne 
34 and not exceed- 
ing 44 square yards to the 
eee 29. 66) 29. 66 498. 00 Be ienddceeadinthsssdccdeincéceqqncsdiinnsedessaedbsdpunsesanbesésciwbbeecces 
Exceeding 4} and not exceed- 
ing 6 square yards to the 
QEisn ctcgncccssicevcces 31 31. 4) 3,161.00 
Exceeding 6 square yards to 
had ee iddenedageceoed 40.60} 40. 60 15, 798. 00 Ge addcanndabbeisccdndpdebeehionpessscdasccnéceccodisdasdsbetedbeasssdoeseedeces< 
Val at over 10 cents per 
Ss addneecasseoed A Se ee 6, 171. 50 20 2, 160. 03) 





ot exceeding 
ene Re pound........ 26. 42) 26. 42 16, 990. 00 4, 488. 43 


Pree ee Terre Creer er rT Cee ee errr ere eee eee eee eee eee eee eee ee ee eee 


DOUG cose c cgcccscccccccs 33.00) 33. 00 14, 097.00 4, 651.65 





Sbiicstchetnacoeouced 35.33) 35.33 84, 607.00) SO ES ee a eee eee 
hesdapieraswestii s . Cee rans cctgccestnccscccccheossincesechieccongccccedididdbessos 


eee eee ene 


hh eee 


eee eee eee eee eee eee 


Oe 
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P von 
graph) | 


Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as of 
of ported by Committee on Finance 
1909. to the United States Senate. 


Cloth—Continued. 
Exceeding 150 and not exceed- 
ing 200 threads, etc.—Cont’d. 
Dyed, colored, etc.—Cont’d. 
(L) Valued at over 12} cents 
en square yard 
lued at over 124 and not over 
16 cents per square yard, 6 
cents per square yard; val- 
ued at over 15 and not over 
74 cents per square yard, 7 
cents per square yard; val- 
ued at over 174 and not over 
20 cents per square yard, 8 
cents per square yard; val- 
ued at me . cents per 
square yar cents 
square yard, but not less than 
40 per cent ad valorem 
Exceeding 200 and not exceeding 
300 threads to thesquareinch. 
counting thewarpand filling— 
Not bleached, dyed, colored, 
stained painted,orprinted— 
Not exceeding 2} square 
yards to the pound 
Exceeding 24 and not exceed- 
oo 34 square yards to the 


und 

niesethis 34 and not exceed- 
ing 5 square yards to the 
pound 

Exceeding 5 square yards to 
the pound 

(L) Valued at over 12} cents 
per square yard 

Valued at over 124 and not over 
14 cents per square yard ,6 
cents per square yard; val- 
wed at over 14 and not over 16 
cents per square yard, 6 
cents per square yard; val- 
ued at over 16 and not over 
20 cents per square yard, 8 
cents per asaquare yard; 
valued at over 20 cents per 
square yard, fe cents 
- ware yard, not less 

nm 40 per cent re valorem. 
Bleached 
Not exceeding 2} square 
yards to the pound 

nlsesiies 24 and not exceed- 

ing ing 2, square yards to the 


paetion 34 and notexceed- 
ing 5 square yards to the 
pound 

Exceeding 5 square yards to 
the pound 

(L) Valued at over 15 cents 
per square y: 

Valued at over 15 and not over 
16 cents per square yard, 6 
cents per square yard; val- 
ued at over 16 and not over 
20 cents per square yard, 8 
cents per square yard; val- 
ued at over 20 and not over 25 
cents per square yard, 11} 
cents per square yard; over 
25 cents per square yard, 124 
cents per square yard, but 
not less than 40 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Dyed, colored, stained, paint- 
ed, or printed— 

Not exceeding 3} square 
yards to the pound 

Exceeding 34 square yards 
to the pound 


317 


318 


per square y 
Valued at over 174 and not over 
20 cents per square gard, 8 
cents per square yard; val- 
ued at over 20 and not over 
25 cents per square yard, 11 
cents per square yard; val- 


square a 12} 2) cents er 
than 10 er cent od calor 


Exceeding threads to the 
pe me dh o=. counting the 
w 
Not bi 


319 


4square yards tothe pound 
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Classification of kn law (Act of ad valorems. 


Aveust 5, 


Cotton manufactures—Continued. 


Equivalent 


Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 


Con- | Revenue under— 
res- Value of | Revenue | Value of | Percent 
imports, under 


1907. present law. 
| 


36.34] 36.34] $6,252.00] $2,272.13 


32. 99| 32. 99 3,969.00] 1,309.28 


44. 24) 44.24 
46.10} 46.10 
40.00) 40. 64 


237. 00 
24,770. 00 


104. 85 
11,417. 83 


41.95] 41.95} 4,496.00} 1,886.03 


44.88) 44.88] 42,277.00) 18,975.25)... ..cecccfeccecscecfecccecccccccleccccceccecfess TE ONS Ee ae eee . 


42. 60) 42. 60 
45. 56) 45. 56 


37.93) 37.93] 699,136.00} 265,214.48] ........... 
49.35] 49. 35| SPEDE = GAA ivnccvcsnie Aseecccaddbiigssincscdioweaeno RE eh ee ee 


SBOE GB. FG. .cwcccosccecjecconcsdéted 


28. 45) 46. 23)......+--..-- I} ||: Secnees eevee 


48.21) 48. 21) 449. 00 


216. Bi... ccccccccclecccccccclocccescvcccclocccccccceeclescccccccccclecccccsteseses wecesleceeesese* 








1909. 


Para- | Classification of t law (Act of 
graph) ian). 
Act 
1909. 


Tiles taente eve a oo as re- 
ced by Commntttes om Stamnes 


—— 


319 | Cloth—Continued. 
Ex 


eas oenet 


Lee ee ee ee ee ee eee es 
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Equivalent 


58. 64) 58. 


50. 00 


50. 00) 


Cotton manu fectures—Continued. ia 


7 
= 


Sere eee eemealen 


2,742.00 
1, 523.00 
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Duty increased. Duty decreased. eI 





Revenue under— Per Revenue under— 


Value of | cent 


Per cent 
of im . of 
Conference 1907. 
bill. 


imerease. Fmt de- Present |Conferenee 
law crease.| law. | bill. 


} 


eer i eee 


LDR LPS LSU ROT OLY ee SR 8 


BESS ye 
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LARD ORRIN NTC 


CALI ks Pw 
OLENA EY TROT? 
emery i a lead 
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nes ae 
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es 
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16. 47,591,038) 55,575. 
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5040 


| 
ad valorems. 


Para- 'c lassification of 7 law (Act of | 
graph) 
0 | } 
Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- | Con- 
of | ported byCommitteeon Finance | Pres. 
1909. | to the United States Senate. 
| 
| 


322 | Handkerchiefs or mufflers com- 
| posed of cotton, ete.—Cont’d. 

Hemstitched, or imitation hem- 

stitched, or revered, or with 
drawn threads: 

(L) Exceeding 200 and not ex- 
ceeding 300 threads to the 
square inch, counting the 
warp and filling— 

Bleached— 

Exceeding 5 square yards to 

the pound 
Dyed, colored, stained, paint- 
ed, or printed— | 

Exceeding 3} square yards 
to the pound 

(L) Exceeding 300 threads to the 
square inch, counting the 
warp and filling— 

Bleached— 

Exceeding 3 and not exceed- 
ing 4 square yards to the 
pound 

Dyed, colored, stained, paint- 
ed, or printed— 

Exceeding 3 square yards to 
the pound 

(L) Other, on which the ordinary 

duty does not amount to 45 per 
= not hemmed, or hemmed 


(L)' Other, on which the ordinary 
dutydoes not amount to 55 per | 
cent, hemstitched, etc 

(L) Embroidered in any manner, | 
whether with initial letter, | 
monogram, or otherwise, by 
handor mene, or are tam- 


P. ct.\ P. ct. 
| 68.11) 58.11 


51. 09) 51. 09) 





| Equivalent 





boured, appliqués ‘ed, or trim- 
med or made wholly or in part 
with lace or with tucking or in- 


(L) ‘Cotton cloth in which other 
than the ordinary warp and 
filling threads have been intro- 
duced in the process of weav- 
ing to form a figure whether 
known as ——— or otherwise, 
and whe unbleached, 
bleached, dyed, colored, 
stained, , Painted, or printed— 

Not exceeding 50 threads to the 
square inch, counting the 
warp > and filling— 

Not bleached, dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or 
printed— 

Valued at not more ee 7 
cents per square yar 

Bleached— 

Valued at more than 7 cents 
per square yard 

Dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed — 

Valued at more —_— 7 cents 
per square y 
Exceedin 50 anc 
100 threads to the square 
inch, counting the warp and 
fillin; g- 

Not bleached, dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or 
printed— 

Not exceeding 6 square yards 
to the pound— 

Valued at more than 7 
cents per square yard. . 
Exceeding 9 square yards to 

the pound— 
Valued at not more than 7 
cents per square yard. . 
Valued at more than 7 7 
cents per square yar 

Bleached— 

Exceeding 6 and not exceed- 
ing 9 square yards to the 
pound— 

Valued at more than 7 
cents per square yard. . 
Exceeding 9 square yards to 

the pound— 
Valued at not more than 7 
cents per square yard....| 47.56) 47. 56 
Valued at more than 7 
cents per square yard....' 50.16’ 50.16 





40. 31) 40. 31 


| 60.00) 60. 00) 


-| 40.61) 53.13). 


Cotton manufactures—Continued. 


Duty unchanged. | 


Value of 
rts, 


| | 
| Revenue | Valueof |Percent 
7. | 


under — of 
ipresent law. 1907. increase. 


$646. 00) 


24, 894. 5 


30, 264. 75 


| 
| 
| 


225, 364. 30 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Duty increased. 


Revenue under— 


Present 


AveuUst 5, 


Duty decreased. 


Per Revenue under— 
Value of | cent 


Mb” | den 


Present | Conference 
law. bill. 


ne 
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Cotton manufactures—Continued. 











of rted by Somrnitese on Finance 
1909. the United States Senate. 





Duty increased. Duty decreased. 
Para-| Classification of in law (Act of 
graph _? 
Act | Italies indicate Hi. R. 1438, as re- Revenue under— | Per | Revenue under— 


| 
Present (Conference 
law. bill. 


aq 








_ 


L) Cotton cloth, ete—Continued. 
eo Bsc 50and not exceeding 


100 t to the square 
inch, counting the warp and 
filling—Continued. 
Dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed— 
Notexceeding 6 square yards 


i 
} 
Valued at more —_ 7 | P.ct.| P. ct. 
cen Meare Yara...) $6. 07) 46. 0B) ......cccccccleccccccccccs 21. 04 h PR dcncccancdsledsctmidechasdeccdscccett 
Exceeding 61 not execs’ - um 
| 
i 
| 





ing ooueeep yards to the 


Valued at more am 3 7 
cents per square y: 
Exceeding 9 square yards to. 
the pound— 
Valu at more = 7 
cents per square y: -| 53.61) 53. 61 8, 836. 
Not exceeding 100 
square inch, coming the. 
warp and filling— 
Not bleached, dyed, colored, 
stained, pa nted, or 
rinted. 


valued at over 7 cents per 
— Se nate aneneel hb pineseoncabsedeisgnececesocs 23.99} 27,121.42] 24,983.01 
Bleached— 

Valued at over ® cents per 
square yard ............... 39. eidarentidbacestoctaanees s 27.34; 31,766. 
Dyed, colored, stained, 

painted, or printed— 

Valued at over 12 cents per 
are yard............... . i et lca ; 25. 80,903.13} 113, 162. 22)............]....... elec kaa, 

— - and not exceeding | 
150 t to the square 
aie counting the warp and 
— bleached, tates ~ ee 
ae te or 


RRR ee ee eee ee eee EERE eee ee REE e EEE EE EEE EHLERS EH EEE Ree HE OLE Re eee weee 


CORSO Re EEE eee ee EERE RRR ee REET HL REE EE EE HEH EEE EH EERO OO Oe 





40; 450. 9G... ..cccccce lequncwolecondoesdeuiescodsccese 


not aiien? square oe 
to the pound— 
Valued at more than 7 
cents per square yard....| 11. Mb atenacuecaisipbesecadnaed 185. 97 
Exceeding 4 and not exceed- 
ing 6 — yards to the 


| 
‘ 
valued at more than 7 | 
cents per square yard....| 33. i htiehhceccsdgelpauceseasens b 59. 38 10. Bese shana ccitianenntintakesoces< | 
Valued at over 9 cents per 
square yard............. } pNdddidecceedsinanteosaedse , 729. 32.12) 10,765.21 Ppp dotsntri eda dandotinenssonccs cae uewen 


Bleached— 
Not exceeding 4 square yards 
to the 
vee at more than 7 7 
ts per square yard....| 45. . bp Gnteccccccccclecgeceses pacedudenssbipseenccoos ce S Shnetabbbenneadinescddcacdaleds céescase 
Exceeding 6 and not exceed- 
ing 8 square yards to the 


' 
pou — 
Valued at more than 7 | 
ee PG OR Gi en. .cccccbecccceccoleccsccccecsebpseesecceecs | 





- coding Sen et e+hhhibndddeie ieee dilpapened 
the d— 
Val at more than 7 


cents uare yard....| 59. . iN ok er a! ae es diadeaeateacnnesiéetiebbanenemion 
Volusdat over ii coats per 


pain 
Not exceeding 4 square yards 
to the pound— 
Valued at more than 7 
ware yard..../ 52.20} 52. 343. iis caiccdhvdckosnceccudisiicboces dcdiathdsdhiccadibabantinhacthdo sess ada iden dneoden 
| 
| 


Excoodine 40m not exceed- 
ing a yards to the 


po — 
a at more —_ 7 
cents per square -...| 57.07) 57. 175. 00 GEestccqctecd 
Exceeding 6 and not cemed- 


SOO e eee ele H eee ee ee ees HERES eee eee EH SESE EEE EE Ree eee ete e ee eeeealeeeeeeeeeee 


ing 8 square yards to the | 


— at more than 7‘ . : 
per square yard....| 77. 22) 77. 22 2,017. pO Giiscopcccctcce 
Brceeding B: 8 square yards to 


the pound— 
Valued at more than 7 

,cents per square yard... .| 58.60; 58 366. ahetas eed ik. assis. Beit ch. tas i ete Eo cs oe 
Valued at over 12} cents 

per square yard... ...... ME Si cca cincdetscodcindeats 82,117.00 25. 36, 374.871 45,803. 52'....... i ad abd Maddaxcatte Aa 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Cotton manufactures—Continued. 


Equivalent Duty unchanged. 
asl of a law (Act of ad valorems. ; 
| pron Be aad 


Para- 
graph 


Kot Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- | pres- 4 Value of | Revenue | Value of | Percent 
rted by Committee on Finance} ent | under 


nA the United States Senate, + | bill. 1007.” [present law. 


ee 
———— 


323 | (L) Cottoncloth, ete.--Continued. 
Exceeding 150 and not 
200 threads to the square 
inch, counting the warp and 
filling— 

Not bleached, dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or 
printed— 

Valued at over 10 cents per 
square yard 

Bleached— 

Exceeding 44 and not exceed- 
ing po yards to the 


po — 
Valued at more than 7 
cents per square yard ... 
Valued at over 12 cents per 
square yard 
Dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed— 
Exceeding 3} and not exceed- 
ing 4} penate yards to the 
na— 


y pou 
Valued at more than 7 
cents per square yard... 
Exceeding 44 and not exceed- 
ing 6 square yards to the 
pound— 
Valued at more than 7 
cents per square yard... 
Valued at over 12} cents per 
square yard 
Exceeding 200 and not exceeding 
300 threads to the square 
inch, counting the warp and 
ng— 

Not bleached, dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or 
printed— 

Valued at over 12} cents per 
oo yard 
Bleached— 
Exceeding 5 square yards to 
the pound— 
Valued at more than 7 
cents per square yard... 
Valued at over 15 cents per 
Square yard 

Dyed,colored stained, painted, 
or printed— 

Valued at a 17} cents per 


Square y 
Exceeding 300 threads to the 
Square inch, counting the 
warp and —— 
Dyed,colored, stained,painted, 
_or printed— 
Valued at over 20 cents per 
square yard 
Cotton cloth, mercerized or subjected 
to any similar process, ...........|se-s0-|se-e++|eeeeesenecse|s-sereeneets|oereeecemens|ncccccanaltessecseaasalocwens pecees 
Clothing, ready-made, and articles 
of wearing apparel of every de- 
scription, including neckties or 
n ear, made up or manufac- 
tured, wholly or in part, by the 
tailor, seamstress, or manufac- 
turer, and not otherwise pro- 
vided for 
When india rubber is a component 
material, 15 cents per pound addi- 


Corsets, not elsewhere specified... ‘ 
Outside garments having rubber 1,468.77; 1,338.50 
as a component material . 
(L) Plushes, velvets, velveteens, 
other vegetable fiber yn 4 
corduroys, and all other p 
fabrics, composed of cotton or 
flax)— 
Plushes, velvets, and velveteens, 
and other pile fabrics (except 
—— — 
Not bleached, dyed, colored, A 
stained, painted, or printed .| 67. . 260, 955. 00; 
Drak acboead anakaas srcdiodl 2 "| 
colored, stain ain 
One - "| 58. E 440,061.00, 257,088. 39 
Other, on which commnany duty 
does not amount to 47} per 
Corduroys— 
Not bleached, dyed, colored, sei REE 
a — 
Dyed, colored, s , painted, 
= rinted 2,933. 80 
Weighing 7 ounces or over per 
square yard 
Other, on which ae duty 
does not amount to 47} per 
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Cotton manufactures—Continued. 








$< oa 


Duty increased. Duty decreased. ¢ : my 
gra b| ee oa a. ae 


het Italics indicate H. R. 1 Revenue under— 
ried by Committee on ae 
tO the United States Senate. | imports, 
increase.| Present | Conference 1907. 
law. bill. 

































Per Revenue under— 
|} cent a 
| of 

de- | oe (Conterence 
crease. a 

















Seeetereseceecceeesese! UE £0) VE. 20) DS EBV GO VOGs CU ccc cece eee ee eee ee OHH EEE E EES HEE EEE EEE EHH Cee e HR E HEH He EH EO eee See eeeeeeee 


eet eeeene 


ob’ on ‘which at te Wi pe duty 
= not amount to 


L) chenliecaiais, tablecovers 
26 | (h" iad all articles manufactured 
of ae chenille, or of which 


SOOO CO SRE EEE EE EEE EERE EH OEE e wee eee E ERE OEE Ee EEE EERE eee eee eee 


FOO OOOH EEE EHH eee EEE EHH EERE EE EEE EEE EEE eee eR eee EEe 





value. 
Knit ~~ made on knitting ma- 
chines or frames: 
Stockings, hose, and half hose— 
7 Made on kni machines or 
frames, not o pro- 


| Selvedged, fashioned, nar- 
= rowed, “3 wholly or 
in part b tting ma- 
chineser frames, or knit by 
hand, including such as 
arecommercially known as 
seamless or clocked stock- 
ings, a. or half hose, 

fin r unfinished— 
— hy man than $1 per 


Valued tease than $1 and not 
more than $1.50 per dozen | i 
PEsNatdenboowosawoadl GEG PO Oilocccccccesccstecscccocccos! 1, 600, 634. 75 “el 933, 511. 51)1,: PN Ol 0 05cecsnasslieetuenilacedhechansbecsceestne ‘ 
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: 
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: 
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: 
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° 
° 
: 
° 
: 
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. 
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: 
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: 
° 
° 
° 
: 
° 
: 
° 
: 
: 
: 
: 
° 
° 
: 
° 
: 
° 
. 

nr 
: 
: 
° 
° 
: 
: 
° 
° 
° 
: 
° 
: 
. 
: 
: 
ts eee 


$2,350,249.77} 31. 06/$1,577,176.36,$2,067, 031. bee se bth peed dni a 


(L) Valued more than $1.50 
and not more than $2 per 
dozen 51. 41] 61.81) ......-.eee-efeeeeeeeeeess 2, 557,341.40} 20. 23/1, 314, 759. 9411, 580, 805.21)... ...-e-0-jeeeeees Focnenaceats|ecescaseces ; 
s 
F 











(L) Valued more than $2 
= not more than $3 per 










ay Valned more than $3 
= not _— than $5 per 


59. 53) 59.53) 354, 188. 















64. 86) 64. 114, 625. 
BB yp cccdcsccccecce 55. 00) 55. 42, 356. 17 


union ts, combination 
suits, tights, sweaters, corset 
covers, and all underwear of 
— description made 


74, BAD. BL)... cecceccnlececeeeee 


RRR eRe ee Ree EE EERE EEE RH EEE EEE EEE HEHEHE Ee 







23, 295. 90). .........+- 






not including stock- 
ings, hose, or half hose— 
Valued pi net mere than $1.50 per 
oe, ES RON 56. 90) 56. 59, 609. Ssh Aiiaks ARRAN Raa s Sitdegbebels tas 4a] <ccacdeekont <thtecsladeccendnedisceneescnee 
Vere -50 and not | } | 
more than $3 per dozen... ... 60.16 60.16 327,214. Oi btda ds cwcalinbatendadehls cagdasecsdabiaecececes ce SERRE ASS: Se , ST  6a cadens peaenil 
vo more than $3 and not 
842. 90) | 
| 


ce 
: 
praia « 


re 


} ! 
ore than $5 per dozen...... 61.54 61.54 244, 150, 666. 77) .....202+--- 

(L) ‘Valued more than $5 and | 
not more than $7 dozen ..| 64.29 64. 29) 73, 778. 5 63, GBB. Gh si ciiccccccnse 

(L) Valued more than $7 and } } 

not more than $15 per dozen .| 59.65 59. 
(L) Valued above$15 per dozen.| 50.00; 50. 

830 —- beltings, bindings, —— 


biel tire tires, abe , Suspenders 


webs or a , made of cotton 
or other ae fiber, whether 


— 
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635, 001. 91 4-1 Seveccelscccecee 
48 


FIT iE RDA oh 
ian 


ask is the component material of 
chief value, n.s. p.f.............{...... 


eiatiteliinethetaascceors | 35. 00 36. 15, 862.00) @$5, 551. 10) -.--eee-2-+- i Es Rnsnsdighdabeladiednelesceesnetneiecutdsdean 
All other manufactures of cotton...) 45.00 45. 997; 612.18, 448, 925. 56) PENGARE : 
Total, Schedule I............ | 44. & 50. 6215. 381, 426.71 6,777, 607. 5165 08.4 24. 62 $7,490,191.05 $9,334,791.06, $60, 972.14, 18.33 $16,721.37, $13, 655.77 
<r =e ee ee a 
@ Estimated dutiable as cloth. 


a a _. 


ask or of which cotton table dam- | | 


cee 


es mime 


aT 
ad 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ScHEDULE J. 
Flaz, hemp, and jute, and manufactures of. 


Duty unchanged. 


Classification « _ law (Act of 


Ac tali dica 438 re- 
7 rted a A Hinance —_ — of meraeae Value of | Percent 
en’ m ? 
1909. the nited States Senate. — : - =e ei 


Flax: 
Straw .. sinbwbeoe 
Not hackled or dressed . 
Hackled, known as 
13. 90) 
11.73 


emp: 
Not hackled or dressed . 12. 34 
Hackled, known as 


13. 83 


19. 39 
Yarns, jute, single: 
Not finer than 5 lea or number...| 22, 12] 22. 12 
aoe than 5 lea or number 35. 0C , seh aces erene|seeceesennee eeerweenees|aaeeecscceeelesewers|eneseeweweleeenseecses 
“arns of jute not specially provided 


‘i 
Cables and corda; 
Of hemp, tarred or untarred . 08} 25. 08 
Other, composed of istle or tam- 
pico fiber, manila, sisal grass, 
or sunn, or a mixture of them 
or any of them 
Binding twine, manufactured from 
New Zealand hem istle or 
tampico fiber, s' ” grass or 
sunn, or a mixture of any twoor 
more of them, of single ply, and 
g 600 fee 
to the pound, from countries 
which impose duty on like arti- 
cles imported from the United 
States o 


or either of them, is the compo- 

nent material of chief value: 
Made from yarn not finer than— 

5 lea or number 

6 lea or number.............. 

7 lea or number 

8 lea or number 


10 lea or number 
11 lea or number.......... 
12 lea or number 
13 lea or number 
14 lea or number 
15 lea or r-umber 
16 lea or number 


Pere erp eens 


10, 259. él 
156. 16 
276. 49 

2, 195. 08 
998. 25 
15, 669. 59 
1, 281. 42 
55 ». 
2, 848. 


32 lea or number... 
33 lea or number. 
34lea or number. 
35 lea or number. 


B29 BO 0-90 90 99 fo.G0 Go po GOGO 


«leer ereeeree 








x 
pSRaeSeeeshsPSeeSeERS3 


41 lea or number 
42 lea or number 


ne 


SBRABRAERRSSERSASABBRASASRRSSRESBRESEReAsRE BENS AAs 
zs 


» 


44lea or number 
45 lea or number... 
46 lea or number... 
47 lea or number... 
48 lea or number... 
49 lea or number... 
50 iea or number... 
51 lea or number 
52lea or number 
53 lea or number 
54lea or number 
55lea ornumber 





a 


papransase nsyereasreses 
a8 


pope pono pons pono pone nono no poo Rano yO WO 
2 
SBR 


6 If imported from countries which impose duty on like articles imported from the United States. 





_— 






Para-| Classification of present law (Act of 
graph) 1997). 


{ 
Act Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 


by Committee on Finance | Ptes- 


f 
1009. | to the United States Senate, 


340 | Threads, twines, ete.—Continued. 


| Made from yarn not finer than— A = 


56 lea or number 
| 57 lea or number 


74 lea or number............... 
75 lea or number............... 


85 lea or number........ oad 
86 lea or number............... 
87 lea or numer 





HOt eee eee ew ene 


ee meee eww neee 


109 lea or number... 
| 110 lea or number... 


124 lea or number 
125 lea or number 
| 126 lea or number 






129 lea or number 
130 lea or number 
131 lea or number. 
132 lea or number 


ee eee eee eee 
eee eee eee. 


Oe eee eee nee 


| 144 lea or number.............. 
145 lea or number, 
146 lea or number, 
147 lea or number 
149 lea or number 


155 lea or number. 
161 lea or number. 
162 lea or number. 
164 lea or number. 
165 lea or number. 
168 lea or number 
172 lea or number. 
175 lea or number 
176 lea or number. 


ee 


tee eee ewww eee 


Equivalent 
od velesenma. Duty unchanged. 
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Sassesaees 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Flag, hemp, and jute, ané manufactures of—Continued. 



















a i | | See 








Ee% 
S38 








Revenue under— 








5045 





Duty decreased. 





| 
! 
Per | Revenue under— 





Present Conference 
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law. bill. 

$24. 62 $24.12 
150. 28 147.39 
40. 43 39. 28 
298. 91 293. 31 
2,964.08) 2,909.44 
49. 82 48.91 
111. 57 109. 56 
134. 7: 132. 39 
65. 75/ 64. 60 
205. 36 201.82 
13L. 69 129. 45 
L79 1.76 
71. 12 69.94 
9. OF 8.93 
200. 26 197.01 
1. Gl 1.58 
1% 12 18. 82 
165. 60 163. 01 
192 1.89 
17. 69 17. 41 
12. 20 12. 01 
& C9) 3.08 
22. 23) 21.90 
19. 32 19. 04 
185. 64 182.95 
1. 57 1.55 
5. 39) §. 32 
41) 4.05 
43. 19) 42.59 
1, 75) 1.72 
13. 00) 12.83 
238. 55 235. 37 
112. 82 111.35 
6. 53) 6.44 
24. 26) 23.95 
19% 1.92 
63. 54) 62.74 
126. 43) 124. 86 
18 1 7.89 
9 19) 9. 07 
47. 48 46. 90 
194. 69 192. 38 
2. 31 2.28 
149. 20 147. 49 
99. 61) 98. 48 
2. 36} 2.34 
44. 32} 43.82 
101. 19) 100. 08 
47. 03} 46. 52 
21. 86) 21. 63 
32. 38} 32. 63 
22. &2 22. 28 
22. 56 22. 32 
22. 01 21.78 
- 30} .39 
3.25) 3,22 

7.34) 7.7 
13. 60) 13. 46 
103. 102.04 
88. 87.12 
36. 30) 35.94 
22. 30; 22. 08 
8. 18) 8.10 
1.33) 1,32 
18. 57 18. 38 
Liz 1.16 
6. 6. 46 
19. 87 19. 67 
68. 68 68. 43 
27. 98} 27.69 
61. 23) 60. 66 
14. 79) 14. 55 
1. 11 1.10 
. .53 
18 5 18.39 
14.30 14.18 
2. Si} 2.80 
7. 08 7.02 
& 32) 8. 25 
2. 40) 2.37 
22 2. 40 
17. 47 17.33 
- 61) . 60 
1.24 1.23 
1. 60 1.58 
16. 42) 16, 28 
. 40) . 40 
36. 60 36. 33 
1. 42 1.42 
1. 65 1.64 
50. 00 49. 67 
77. 94 77.38 
106. 78 106. 02 
5. 65 5.61 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Aveust 5, 


———_———$— 


| 


Para-| Classification of present law (Act of 
eraph| 1897). 


Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- | 
of ported by Committeeon Finance 
1909. to the United States Senate. 


| 


340 | Threads, twines, etc.—Continued. 
Made from yarn not finer than— P. ct. | 
182 lea or number 57] 
187 lea or number 5 
195 lea or number 
219 lea or number 
220 lea or number 
224 lea or number 
233 lea or number 
234 lea or number 
242 lea or number 
252 lea or number 
294 lea or number 
322 lea or number............. 4 
Yarns: 
Flax, hemp, or ramie, or a mix- 
ture of any of them— 
Single yarns in the gray— 
Not finer than 8 lea or num- 


Finer than 8 lea or number 
and not finer than 80 lea or 
number 
Single yarns, finer than 80 lea 
or number 
All other k 
Other than in the gray .......---|...... | 
Ramice, sliver or roving.......-.}...... i 
Gill netting, nets, webs, and seines 
of flax: 
Made of thread, twine, or cord 
from yarn not finer than— 
5 lea or number. .............-. 118. 60) 
6 lea or number 59. 50) 
19 lea or number. ............- 63. 23) 
20 lea or number 3 | 
35 lea or number 
50 lea or number 
— for floors, men » fancy oe 
figured, manu 
straw, round or na or a 
vegetable substances, not oth- 
erwise provided for, including 
what are commonly known as 
Chinese, — and Indian 
straw matt 
Valued not enaoding 10 cents 
per square yard 
Valued exceeding 10 cents per 
square yard 
See Conference bill for new clas- 
sification. 
Carpets ting, mats, and rugs 
made of flax, hemp, jute, or 
other vegetable — (except 
cotton), n. o. p. f 
Valued not exceeding 15 cents 


q y: 
Valued above 15cents per square 


ya 
Hose, hydraulic, made in whole or 
in part of flax, hemp, ramie, or 
jute 
Tapes, composed wholly or in part 
of flax, woven with or without 
metal threads, on reels, spools, or 
otherwise, designed expressly for 
| Lt. in the manufacture of meas- 
urin 
347 — 4 floors ,stamped , pa 
, or printed, including lino- 
a or corticene, figured or 
plain, and all other oilcloth 
(except silk oilcloth): 
Under 12 feet in width 
12 feet and over in width 
—_ Seat inlaid, and 
cor 
See — bill Jor new classifi- 


catio 
Ww gaarpeeet cloth, composed of— 
Cotton, whether composed in 
= of india rubber or other- 


Vi eretabie fiber, — t cotton, 
whether composed of 
india rubber or cod in part ae 

348 | Collars and cuffs entirely of cotton. 
Collars and cuffs, composed in 
whole or in part oflinen......... 


Equiv 
ad valo 


Flax, hemp, and jute, and manufactures of —Continued. 


lent 
ae Duty unchanged. | 


Revenue | 
under 
prevent law.| 


| Pet. 


45. 33)... ---22-2-0- 


$181,755.00; . $72,702. 00 


26,954. 00) 4,043. 10). 
153,074. 00 | 


al 


wii 
1,107. 50) 


@ Estimated. 


BeaR Bp PaaS 


S _—ssssssssssss 


1,044,761. 20 


Duty decreased. 


eeeepesssssese 
BFF 


37. 


Revenue under— 


Present {Conference 
law. bill. 


wot 


BEALS SSSsSus 


— 


PEP, FP, Sr 


6, 668. 34 


2,948.77 
2.07 
21.98 
2.06 
21.62 
4.75 


26,935. 0 


497 , 908. 78 
@31, 165.4 
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Flag, hemp, and jute, and manufacturcs of—Continuecd. 





sera-| Classification of present law (Act of 
nts 1497). 














Duty decreased. 











ere b} 1 a: } z a ue 
s Talies ind te H. R. — . Revenue under— | el | Per | Revenue under— 
r Committee on —. — — 
aS the United States Senate. | imports, | of j 
UY. Present |Conference| 1907. | de- | Present |Conference 
law. bill. | crease.| law. bill. 









349 | (L) Laces, lace window curtains, 
tidies, pillow shams, bed sets, 
inserting: flouncings, and other 
lace ; napkins and other 
articles, made wholly or in t 
of lace, or in imita of > 
nets or nettings, veils and veil- 


ings, etamines, vi , neck 
rf uns tucking 
ings, ; ? 

including 


articles or embroid- 
ered in any Manner hand or 
machinery, whether with a let- 
, monogram, or > 
tamboured or 
ee aed artes 


flouncings or skirtings, and arti- 
oe wholly or in part of 


ufflings, tuckings, or : 
composed wholly or in chief value 
of cotton, and not elsewhere spe- 
cially provided for, whethercom- 
posed in part of india rubber or 
QE sOs os 0c ncncds<csic dus 
(L) Wearing apparel (of cotton) 
made wholly or in part of lace, or 
in imitation of lace, embroidered 
by hand or machinery with a let- 
ter, mon b =< — or 
tamboured or appliquéed........ JO. 
(L) Laces, lace Sandee curtains, 
tidies, pillow shams, bed sets, 
insertings, flounc , and other 
lace articles; nap wearing 
parel, and other articles, made 
wholl a oo or in 
imitation of ; nets or net- 
tings, veils and veilings, eta- 
mines, vi , neck rufflings, 
ruchings, tuc , flutings, and 
quill ; embroideries and all 
trimm: including braids, — 
ings, 





1,358, 565. 62 





815, 139. 35, 


loons, gorings, and , and 
other articles or fabrics embroid- 
ered in any manner hand or 
machinery, whether with a letter, 
m , or otherwise; tam- 
bow or appliquéed articles, 
fabrics, or wearing apparel; hem- 
stitched or tueked ings or 
skirtings, and articles made 
wholly or in part of rufflings. 
tuckings, or rachings, com 
wholly or in chief value of flax or 
other vegetable fiber (except cot- 
ton), and not elsewhere specially 
vided for, whether co’ 
mS of india rubber or other- 
(L) Wearing apparel made wholly 
or in part of lace or in imitation 
oflace; embroidered, by hand or 
machinery, with a letter, mono- 
gram, or otherwise; or tam boured 
or appliquéed, composed wholly 
or in chief value of flax or other 
veges fiber, except cotton... .| 60.00) 60. 43,157.93) 25,894.76 
iandkerchiefs, com: of 


| 
(L) posed 
flax or other vegetable fiber: | 
Embroidered by hand or ma- 
chinery, with a letter, mono- 
gram, or otherwise; tamboured 
or appliquéed, or made wholly 
orin of lace or in imitation 
' 


GUUsd ch cenectngiaswneeseses rE GO = UU aii di ceinss dacs iene cc cen pomerenccdetueebeieioes ceuhesccusiceseoes. eae 


350 | Laces, embroideries, edgings, in- 
sertings, galleons, flouncings, 
nets, nettings, trimmings, and 
a com: of cotton, silk, 


or o material | 
(except wool), madeon the Lever 
or Gothrough machine, 70 per 
centum ad valorem: Provided, 
That no wearing apparel, hand- 
kerchiefs, or artieles of any de- 
re com whoily or 
in chief value of any ef the iore- 
going, — rs less rate of 
duty than that imposed upon 
the articles or the tnaterials of 
which the same ate composed. 





| 
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CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD—SENATE. Aveust 


Flaz, hemp, and jute, and manufactures of—Continued. 


ivalent 
lad Se Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 
Para- \Classific ation of eee law (Act of | 


graph 897). heen 


Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- a Revenue under— Per Revenue under— 
of | ported by Committee on Finance |Pres- | 74, igi eee cen 
1909.| to the United States Senate. ent | ence. of 
bill. i d 1907. -| Present | Confer- de- Present | Conference 
law. ence bill. crease. law. bill. 


S 
| § 


| (L) Lace window curtains, pillow 
shams and bed sets, finished 
or unfinished, made on the 
Nottingham lace-curtain ma- 
chine or on the Nottingham 
warp machine, and composed 
of cotton, counting between 
the warp threads: 
7 points or spaces to the inch . . 
8 points or spaces to the inch. . 
: ints or spaces to the inch.... 
10 points or spaces to the inch... 
11 points or spaces to the inch. . 
12 points or spaces to the inch. . 
13 points or spaces to the inch... 
14 points or spaces to the inch... 
15 points or spaces to the inch. . 
= points or spaces to the inch. . 
—_ or spaces to the inch. . 
ther on Which the ordinary 
“ie = not amount to 50 


(L) toon window curtains, pillow | 
shams, and bed sets, finished 
or unfinished, made on the 
Nottingham lace-curtain ma- 
chine, or on the Nottingham 
warp machine, and com- 
posed of vegetable fiber 
other than cotton, counting 
between the warp threads, 
all on which ordinary duty 
does not amount to 50 per 
cent . . 1,872. 74 

[Note.—Nets and nettings are 
added to above e. 
346 by roposed bill 
352 —— 5 Pl woven fabrics of 


~~ 
g 
SRARKSREASH? 
38 
rs 


sssssssssss 


2 
oaeeeaaees 


_ 
ee 8 nS e Co 


SRORBROESRE: 


RSBSEZS 
SSVrLSSSSSE™ 
aa ae 


% 
z 


single 
(Not gree 60 inches in 
width) ing not ess than 
6 ounces square 
Sunes warp an “all. 
ng— 
Not some t 30 threads to 


uare i 
BE xceodlng 80 and not exceed- 


ing 55 to the square 
inch 


22. 91) 22.1 $25,006,101.60| 3. 45'$5,729,808.48/$5,531,919.17 


22.17) 22.17] 774,251. 00 171, 067. 


45.00) 45. 3, 042, 277. 20)1, 369, 024. 74) 
(L) Pile fabrics, of which flax is the | 
component material of chief 
value, and manufactures of, 172, 337. 76] 103, 402. 66) 
Bags or sacks made from plain 
woven — of single jute 
yeas. not dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, nted, or bleached, 
cod not exceeding 30 threads to 
the square inch, counting the 


| 

| 

warp and filling 4, 206, 696. OO}1, 135, 135. 83)............}....0-0-. 
Bagging for cotton, gunny | j 
and similar fabrics, suitable for 


covering cotton, composed of sin- 
gle arns made of jute, jute butts, 
1emp, not bleached, dyed. 

colored, stained, painted, 
tes , hot exceeding 16 threads 
‘o the square inch, counting the 
notes and filling, and wei ing 
than 15 ounces per square 


these substances, or either of 
them, is the component mate- 
rial of chief value, whether in 
the piece or otherwise, and 
whether finished or unfinished: 
Not hemmed, or hemmed only. . 
(L) Hemstitched, or imitation 
hemstitched, or revered, or 
with drawn threads, but not 
embroidered or initialed 55. 00) 55. 00) 1,001,161.74| 550,630. 02)............]......... 
Woven fabrics or articles n. s. p. f., 
com of flax, hemp, or 
“ramie, or in part cotton, we of 
which these substances, or 
either of them, is the compo- 
nent material of chief value, 
weighing 44 ounces or more per 


square 
Containing not more than 60 
threads to the square inch, 
counting the warp and filling. ..j 50. 44) 50.44; 218,406.00) 110,164.07)....... Coccclectoseseclocccccoccsslecoceéceseicées ecccccecs 
Containing more than 60 and not 
more than 120 threads to the 
square inch 53. 45! 53. 45’ 1,980, 445. 00°1, 058, 507. GO’... 2. cc cece ccc leccceccccee 


eee eeweleweeeee Saeee eeweeeerrr® 


yar 9.78; 9.78) 1,215,446 SERGSE. Bile cccccctsssdbvcosowese 'Z 
Handkerchicts composed of flax, 
hemp, or ramie, or of which 
SRF I Fai tcdns case chen ccvecctnccticcaclabpeednniana 


SRE ORE RRR eee eee eee ee Hwee 
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Flaz, hemp, and jute, and manufactures of—Continued. 








lz a Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 
Para- Classification of tlaw (Act ot 
graph 7). 














Per Revenue under— | Per Revenue under— 
Act Ttalies 10 Commalinc en Pianos Valusot | Revenue | Valusot | cent |__| valueot | cent | 
Senate under m o im 
1909.| tothe United —— for” presentiaw., 1907. in- | Present | Conference | bor” de- | Present \ Yonference 
crease. law. bill. crease. law. bill. 
357 | Woven fabrics or articles n.s.p.f., 
composed of flax, ete.—Con. 
Con ae 120 and 
not more than 180 threads to 
the square inch................ ns ond edict wedRilnssen take diitssdcdusecncdiiniiakadduscdionasdndinemnpnedcosinasgeeseese 
n more than 180 threads | 
Pientccansedes 53.89) 53.89, 588, 445. SRT, 196 GE. .ccccccee ROUMess one clocccccecesdelocecsoces codiconqsantnceaissiécodabbanqanscee clecedeceaces 
Allon ordinary duty does | 
not amount to 50 _ wosee GO. OD] GO. OD, 5, 774, 404 17/2, 887, 247. 0B)... cc ccccc clon sc ccnlecccccccccccleccccccccees | 





eccccccccccce be 4 2$5,000,000.00 fe ed ee eessncd mencteccecdinceeessasse 


| Petey: | 
| ogy = 


Rok | 
maken... |. t] 
421, aa 1, 481,045.67! waseccesesasecloccecee | paccccccces 
err 


ounces or more per square yard. . 
All other manufactures of flax, 
hemp, ramie, or other vege- 
table fiber (except cotton), or 
of which these substances, or 
either of them, is the compo- 
nent material of chief value 





n. » KS 
Flax seemaitatunes i ih aan dibuiindle ae A Dn ecceadedibbecnduececes ee ee Re len aaa 
Hemp manufactures............. NY I Seek, oD ecnewecedh Dosh tenia Ddeedtnainiaiid SO padi llr atendeicalae ica dinaicineitane 
Jute manufactures............... 665, 3 i Tac I lI ale ols aE 
Ramie or other vegetable fiber 
manufactures.........:.....+ SRGOAOEE ~~ - GiMOB. Ollaansscccccdecckieciceclecccccccsces Janeseceseees i ee ee Bd 
Total, Schedule J............ 43.72 <4 077787 4070 40, 02,950.00 10,137,385.45| 22.88 3,236, 446. a3, 977, 073.5 6 26,005 $73.07 5. 07,6,620,051.14 6,284,563.14 
@ Estimated. 


ScHEDULE K. 
Wool, and manufactures of wool. 























| Zqutvalent | Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 
Para-| Classification = law (Act of 
i a - | : — ; — —— _ 
Revenue under— P Revenue under— 
Act | Italics indicate R. 1438, as re- er 
a ported by > ee Finance | Pres-| ‘for. vam of | Revenue BU ae ee Value of | cent = ; 
1909. to the U te. ent under imports, of imports, | of 
United States Sena — 
law. bill 1907. Laeenl law.) 1907. increase. Present | Conference 1907. de- Present (Conference 
law. bill. crease. law. | bill. 
| 
po—aeeaseeeilintithssnenniatetdiasints tains sesseneeel be “ < a i cnpbennial in 


Wool, hair of the camel, goat, al- 
paca, or other like animals, and 
manufactures of: 

| Unmanufactured— 
369 | Class 1 Merino, mestiza, metz, 


Castel Branco, Adrianople 
skin wool or butcher’s wool, 
and such as iy” been here- 


| 





after included in classes 2 
Un P. ct. 
On theskin............... 47. Se os onc cc cccheaccdcuecqecbbaneanslescccdecqcslecesescosse 
ict on the akin Dhamenek oon 44. 52/22, 249, 572. 25 9, 904, 985. 85!............ | a a | Ces ME pace es oD cal suinnc 
Ww La i 
Not on the skin. .......... 61. 601 09 38. a ee i ods Ce etReseneeiiences dntaeed cocccisesheses us 
DOOR widuchcoctncenccas 37. 7,146. RR cbcaccssi.: ene. eee eu Eos. . igh coamemabene Te a oe 
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CONGRES SIONAL RECORD—SENATE. Aveust 


— 
Wool, and manufactures of 1cool—Continued. 
Equivalent 

liad adyalorems| | Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 
Para-| Classification of present law (Act of 
graph 1897). mee? 

0 
Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- a! | Revenue under— Per Revenue under 
of rted by Committee on Finance —_ Revenue | Valueof | Percent Value of —_ 


1909. the United States Senate. rr | under i of | iauperts, => 
law. .  |presentiaw.| 1 increase. Present Cage de- Present leonte rence 
| law. crease.) law. | bill. 


Wool, hair of the camel, goat, al- 
paca, etc.—Continued. 
Unmanufactured—Continued. 
369 Class 2: Leicester, Cotswold, 
Lincolnshire, Down comb- 
ing wools, Canada long 
wools, or other like comb- 
ing wools of English blood, 
and usually known by the 
terms nused,and also 
hair of the camel, Angora 
goat, alpaca, and other like 
animals— 
Washed and unwashed 
wook—_ P.ct.| P. ct. 
On the skin . 47| 39.47} $21,908.10} $8,646. 44). 
Not on the skin 11} 41.11) 2, 863, 081. 75)1, 176, 887. 36)... 
Hair of the Angora goat, al- 
paca, and other like ani- 
mals-— 
Washed and unwashed...-.| 35.61] 35. 64 
Class 3: Donskoi, native South 
American, Cordova, Val- 
araiso, native Smyrna, 
Rosen camel’s hair, and 
all such wools of like char- 
acter as have been hereto- 
fore usually imported into 
the United States from 
Turkey, Greece, Syria, and 
elsewhere— 
Valued ° cents or less per 
— — 
Washed and unwashed 
wool— 


Peewee eens oe wwee wwe een ewe eee ele ww eee ewee 


CCC meter tle eee eeeee 


. 73| 26.73} 206,159.70 55,104. 1 
Not on the skin . 35. 92) 4, 891, 660. 60/1, FOG O06. 1G... ncccecesiuhe 
Camel’s hair, Russian— 
Washed and unwashed..| 37. 49) 37. 67,050.00; 25, 134i. 
Valued = over 12 cents per 


pound— 
Washed and unwashed 
wool— | 
On the skin . 68) 45. 68 5,208.00} 2, 378. 82)........002- 
Not on the skin 5.18} 35.18) 8, 843, 857. 003, 110, 858.03}. .....eeeee- 
Camel’s hair, Russian— ool 
Washed and unwashed..| 42.34) 42.34) 261,612.00) 110,779. 
Wool and hair advanced in any 
manner, or by any process 
of manufacture, beyond the 
washed or scoured condi- 
tion, not specially pro- 
vided for— 
Valued not more than 40 
cents per po 
oe over 70 cents per 


poun 
Manulactures composed wholl 
or in part of wool, worsted, 
the hair of the came! goat, al- 
aca, or other animals— 
(L Rags mungo, flocks, noils, 
sh hoday, and waste— 
Wastes— 
Slubbing, ring, and gar- 
neted 


ees ecewee elo etewe ee =| ceewewesewerleeeeeees ss sles 


19.00) 
Top and roving 5,224. 00) . 
Wool extract, yarn, thread, 
and all other wastes not 
a provided for } ks 61,134. 00, 28, 426. 00' 
DE, ads nsw sskhadaedssetate \ . 175, = 00) 88, 722. 20! 
Shoddy : 98. 4.00) 13. 75) 
; 32. 46,454 00} 15,129.05) 


of wool— 

Valued not more than 30 
cents per po' 

“a more than 30 cents 


87. 25 


| >) 116, $43. 59) 
paral) 
Valued not more than 40 | 
cents per pound 141.00 
Valued more than 40 and not 
more than 70 cents per 


pound |119. 06)119. 06 539. 00: O41. 76. .. .cccssese 
9,676.50, 9, 255.23}... teen eleeweeeees 


fee 
Valued not over 40 cents per | 
pound 141. 78/141. 78 32. 00 GF, cceccccccss 
Valued more than 40 and not 
more than 70 cents per 
pound (114. so: 37 1,434.00} 1,642. 32).. 


Valued more than 70 cents 
gS 95. 33! 95. 33 18,082.50: 17,237.94 


Yarns, made wholly or in part - 


141. 00) 1.00) EAEL, ccoscemcvccfocccccess! 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Wool, and manufactures of—Continued. 

































































oa Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 
- Classification of J aaa law (Act of 
gp yh ein 7. + =. hone a Sr o ee a _—" 
ct Italies indicate H. R. 1438, as re- Revenue under— | Per | Revenue under— 
se ported by Committee on Finance | Pres- - Value of Revenue —_ ; Percent) _ __| Value of | cent Se th es 
1909. to the United States Senate. ent | ence , under of | imports, | of 
law. bill 1907. |present law. increase. — aan 1907. | de- Present |Conference 
, | aw. ill. crease. law. | bill. 
eee ad i Oi ni eh ltl eed ! 
Wool, hair of the camel, goat, al- | 
paca, ete.—Contin 
378 | Knit fabrics (not wearing ap- 
pare! )}—Continued. 
All other magremotaeee 
wholly or in part of 
w — 
J Valued not more than 40 | P. ct.| P. ct. 
df cents per pound......... 140. 55)140.55) $11,345.00} $15,946. 397... 2... Fs ddawhuqhachipaauia sseccotbecttans ts Gtbbia cebu donadevebs licdidtasexe 
Valued more than 40 and 
= more than 70 cents | 
cheaieatemesch © ia ln a Ra nts lan reenetneinnaesbanmatbalieslicstatataia<ubedasactuibeccesccesce 
Vv ae more than 70 cents | 
Se docen ovtetses I > S-> CO i ee, ennewalpcoends Di sstteiiewcdas axa 
Cloths, woolen or worsted— } 
Vv — not — than 40 a | | | | 
cents per pound......... 134. 97|134. 97 27, 693. 25) NE nk a seicinl aiedcathiccitanabucdtnaedahstnwieonaeiaa SE OCS a eee 
Valued more than 40 and | | 
— more than 70 cents | | | 
118. 89) 118. RE: Can tacaccgdeeedsattabbicaevunb batanctactebsecmenhoscesleadsoes tees wg dineicave 
(L) Pe Valued above 70 cents | 
a 94. a a ad anda o tp dibed bacecn coed deatcnalsdoccedlwducsuWerditeusteccene 
379 Blankets— } | | 
Vv — not man than 40 | 
ts per pound......... 107. 60;107. 60 316. 00) SER. Th ccccccesccclecceceess iadenauilgaiashocestl Redes oth aectin Sveeuacdiledtaedaccaedon 
Vv alued more than 40 and | 
not more than 50 cents | | | 
BOE Rss cnawesectsc os 106. 12) 106. 12 219. o tei le ook, SO bask cc dublin daabenasetiendsdccGelvactodbadtbs ides nanena<et 
valued at mame, than 50 | 
cents per pound......... 71.30) 71 29, 737. 95) STING sincnccses ssh heeedlldeeteeimp lil asians nnd aadad inte Missy epediasnices 
— ~~ 3 yards in | 
ength— | | 
Valued not more ean 40 | 
cents per pound. ...... 165. 42/165. 42 40. 60) OU ceciccciens Rats dubecsadede eked xdcnakcnaie fa sds amaky ucts Svedbcabanaipicty iki awcandh 
Valued more than 40 and j } | } 
not more than 70 cents | | 
pf  * eee 120. 98/120. 98 3, 668. 00 Re edi annenbedibesdescdblabitnesseddiaténthsccudy dnebtacal ee eee Ol alba deed 
Vv alued more than 7 | 
cents per pound....... 104. 55)104. 55 8,217. 60 Sp aeus ber obicat nui ddhihedaantamiedsehakenads D dutidsindédicahenduacueeecen<e a ee 
Flannels for underwear— j } | | | 
Valued not more than 40 | | | 
ts per pound......... 143. 67|143. 67 24. 00 Bet sk dsccckedudecsdocs Dib gbpubieeceiawenigepaee alc hh eatbinicdeetindlibcnyaeties 
Vv anaes more than 40 and 
= more than 50 cents | 
WOU. ca owccesscccee 101. 26;101. 128. 00) Pe pateccddtdtedte<cul eS 2 epee red De cites ecco enatbine enti barmaid ° 
valued mo more than 50 and i | 
= more than 70 cents | 
ik dadintannede ne 105. 49) 105. 111. 00 > a Riatunte cali Cede endcautadéndehenca tails $48 Adebeitenansebits Site caades 
Vv a above 70 cents per | 29) | 
pound. .................- 86. 39} 86. GOR «6 FEF. Bohn ccc once. Dp cbdsce Nene iniatialinnedechtantelaSiiqdlediicledtvstihtds <tsiceadincoacicias 
Weighing over ounces | | } } | 
per square y yoke 
Valued more than 50 
and not more than 70 | 
cents per pound. ...... 125. 80)125. 80 4,366.00, 5, BD. 64)... oeenlenncecacefecnccerecenefoccereccncesleceeserccecelececese|seceeeeeees Das Seca 
Valued more than 70 
cents per pound  eaadnd 106. 57/106. 57 49, 890. 00; 53, 168. 50! inns teen nkn seks chinncehsvkes GahetedeGttdie aateeedikhanmeeedlcesdsacescus 
Dress goods, women’s and chil- | 
dren’s, coat linings, Italian | | | | | 
cloths, and goods of similar de- | 
} scription: | 
380 The warp consisting wholly of 
cotton or other vegetable ma- | f 
terials, with the remainder | ; 
of the fabric composed | 
wholly or in part of wool— | 
Valued not exceeding 15 cents | | 
| per square i | 
Notabove 70 cents perpound. 105. 92/105. 92) 1, 392,913.60, 1,475,421.77|............|....----- S  cniiabialiindih <ikeliib initeibatenanstiberaietenidiessches 
(L) Above 70 cents per d../106. 37|106. 37} 138,489.00 147,314.18)............ See dadantle aamiabe tua a adden ces ie ilk sit eet cae lel. on cea cas 
Valued RR 15 cents per | | | 
square 
Netaheve Secenteperpound. 96. 87| 96.87} 33,131.50, 32, 002.63'............ TT a ak eae eeaieanealie ods maciihle suns adlcinsneuseatacethicauds 
(L) Above 70 cents per | 
pound bsieencocapucgcccece 94. 13) 94. 13) 1,373, 974. 15/1, 293, = Bit avh dccdnncstesoncecchindedspeliccedwtcaecacecs Nahi ii iad aaabtadaansedibawdin kwadee 
Weighing over 4 ounces per 
square yard— ' 
a Sapiaet | | | 
more cents per 
ee I .édcdncccadlavoteucssois Ss aiishinbiicedasinipadenaiin DA cinema hnedesenns as $255.00! 5.00 $294. 59 $279. 86 
(L) Mpg more than 70 
> cents per pound. .......... PT Gis cccpacecossh ene ree ip eeentthnde écdtapiepueeteechasslededdceeese 11,358.40) 5.00 10,519.31 9, 993. 34 
381 | Composed vaelky or in part of | | 
Vv aed spat above 70 cents per | 
SiledaRaw~ ckgnmhs inweness /104. 19) 104. 19) 6,556.50) 6,881.19)... seen nl eeceeeeeeleeeeeneeeeeleneeeeeeeseeleaeeeeeeres 
(2) Valued above 70 cents per | | 
ote ceeecceeecccccccccs| 108. 52/108. 52 4, 109, 310. 49 4, 253, 859. 7 i din Adiadaethkbeesedhha tounanses enlecadeseecseslccccecclesccccscccslsccceccecce 
WwW “Soe over 4 ounces | 
, Square y | 
Valued not more than 40 | | 
cents per pound. .......... 70. 50} 70. 50) 2.00 PEE adanwoenas ccpadeededendettetialegdhscaccdcelepceeseeebetiaqesovelsccsceccecclecesecesese 
(L) Valued more than 40 | | 
i not mere than 70 . 
cents per pound..........; eo 162, mae I cba dbcndecslucanescce lewcccccccccelecccccncccec|eceeeeeesces sceceee seccereeces consecceses 
(L) Valued more’ than 70 | 
cents per pound........... '100. 59,100. 59, 2,297, $21. o0'2, 311, Mooi sscscces. TE asks distasashsapaneatescn 
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| 
| 


ssification of present law (Actof | 
1897). 


| Italies indicate HI. R. 1438, as re- | 


ported by Committee on Finance | 
to the United States Senate. 


2 | Felts, not woven 





| Wearing apparel 


-Clothing,ready- 
made, and articles of wearing 
apparel, made up or manufac- 
tured, wholly or in part, not 
specially provided for 

‘oaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, 
ulsters, or other outside gar- 
ments for ladies’ and chil- 
dren’s apparel, and articles of 
similar description, or used for 
oo) eer 

Hats of wool 

KR rltted GUUS 6 <cceseysvevesuve 

Shawls, knitted or woven 

Onaraieting, preeeenete sae 


made up or 
wholly or in part. 


383 | (L) Webbings, gorings, suspend- 





ers, braces, bandings, beltings, 
bindings, braids, galloons, edg- 
ings, insertings, flouncings, 
fringes, gimps, cords, cords and 
tassels, laces, and other trim- 
mings and articles made wholly 
or in part. of lace, embroideries 
and articles embroidered by 
hand or machinery, head nets, 
netting, buttens or barrel but- 
tons, or buttons of other forms 
for tassels or ornaments, and 
manufactures of wool ornament- 
ed with beads or spangles of 
whatever material composed, 
made of woolLor of which wool is 
a component material, whether 
composed in part of india rubber 
GHEE WEDS dinky Kdevensasccsecs 
Carpets and carpeting: 
<b) Aubusson, Axminster, mo- 
quette, and chenille carpets. . . 
(L) Saxony, Wilton, and Tour- 
nay velvet carpets 
(L) Brussels carpets............ 
(L) Velvet and tapestry velvet 
carpets, printed on the warp.or 
otherwise 
Tapestry Brussels, printed on 
the warp or otherwise......... 
Treble ingrain, three-ply, and 
all-chain Venetian carpets. .... 
Wool, Dutch, and two-ply in- 


(L) Carpets woven whole for 
rooms, and oriental, Berlin, Au- 
busson, Axminster, and other 
similar rugs 

Druggets and bockings, printed, 
colored, or otherwise 

Felt carpeting 

(L) Carpets of wool, orin part of, 
n.s.p.f 

Carpets of cotton 

Carpets of flax 

Mats ,rugsforfloors screens ,cov- 
ers, hassocks, bedsides, art 
squares, and other portions of | 
earpetsand carpeting,n.s.p.f. 


Total, Schedule K 


| oo.7 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 
ei rere 


Ww ool, ond manufactures of wool—Continued. 


Equivalent 
lad valorems. 


Value of 
imports, 
1907. 


Duty unchanged. 


Revenue 
under 
present law. 


of 
inerease. 


imports, 
1907. 





$111, 405. 


80. 32} 80. 32 
86. 61) 86. 61 

92.17 
92.70) 92. 70) 


1,016, 250. 38} 


80. 83 

66. 34 

75. 81 

58. 7 58. 86 
- 73 

66.72) 66.72 


4,172, 734. 
7,321. 


. 00) 
- 00) 
26. 00) 
00 
5. 50 


\114. 66/114. 6 
| 50. 00). 50. 


><a 


| 58. 19| 58. 19162, 819, 779. 11 96,550,208.68)............ |= aad 


3. 00 


73} $106, 935. 26 


j 
| 





10, 122. 59) 


} 
SE, FER GT... econ cccccchssccceces 
} 


8, 645. if pecccccaceceitosaceses 


992. 65) 


79 2, 503, 869. 47 


00} 5,188.84 
2. 50 
25, 845. 00) 
15. 98} 
6, 398. 50) 
3. 25} 


3. 44 
62. 00, 





Value of [Percent | 


Duty increased. 


Revenue under— | | 


Value of 
imports, 


pees Scone olan 
kits feosereeeeee- $11, 635.20 


| crease. 


AvGust 5, 


Duty decreased 


Per Revenue under— 


| cent 


of | 
de- Present 


Conference 
law. 


bill. 


ac $10, 845. 08 $10, 303 
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Silks, and silk goods. 














het naiies tattoo 3, 3. Mit, 60 v0 





Pres - Value of 
ie to the United States Senate. ent fer he 
| bill. 





—_—_— 


| ft? Ee Sem a 
k man rom 
m1 oonons, of from waste silk, and 
not further advanced or manu- 
factured than carded or combed | P. ct. | P. ct. 


silk 
997 | | Spun silk in skeins, cops, Warps, or 
Vv ald not exceeding $1 per 


eee Re eee ee eee eee ee 
Stee wees eee enee 


Tete w sew e wns weet Obs OOM Ue eee cower ene seer eee ees eee eeeseeees 


es 


singles by prowping or ‘couher 
two or more sing a Spun 

85 cents per pow eo si, 
or schappe silk ya 

exceeding $1 per rend, te 


’ in ’ , 
Vin singles end not advanced be. 
yond the ion of singles 


Oeelewe or twisting two or more 
yarns together, on all num- 
tot — yo and including No. 205, 
45 cents per pound, and in addi- 

tion thereto 0.10 of a cent per 
number per pound; = all num- 

bers exceeding No. 205, 45 cents 
pan and in addition there- 


pound; 

condition of singles by growping 

or twisting two or more single 

yarns together, on all numbers 

up to and including No. 205, 50 
cents pe poems. and in addition 

thereto 0.10 of a cent per number 
| per pound; =e all numbers ex- 
| ceeding No. , 50 cents per 


B15 a cent per number per 
ous f Spun silk or te 
filk yarn, valued at exceeding $1 
Bi pound, in the gray, on 
, spools, or Seolteund in - 


eneuion of singles by Seapine 
or twisting two or more single 
yarns together, on all numbers 
2 to Per including No. 205, 55 
|, and in addition 

at 0.10 of a cent per number 

oon pound; onall numbers exceed- 
ing No. 205, 55 cents per pound, 
and in addition thereto 0.15 of a 
cent per number per pound; if ad- 
vancedbeyond theconditionofsin- 
gles by grouping or twisting twoor 
more single yarns together, on all 
numbers up to and including No. 
205, 60 cents Toure’ and in 
addition 0.10 of a cent per 


Hi 
RES 
¥ 
2 
: 


.15 of a cent number 
pound. Spun rik or cohenpe 
silk yarn, ralued at exceeding 81 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


rts, oO 
107. increase.| Present 
| law. 


|) F/M 







bn Seccescssadeibcesoucences $337, 579. 00 





Duty increased. Duty decreased. 


Revenue under— 








| 
Per Revenue under— 
Value of | cent —_— 
iagerts, of ae 
1907. de- Present Conference 
crease.| law. | bill. 
| 






Per cent 





Conference 
bill. 





TROT E Ree eee EOE He ee eee RE Eee ee ee E OREO ee eee ewe ee weet eee eweeeeee 


15. 42} $140, 798. 
33.90| 411, 239.7 






ewww ewer we nla www ew nle we sewn eee tleeesewesece 


on staple npesibuhdlieieindhctaill $2,071,862 6. 36,$774, 433. 20,8725, 151. 70 
ities A Nl 272, 505. 3.56, 98, 893. 28) 95,376. 75 
Secs ie alh Nicie ats alee on 761. 4.17 277. 266. 35 


SOOO e le eee eee Ree ele eee EERE Ee eee ee eee ee eee EH eee eee eeeee 








eee 


PS EO TGD SM POLAT SAIN, 
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Silks, and silk goods—Continued. 


—_—— 


‘ 
, 


Duty unchanged. 
Para Classification of 
graph 1 
0 
Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 
of ported by Committee on Finance |Pres- Value of | Revenue | Valueof | Percen 
1909. © the United States Senate. ent ee. under om 
1907. present law. 1907. 


present law (Act of 
897). 


397 | Spun silk in skeins, cops, warps, or 
on beams—Continued. 
tion thereto 0.10 of a cent per 
number per pownd; on all num- 
bers exceeding No. 205, 55 cents 
per pound, and in addition there- 
to 0.15 of a cent per number per 
pound; if advanced beyond the 
condition of singles by groupi 
or twisting two or more sing 
yarns together, on all numbers 
up to and including No. 205, 60 
cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 0.10 of a cent per number 
per pound; on all numbers ex- 
a No. 205, 60 cents per 
pound, and in addition thereto 
0.16 of a cent per number per 
Sire ital cay 
silk yarn, valued a 
per pound, colored, bleached, or 
dyed, on bobbins, cops, spools, 
or beams, if in si and not 
advanced beyond the condition 
of singles by grouping or twist- 
ing two or more single yarns to- 
ether, on all numbers up to and 
ncluding No. 205, 65 cents per 
— and in addition —- 
10 of @ cent per number 
aa on all numbers cnnoding 
No. 205, 65 cents per pownd, a 
in ya pny oe ‘en. 
per number per pound; i - 
vanced beyond the condition of 
singles by grouping or twisting 
two or more single yarns together, 
on allnumbers up toand > 
ing No. 205,70 cents per pound, 
and in addition thereto 0.10 of a 
cent per number per pound; on 
all numbers exceeding No. 205, 
70 cents per pound, and in addi- 
tion thereto 0.15 of a cent per 
ounee 26 pound. In assess- 
ing the uty on ali spun silk or 
scha silk yarn, the number 
shall be that indicating the size of 
the yarn according to the metric 
or French system, and shall, in 
all cases, refer to the size of the 
spun single, of which said yarn 
may be composed: Provided, 
That in no case shall the duty 
be assessed on a less number of 
= = is marked an the 
skeins, ns, Cops, & , or 
beams. Butin nocase shallan 
of the = y= oa 
paragraph pay less rate of duty 
than 865 per cent ad valorem. 

398 | Thrown silk, not more advanced 
than — tram, or organzine, 
twist an 

Sewing silk and silk threads or 

arns of every description 

Thrown silk in the gum, if singles, 
50 cents per pound; if tram, 76 
cents per pound; if organzine, $1 
per pound; if ungummed, wholly 
or in part, or if further advanced 
in manufacture in any way, in 
addition thereto , 50cents per pound. 

Sewing silk, twist, floss, and silk 
threads or yarns of any descrip- 
tion made from raw silk, not spe- 
cially provided for in this act, if in 
the gum, $1 per pound; if un- 
gummed, wholly or in part, or if 
Jurther 2 . manufacture 
in any way, $1. nd: 
Provided, That in ab con aa 
the duty be assessed on a less num- 
ber of yards than is marked on the 
skeins, bobbins, cops, spools, or 
beams. 

899 | Velvets, plushes, and other pile 

fabrics: 


' 
$5, 688. 45 


Plushes on which ordinary duty 
does not amount to 50 percent... $11,481.00} 0.90) $5,740. 50 
Velvets, velvet or plush ribbons, 
and chenilles y occcccececes 
Velvets, velvet or plush ribbons, 
and chenilles on which ordi- 
nary duty does not amount to 
50 per cent 940, 575. 8. 55 
Other pile fabries............ ecce 





1909. 





| 


Para-| Classification ae law (Actof 


hb 


ot | Italics indicate H.R. 1 


of 
1909. 


lvets, plushes, and other pile 
399 | Velve tae 


ee J of the Mle shall be 
8 

Oe ee Such goods, in the 

above cvassification, shall be con- 

sidered as ‘‘plushes’”’ in which 

the is one- 

more. 


nd. yh, ieee Bs pe 
8 
do chevevatanfor each one-querter 
ve ‘or each o 
ee inch or fraction thereof less 
in three-quarters of an inch in 
width, 40 cents per pound: Pro- 
vided, That manufactures wholly 
or in chief value velvets, 
plushes, velyet or E ribbons, 
on pay? oe less the rate of 
in imposed u suc. 
fabrics, and in addition one-fifth 
such duties 


Fabrics, woven in the piece: 
en § cunce 
cealiemaned SE iO duhnsdéckedsibenscndinsedieedonceisndiienntccddsissbeccosccgaioceceqsocess 


Weighing not more 
square oe 
Other, on wh oi 
does not amount to per 


Cio danpasévntesacoscececes ee ree see 


Wei more than § ounce and 
ate 


In the 
or 


ne eee nee ote eee we wewe 


Dyed or printed in the piece. .. 
Other, on which specific duty 
is less than 50 per cont....... 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Equivalent 


as re- 
Committee 71. Pres- 
ported Oy kod States Senate. 





$6, 827. 98 u $3, 413. 


Revenue under— 





Conference 
bill. 


Per 
Tee cent of 


1 


Duty decreased. 


Revenue under— 





de- 
Present |Conference 
crease.) “law. bill. 





459, 925. 00 





$226, 82 $107.72 


11, 11) 311, 852. 19) 277,201. 92 
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se an 


Ur 


ae ee 
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9056 


Equivalent 


ad val 
Para- See —— 


graph 


Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 
of ported by Committee on Finance | Pres- 
1909.| to the United States Senate. = nl 


399 | Fabrics, woven in the piece—Con. 
Weighing not less than 14 ounces 
and not more than 8 ounces 
per square yard— 
In the gum— 
Containing not more than 20 | P. ct. 
per cent in weight of silk. ..| 78. 57) 
Containing more than 20 per 
cent and not more than 30 
per cent in weight of silk. ..| 56. 44) 
Containing more than 30 per 
cent and not more than 45 
per cent in weight of silk. . .| 67. 03) 
Containing more than 45 j 
cent in weight of silk 
Dyed in the piece— 
Containing not more than 20 
per cent in weight of silk. . | 
Containing more than 20 per | 
cent and not more than 30 | 
per cent in weight of silk. . -| 52. 89 
Containing more than 30 per 
cent and not more than 45 
per cent in weight of silk. ..| 51. 86 
Boiled off or printed, con- 
taining more than 45 
cent in weight of silk 
Dyed in the thread or yarn— 
lack, except selvedges— 
Containing not more than 
30 per cent in weight of 





Containing more than 30 
per cent and not more 
than 45 percent in weight 
of silk 

Containing more than 45 

per cent in weight of 
silk— 

Ww nal we to exceed origi- 

weight of the raw 


WwW eight not increased be- 
yond original weight of 
the raw silk 

Other— 
Containing not more than 

30 per cent in —— 

S.. 
Containing more than 30 
per cent and not more 
than 45 r cent in 
weight of silk ‘ 
Containing more than 45 
per cent in weight of 
silk— 

Weighted to exceed origi- 

nal weight of the raw 
Ibs. . 

Ww eight not increased = 
yond original wei 
of the raw silk . 53| 56. 53 

Other on which specific duty 
oe not amount to md “Y | 
nt -| 50. 00) @ 45. 00 
Weighing over 8 ounces pe 
square yard -| 50. 00) @ 45. 00 
Jacquard figured silk goods in the 
piece, dyed in the yarn, and con- 
taining 2 or more colors in the 
filling Ibs. . 
Woven fabrics in the piece, com- 
posed wholly or of chief value of 
silk, not specially provided for in 
this act, if weighing not more than 
en of an en square 
yar per pou! weighi 
more than one-third of an sunen 
but not more than iwo-thirds of an 
ounce per square yard; pare, 
$Sper pound; if ungummed wholly 
or in part, $3.25 per pound: if fur- 
ther advanced by any process Y 
manufacture or otherwise, or 
dyed or printed in the piece, $3.50 
ja = weighing more than 
o-thirds an ounce, but not 
more than one a r square 
yard; if in the per pound; 
¥ at analy or in part $$ 
pound; if further advanced by 
cng proces manufacture or other- 
wise, or if dyed or printed in the 





50. 00) ¢ 45. 00 


Duty unchanged. 


under 
present law. 





« Estimated. 
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Silks, and silk goods—Continued. 


Revenue under— 


28, 714.83 


18, 076. 20)... ..eceeseleeee coclecce PEEESSBleccccscccce 


12, 744 86)... ..cseeeee 


sos 154.42)3,349, 968.98 
143. 50 
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Silks, and silk goods—Continued. i. 

f, 

law (Act of Duty decreased. 5: 
Para- Classification of present law (Act o A. 
gra h 1497). j . » rf 
0 Revenue under— Reve der— S% 
t | indicate H. R. 1438, as re- a | aa ; ; 
Ae | “ported by Committee on Finance Vatueot | cent | if 
the Senate. mports, of | + 
1900.| to Present | Conference 1907. de- | Present loentheanenn es 
law. bill. jerease.| law. bill. '§ 

























iece, 
vere than Todos not more 


than 14 ownces per square ;¥ 

in the gum, $2.50 per ; if un- 4 
gummed, wholly or , 82.85 E 
per pound; if further nced by ra 


any process manufacture or 
otherwise, or en or printed “ 
the zie. 10 per pound; 

weighing more than 14 ounces, but 
not more than 2} ounces, and if 
contai not more 20 per 
cent in w of silk, ifin the gum, 
70 cents per pownd; if ungummed, 
wholly or in part, or if further ad- 
vanced by process of manu- 


PP ok A AE ae rte” Mm Pm =! 
we 


Fe 


res seg SS ER 
si 


eer ere eer 7a 


rinted in the , $1.10 
v ound: if more than 
b per cent in weight of silk but 


-_ an oe 40 by if in 
egum : if ungum- 
med wholl pd ref ote or if Yunther 
advanced by any process of manu- 
facture or otherwise, or if dyed or 
— in the. piece, $1 


ee atin Soop AE EN 


ve or V farther advanced bp 
pate 7 ufacture or 





part, or if further advanced by any 
vue, o Vaaeler Geel to Gs ; 
wise, or in 
piece, $1.10 per pownd, if contain- 
ing more than 40 per cent in weight 
» not more 50 per ; 
cent, if in the gum, 81.10 per pound; : 
nqum ’ or in part, or 4 
f further a any process ; 


3E53 
os + 
seas 
§3i 33 
i 
a5 Rwy 
g3i3h 
Ss 
EE 
3 see 
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Silks, and silk goods—Continued. 





Equivalent | 
odtalscuma| Duty unchanged. | Duty increased. — Duty decreased. 


Para-| Classification of present law (Act of 
—- 1897). 
0 


| | 

Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- | Con-| 
of ported by Committee on Finance | Pres- | 
} 


1 — 


Revenue under— Per Revenue under— 


Value of Revenue | Valueof | Percent! __| Malueof | cent 
1909. to the United States Senate. | ent | imports, | under imports, of | — of BR og 
1907. 


law. | Pil. 1907. jpresentlaw.| 1907. |imerease.|) ‘Present | Coriference de- | Present (Conference 
| | | | law. | dill. crease.| law. bill, 


EE Se 


| fer- 


| 
399 | Woven fabrics, etc.—Cont’d. 
45 per cent in weight of silk, $1.75 | 
per pound; if containing more than 
45 per cent'in weight of silk, $3 
er pound; if weight is increased 
m dyeing beyond the original 
weight of raw silk; if weighing 
more than one-third of an ounce, 
but not more than 1 ownce, per 
square yard, if black (except sel- 
vedges), $2.25 per pound; if other 
than black, $3 per pownd; if weigh- 
ing more than 1 ownce, but not more 
than 14 ounces per:square yard, 
if black (except selvedges), $2 per 
pound; if other than black, $2.75 
per pound; if weighing more than 
14 ounces but not more than 1: 
ounces per square yard, if blac 
except selvedges) , $1.80 per pound; 
other than black, $8,50 per pound; 
weighing ‘more than 1% ounces 
ut not more than'2 ounces per 
square yard, if black (except sel- 
ong $1.65 per pound; if other 
than lack, $2.25 per pound; if 
weighing more than 2 ownces but 
not more than 8 ownces per square 
yard, and if containing not more 
than 30 per cent in weight of silk, if 
black (except selvedges), 75 cents 
per pound; if other than black, 90 
cents per pound; if containing more 
than 30 per:cent in: weight of silk 
but more than 40 per cent, if black 
(except selvediges), $1.10 per pound; 
if other than black, $1. per 
pound; if containing more than 45 
per cent in weight of silk, or if 
composed wholly of silk, and if hav- 
ing not more than 440 single 
threads to the inch im the warp, if 
black (except selvedges), $1.50 per 
pound; if other than black, $2 per 
nd; if having more than 440 sin- 
le threads to the inch in the warp, 
t = se we = if black (ex- 
cept selredges), $1.65 per pound; i 
other than black, $2.25 per mnt | 
if having more than 600 single 
threads to the inch in the warp, 
but not more than 760, if black (ex- 
cept selvedges), $1.80 per pound; i 
other than black, $2.50 per pound; 
if having more than 760 single 
threads to the inch in the warp, but 
not — Fm _ ¥f blac {= 
cept selvedges), 82 per pound; 
other than hack, $2.75 per pound; 
if having more than 920 single 
threads to the inch in the warp, 
black (except selvedges), $2.25 per 
pound; if other than black, $3 per 
nd; if printed in the warp and 
V weighing not morethan 1} ownces 
er square yard, $3.60 per pound; 
¥ we hing ‘more than 14 ownces, 
mot more than 2 ounces per 
ware yard, $3.25 per pound; 
i weighing more than 2 ounces p/ 
square yard;$2.76 per pound. But 
in no case shall any goods made 
on Jacquard looms or any goods 
containing ‘more than one color 
in the filling, including such as 
have india r as a@ component 
matcrial, or any of the goods enu- 
merated in this paragraph, pay a 
less rate of duty than 650 per cent 
ad valorem. 

490 | Handkerchiefs or mufflers com- 
posed bay ay or in part of silk, 
whether in the piece or other- 
wise, finished or unfinished: 

Not hemmed or hemmed only— 
a more than 4 ounce 
and less than 14 ounces 
per ee P.ct.| P. et. 
Boiled 0: 
“ or printed in the 


piece 
Weighing not less than 
ounces and not more than 
8 ounces per square 


yi _— 

Dyed in the pieco, boiled off, 
or printed, containing 
more than 45 per cent in 


weight of silk . 44! 50, 00! risnslecaneninsesdierceessnsittbinctionuastikstinaiaad “a ae (1,50 


cocbes|seccbocensninl ‘enyenn.e9) 15.25) $5,027.60 $4, 260. 00 
\weceesccecee| 14j/282.00 SBR) 2;160467) 2,14” 
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Silks, and silk goods—Continued. 











| Zemin aaa . . Duty decreased. 
Pars-| Classification of on law (Actof 











graph) | | 
Per Revenue under— 
” | ae pee Se eS, Pres-| COD) value ot | Revenue | Value of | Percent | Valueof | cent |_ 
1909.| tothe United States Senate. ent under im ; of Silien imports, | of | _ 
mi law. bill 1907. nerease. t | Conference 1907. de- Present Conference 
law. bill. | crease.| law. bill. 








| se wholly orin part of ‘sili, 
etc.—Continued. 
Not hemmed or hemmed only— 
Continued. 


Waghing not less than 13 

ounces and not more than 

8 ounces persquare yard— 
tinued , 


ee 


more than 45 per cent in | P. ct.| P. ct. 
weight of silk eee reece eee 56. 50. (eee ee ee eeeee tle eeeeeeeeerlione ee ee 


50. 00) 50. 00 $27, 961. 581 $13, 980. 81 








| 





dered in any man- 
oer, whether with an ini- 
tial letter, 


monogram, or 
otherwise, by hand or ma- 
, or tamboured, 
appliquéed = —_ or 
with Inge, ot with tue 
Sea" 


W ing sore than 3 ounce 
m 
clgbin d less than 14 ounces 
phied ot 


i 
GB. 0} 0.0} oasssseseses|oceersnnnnnslsscnnnnnnnesfsssnees: |e pany Seceiiaaagind 20,304.00} 5.50) 12,802.50) 12, 182. 40 
53. 55| 60. 00)....... eccceclecccccccccce| 92,075.00; 1298 $1,111.15) $1,245.00 


other on which 
= is less than 50 per 


| } 
| a | 
We en ak tens Gan ih *leeeeesleeeces ee Seeseeeeeeesleceseeeeeee | eececeee eeceerereeee a See eeeseerlccovessceessisaceessiseseseseses leccecccsoce 


SOCCER EOE EH Rate eee eee eee EH See eee eee 


== and not more than 

ounces uare yard— 

Dyedin the pl = boiled off, 
or prin contai 
more than 


} 
EE vcindattecnondiadsthnctened i eeekiinat P th eddll amatiiiennael | il 4,133.00) 23.28} 3,232.79} 2, 479. 80 


00... .-2-eee ccrleccccceccceslcccccccceses 


60. 
60. rf 430. eee ees Goa iebcvunanitl reibibiieded iccntaeguetl BD iSecs ome 
60.00 346,802. : | 








402 | Laces, ena tide tapds woe or 
in part of lace, insert- 


8 
3 
% 
is 
\ henlhingliinadeneiien 
8 


ings, galloons, ons or other 


neings, ornaments, nets or 
veilings, neck ruf- 


flin, nges 

trimmings, embroideries, and 
articles embroidered by hand or 
machinery, or tamboured or ap- 


| |ncteeteeeeeeleccenecienes 
| 
sie 
| | 
| 
pope | 
Ree Meda thine cscasisine o« . 1) ie I | a as Reema tae ae 
ae eee tet eae 60. 00} 60.00) 7, 049, 851. 51/4, 229, 910. 92 | | 
not exceeding 12 inches in width, | | | 
and if with fast edges.............. 50. EEE GU Gilera ccccacccctipecedacacheceecocesedabtsdcccccoccclecccssss acédigheouedhe  eetenetbtaieemednas 
Beltings, , not exceeding 12 
inches to fi and with fast | | 
cords and tassels. ‘ z ; 
8 ers, tubings, an {J | 


50,00] 178,005.96, 80, 302.69)............Jescceeserlesceesssneeeleceeee ee eee Bch eencenn 
| | | 
0, 00| 1, 841,322.90} 920,661.47].........00-/e.0e- i | sto .... 


‘Kutt a wholly or 
aes , Seamstress, 
or man ce adssecccsoce 60.00; 60.00) 1, 472, 142. 883, 285. 73]... ....06 ous tl aeececceseus 
60. 
60. 
| 52.00 0 
F 


5 
i 
F 
F 
g 


SPOTS RRO e eee EERE Set cee eeeee 


5, 488. 3, 293. 1 


00) 1,274, 673. 49) 637,336.79). ......eeeeeleeceeeees cceeeeseeeee 
29, 992. 14, 996. 00), ...-nessenelececeees 


3, 457, 677. 11/2, 074, 606.26) ..... rnd ne 


SOE E EEO e ee Cee EEE EO Ree eee eO OOO R eee cee eee HEHE TET ETT TERR REET e 


a 
SSCS SC SSeS Se Cee ee ee ee eee 908, 099. 00 23. 33: 272, 429. 70: 335, 996. 63 eeeeee ee 
¢ Estimated. 
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js Duty unchanged. Duty increased. 
Para- | Classification of present law (Act of ne veneneEna, v 


graph 1397). 
0 


Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 
of ported by Committee on Finance | Pres- 
1909.| to the United States Senate. = 
w 


Con- 
fer- 
ence 1 of — , 
bill. . x ; de- 7 Conferences 
. . bill 


P.ct.| P.ct. i 


Horsehair, artificial . 7 Gh ccccccccodecleses eedecces . / 
405 | Yarns, threads, filaments, or imita- — a 


tion silk or imitation-horsehair, by 

whatever name known, and by 
| 
' 


HCOOH element lew ew ewes 


whatever process made, if in the 
form of singles, 45 cents per pound; 
if in the form of tram, 50 cents per 


{ pound; if in the form of or anzine, 
60cents per pound: Provided, That 
in no case shall any yarns or 
threads of artificial silk or imita- 

tion horsehair, or any yarns or 


threads made from waste of such 
materials, pay a less rate of duty 
than 30 per cent ad valorem; braids, 
laces, embroideries, galloons, neck 
rufflings, ruchings, fringes, trim- 
mings, beltings, cords, tassels, rib- 
bons, or other articles or fabrics 
composed wholly or in chief value 
of yarns, threads, filaments, or 

bers of imitation silk or imitation 

orsehair, by whatever name 
known, and . whatever process 
made, 45 cents per pound, and in 
addition thereto 60 per cent ad valo- 
lorem. 


Total, Schedule L i 08 9 15. 73 4, 478,323. 625, , 182, 676. 53,12,401, 00.00) 9. 51 6,008,2 276.84 5, 496,007.33 


sda 


a Estimated. 


ScHEDULE M. 
Pulp, papers, and books. 


| 

Equivalent 

ete Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 
ee (Actof 


Italics indicate H. R. 1488, as re- Con- Revenue under— Per Revenue under— 
ported by Committeeon Finance | PTeS-| fo, | Valueof | Revenue | Valueof | Percent) ..o04..4..._| Valueof | cent 
the United States Senate. en imports, under imports, of anges, . F 
law. F 1907. present law. 1907. increase.| Present | Conference 1907. Conference 
bill. 


bill. 


Wood pulp: 2 26 70) on 
Mechanically ground 13. 14/4 Free. 4 70 oH, fr ” 

| i. 4d @ Free 

Chemical, unbleached 9.61 9. 61/$2,776, 748 esi{ ' i sieaancgméclcleniaabiin oils seiceiececniaipedlncuieinidick dctllitas dina a. ml: 


Chemical, bleached 10. 14) 2,073,408 00 
Sheathing paper . 10. 00 84, 722. 05 
Roofing felt 10. 00 8, 867. 00! 
Filter masse, or filter stock, com- 

posed wholly or in part of wood 

pulp, wood flour, cotton, or 

other vegetable fiber 33, 580. 00 
Printing, unsized, sized, or glued, 

suitable for books and news- 





pe 
valued no not above 2(4) cents per Nie. 82) 
Valued above 2(4) and not above | | 
24 cents per pound 18. 41 
Valued above 2) and not above | 
3 cents = pound 
Valued above 3 and not above 
4 cents Bs: pound 
Valued abeve 4 and not above 
5 cents per pound 
Valued above 5 cents per pound. 
Copying, stereotype, bibulous, tis- 
sue, pottery, and all similar 
papers, white, colored, or 
nted: 
Weighing not over6 pounds to the 
ream of 480 sheets, on the ‘basis 
of 20 by 30 inches in size 
Weighing over6 and not over 10 
pounds to the ream 
Books, letter copying 
Crepe and — paper 


Sur 
Printed, ar oalaierie partly cov- 
ered w th metal or its solutions, 
or with gelatin or flock 
Other, not specially provided for. 
Parchment 
Photographie— 
Plain basie foralbuminizing,sen- 
sitizing, or baryta Ss L . 726, 160. 
Albuminized or sensiti 
otherwise coated 30.00) 30.00, 453,869. 75 


« When from country not imposing any export duty. ° ¢ Estimated. 










Pulp, papers, and books—Continued. 









Equivalent 


ad valorems. Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 


para-, Classification of present law (Act of 
grapb 1497) 
Act Tales & indicate H. R. 1 as re- 


t inance 
|b the the Unt ol Gtates Senate. 


fer- | Valueof | Revenue | Value of vercent}_=emmnueunde 


Ure” \tmereace| Prison 


Value of | cent |_ = 
| imports, of | 
1907. \. —" Present (Cor 
law. 









1mm. | 


Conference 
bill. 


— 





L ue raphic prints from stone, 
a | \' ) yet aly or other ma- 


cortal bound or unbound, not 
trial Dou 
On cardboard or other material | P.ct.| P. ct. 
exceeding x8§ inch in thickness} 23.22) 23.22) $619,300.00) $143, 809. 39)............]...-..... | 





On paper or other material— 
Not exceeding yy, inch in 





I intccistnnt cnycised ee . Cisne ce cin tccctechsccesccccctnpeccepecetcdestsoctgeve 


Exceedin ee. ee Sl lh ll! Ue eee oe 
ror Fa inch in 


| 
EF thiokness, cutting size in 


osm 


400 square inches 
Exceeding 400 square inches.| 35. 
| (L) Lithographic cigar labels, flay 
and bands, lettered or blan 
printed from stone, zinc, alu- 
| minum, or other material: 
Printed in less than eight colors, 
a not including metal-leaf | | 
SONS cteapin Sates Seccscccvce OS Oe ee oe 216, 746. 80 25.00} 45,377. 36) OR Git. Tei cdcsecesace 
piinted tt in eight or more colors i | 
I = including metal-leal | 


a ia oS 35.42} 41.32)........cecec[ecereceee-e-| 51,180.00} 16.67} 18, 126. 23) 


leanne contend GG GE cdi cies HORE 5. 00) 29,826.24) 31,317.55 


| 
Rnawacthhkinie 1, 156. ” 66. 67 243. 30) £05. 75 | 
n’s use, containing il- 
luminated lithographic prints, 
| notexceeding in weight 24 ounces 
each, and = voriodicals and an 


magazines 
in whole or in Pert by litt Uthograph- 


' 
fe paeS eae and. .| 22.53) 19.72}............. phaccadnectohpcoduddnusedpessecinsisasesenscudsbpaccenesqnat 22,658.00) 12. 5, 105. 80 
413 | writing, tter, note dmade, 
drawing, ledger, bond, record, | | 
tablet, and Yes"than fo no 
| Weighing not not 0 nor 
— 
Notruled, bordered, — A 
e anes or decorated exwese BO. GF TRGB, ccccccccccsclecccccescess 13, 778. 00 50. 00) 3, 586. 68 OR Gain ndkdd sdddcle cocveckeccgecdedsston 
+, Related or decorated . . NIE ccoccstbiiincansthosia 426.50, 31.56 116, 48) 154. 40 
| (L) Weighing more than é 
| 
| 





cud 6,022.40} 5.01) 2,319. 121 


act eicscccakccos Di Pn: .coepanecsbelasedsetnanacinesebédmesadnatoeceon | | tek naeqoen | Dla cent edh | 167,910.00} 7.70| 54,641.58) 50,433.73 
Ruled, —- embossed, 
| 


414 ity — 
ordered, embossed, print- 
oe tinted, or decorated........ s 35. 00 ome Dp ccreneneceshisdennegs pcotaaunasts Cacunbadaond 


a e883 valued at 
| 10cents ated on 


screens or . cies Ue AN SEINE. 20s . ce clacenddndasbiasadimanensdieeeieedbaoes 
va Oe oe ad, nasconans Lnecneiabmads li RSE SF Ri clisccestinccsadinedel Raseastiata dwecescusseee 
Allo aie 
416 | Books, pamphiets, bound ‘or un- 
ae maps, charts, music in 








we eenwwceeeewcnnn)| Se VA OO. UU oy CEU VUE. OF) Oily DER. OE). ccc cee mee ele eee ee eee ee EE EE EEE EEE EEE HEH HHO EE EEE OHHH EO 


| | 
, an tographs....... 25.00) 25.00! 273,317. 33 } 
417 api ee, ph, a. and 
ums 
| Post-card and postage-stamp albu 
418 | (Ly Faney boxes madeofpeper, or 
of which p: is the compo- 






eee 
35. 00) 315, 308. 83 110, 358. 12! Daceeddpened | | 


Ree ee eee RRR Ree Re RRR EEE R EERE RE meee Renee ewer eee ee 


| ROOD <disididbdinsitlihe cabinet Ea aitia 45. 
419 | laying cards. ................ 138. 981138.98' 10,363.00, 14,402.35............-)......... Tana ER ec divewkienl 
420 | VaueeS of paper, or of which 
is the omepee seeeeea 


45.00, 133,103.86, 59, 896. 
| 
ofchief value, n. s. p. f 


| sos 868, 835. 24 ade | | | 


Total, Schedule M........... 20. 67 23. 43:13, 418, »050. 78 2,716, 315.37 4,523,810.78, 38. 62 1, 098, 198. 1611, 522, 387.33 2, 061,907.06 71.20, 321,386. 55 













- 


| 
See Reet eee tele e eee ewes ames eee e wee eee eeel eee eewae ee 
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Revenue under— Per | Revenue under— 


uference 
bill. 


«eeeeeee 


4, 467.58 


2, 202. 91 


98, 417. 38 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ScHEDULE N, 
Sundries. 


Equivalent 


ad valorems. Duty unchanged. 


Para-| Classification of poueet law (Actof 
oo 1897). 

0 

Act | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- Con- 


of ported by Committee on Finance | Pres- fer- Value of Revenue | Value of 
1909. to the United States Senate. ent | ence aaeeee, under ee, ee 
law. 1907. presentlaw. 1907. 1907. 


bill. loon ference 
bill. 


421 | (L) Beads and spangles of all 
kinds, including imitation 
pearl beads and bead orna- 
ments: 

Beads, not threaded or strung... 
Fabrics, nets, or netting, laces, 
embroideries, galloons, wear- 
ing apparel, ornaments, trim- 
mings, curtains, fringes, and 
other articles not specially pro- 
vided for, composed wholly or 
in part (chief value) of t or 
spangles made of glass or paste, 
etanenaiedeen ; 
utnotcom n ofwool.| 60.00) 60. 526, 065. 815, 639. 22}....ccceceselee Sudccbdbocsvocesocedessonseeted 

422 | Hats, bonnets, and hoods, and . . 
materials for: 

Materials for— 

Braids, plaits, laces, and wil- 
low sheets or squares, com- 
posed wholly or in chief 
value of straw, chip, grass, 
palm leaf, willow, osier, 
rattan, Cuba bark, or ma- 
nila hemp, suitable for 
making or ornamenting 
hats, bonnets, or hoods— 

Not bleached, ‘iyed, colored, 
or stained 

Bleached, dyed, colored, or 
stained 

Hats, bonnets, and hoods com- 

_ holly or in chief value 

of straw, chip, > 

leaf, willow, caer. —_ 

Cuba bark, or manila hemp, 

ena al wholly or partly 


eo"0 
ef 
gv 
es 


$162,248.37| $56, 786. 


00 
. 00 


P 
7. eam, < catia, or 
arts of, made wholly or partly 
rf iron or steel: 
Valued not more than 15 cents 
per hundred 
Valued more than 15 and not 
more than 50 cents hundred 
Vaud — than cents per 


un 
Button forms: Lastings, mohair, 
cloth, silk, or other manufactures 
of cloth, woven or made in pat- 
terns of such size, shape, or form, 
or cut in such manner as to be 
fit for buttons exclusively 
Buttons, or parts of buttons, and 
button molds or blanks, fin- 
unfinished 


g 
8 
. 


8 


83 


Collar and cuff buttons and 
studs, composed wholly of bone, 
-of gearl, or ivory 
Glass buttons 


Be Bs 


= 


Metal buttons, n. s. p. f.......... 
Nickel bar buttons 
L) Pearl or shell buttons 
hos buttons made of paper, 
board, papier-maché, pulp, or 
other material,n.s. p.f., 
value not exceeding 3 cents per 


E Re 3: 
Eeee BI BS 


__ 8858 88 


8 


shale 
Slack or culm of coal, such as will 
Lccccccesce 
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Sundries—Continued. 
yan | equivalent]  puty unchame | ane 
ae d. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 
Para-, Classification Sapete (Actof 
grap! 1 7). | | — = - , z io eee en 
0 Revenue under— | Per | Reven der— 
_ R. 1438, | | Per enue under 
” Leslee ey Commiuaco en Hamma Pres- — Value of Revenue Value of Percent Valueof | cent | oe 
" the United States Senate. tmports. under imports, ot | | imports, | of as 
1909.| tothe law. i 1907. * tlaw. bor increase. Present {Conference 1907. | de- Present (Conference 
aw bill. ¢ a law. bill. 
| 
— - ee ae 
P.ct.| P. ct. | | | 
428 | Patentfuel....--2-s000+-- —— 20. 00} 20. 00) S.C nwicctccn ee cctsnhnececccecsodipptinrcansies anmeneconnd owl Spe Sesenttiients 
Compositions used aw = in which 
coal or coal dust is component | 
material of chief value, whether in 
erties ord 6 o-oo coc allonibaandksehelosascksesenelnceccewtescslocecesss< apes ollinchapadly ore toiin ee as | ceinemalAContncaset 
429 Cork, manufactured: | | 
Bark, cut into squares or-cubes../ 13.05) 13. 05) 133. ITI! ac niullsiereidcayiiellh eihedneniele sep iddatiedie aqammanicn dahals vakeewecenuaiiiadthdals asdieeteesa 
Corks, } inch orless in diameter. .| 42.08) 42.08} 54,413.00) 22,897.75'............ Dace Se caachneacl Da ncechanboers aeanatiaiaetbenedidbiiie! Dita i athnieicinisipaelialinccadiiapacns 
Corks, over }inch in diameter...) 22.02) 22.02) 1, 489,448.00} 327,913. 51)............).-2.2.-0.|.----eeeeee i ssnnadirocdaadbeiiednsibadl a. tntiiaamitiececeiews 
Cork, artificial, or cork substitute, | 


manufactured from cork waste 
| or granulated cork ..............4......|...20s les shied ncsnkchinee ieee ie et 
| All other manufactures wholly or | 
| 


bark, or of artificial.cork or cork 


| in chief value Wiehe or of cork 
substitutes granulated or ground 


O60 B. Di Rinain de hineden<eed 25. wd 30. 00} 
30 | (L) Dice, dominoes, draughts, | 
chessmen, chess balls, and bil- 
liard, pool, and bagatelle balls, 
ofivory, bone, or other materials.| 50.00) 50. 00 
431 | (L) Toys: Dolls, doll heads, to 
| marbles of whatever materia 


| composed, and all other toys not 
——_ of rubber, china, por- 
celain, parian, bisque, eart 
or stone ware, and not specialty 
provided Be... ..cccwwocecesscces 35.00} 35. 00) 6,929, 837. 20/2, 425, 443. 01 
432 a | 
| Grains, and ground, pulverized, 
refined, or manufactured em- | 


See eeeewecce le eee ee ees le wees wees eee eee eee eee eee Hee ee eeenee sett ees | See eees sees lsawes ceeeee 


GEY . cocina pocewuhqeecswsncvoed 21.41) 21.41) ‘216,254.00; 46,304. 04)............}......... | ciiticbessesd 
Wheels and files, and manufac- 
tures of which emery or corun- 


| j 

dum is the component mate- | 
i 
| 





‘25.00 
433 | (L) Firecrackels................... 97.02) 9 
(1a) Feel anpdmmannescanece Es ccceccescena 
Bombs, rockets, and roman.candles..|...... eee 
434  Fulminates, fulminating powders, 
and all like articles not spe- |: 
clally provided for ............ 80. 00;900. 60) 275, 138.00 


435 | Gunpowder and all explosive sub- 
stances, used for ing, blast- 
ing, artillery, or sporting pur- 


_ poses: | 
Valued 20 cents or less perpound.| 21.47) 10. 74).............|.-.-.-...--- |nneeeeeeeeen|sneeseeeleeeeeneeenen le ai $291.00) 50.00 $62. 48 $31.24 
33 


50 
ee i hen, de Nhe ecinaas dem bhdebinseeertiedidndaithewedadtcdantiredéoa: | 212,303.00) 33. 16,545.18} 11,030.12 
436 Matches, friction or lucifer: | 
| 


} 
In boxes containing not more | | | | | | | i 
than 100 matches per box...... BE Be Elcwccccoascuna | Se wuwuiouawe «cunt | sGiiipatieaecasibentnaewion amd 197,816.00; 25.00| 63,077.76) 47,303.32 








Otherwise than In boxes contain- | | 
ing not more than 100 matches | | | 
10,183.00} 25. 


aac aren I nD cian diodioad I eal | 5.00; 1 
ay | TORR a ne cnc amecclecccecmmece. DP stins a ae tla aadle 15,982.00] 4.66) 14 
4 





,567.87| 1,175.90 
422.91) 13,750.65 


.28| 35,518.90} 30,444.77 


Cartridges and cartridge shells 





empty 
Mining and blastingfuse safety fuse. 
PURDUE titacdcccccccccccce | 30. \ DU) cane e www enna ee wee cee were ee ensnenlseweens oo en] sme ee cosecseioes weeel= sees sewews Jnreeecceece 
438 (L) Feathers and downs, not s 
cially — for, including | 
bird skins or parts of, with the 
feathers on: | 
| Crude or not dressed, colored, or | 
| manufactured— { 
Feathers for beds.............. 15.00 a a igs 108, 352. 50 33} 16, 252.88) 21, 670. 50)... conn | wenn we eon wecwe enlace 
| Ostrich feathers... 220222222222 15.00] 20.00!............. Daas Ba 3,601,291. 25 -33| 540,193.69) 720,258.25]. ...........|...-..- |eancwcecnneleccereresee 
AE attain ttn scccecessen PGE Sis cesccccceuns DL euséetnodes 813, 475.00) 33} 122,021.25] 162,695.00)............ | 
| 


$3 $3 3 


Dressed, colored, or manufac- | 
tured, including dressed and | 
finished birds suitable for 
millinery ornaments— 
Ostrich feathers 


DE ii ieitescccaces..c a Te a 1,705, 703. 00 


SO htts nan oc0e see SE gd sc covddcsbescoscencers 1,689.10 20.00 844.55} 1,013. 46|............ a bit A . 
(L) Feathers, artificial or orna- | | | 
| 


| } 


573.08 687.70} 5 
852,851. 54/1,023, 421.80)............ 


S 
8 
2 
3 
5 


20.00 
20.00 


mental, fruits, grains, leaves, 
ous, oe —, or parts of, | 
whatever ma composed. 
| n. s. p.f.... i 8 ine a ee Renee eai +«-~|3, 366, 903. 48 20..00)1, 683, 401. 75)2, 020, 082. 09 a ee — 
— i. te tereaths, and all 
icles n vy provided for, | 
composed wholly or ta chi. wae: 
of any of the feathers, wers, 
leaves, or other materials or articles 
her entioned 


ein m 


tee we ewer tee eee ee weweee! 60. 00 Fee Oe 8 6 Oe ee Fe EEE ES SESS CEE FESS OES ES Oe THRE ETE SE ES SERS EE EEE EH 


6 Estimated. 


LAS Diets. epee an est * 


St iiinbadskditoeedteceea ieee 
3 . 


ORT See er | 


at 2 oem emanates 


or Ne 
he Pe TG 2. 





le 
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att 


5064 


E en 
|Bauivalent Duty unchanged. 
Fa. Classification of mm law (Act of 


de- | Present (Conference 
crease. law. bill. 


—_—— 


Furs dressed on the skin, but not 
— up into articles: 


439 


14, 467.00) $102, 893. 
12; 125. 21/1, 262, 425. 04 
Manufactures of, not specially 
provided f 
oo x . 00/450. . 
All other . . - . 141, 923. 202, concncceesos 
Furs dressed on the skin, but not ad- , = 748. 38 
vanced further than dyeing and 
ay twenty per centum ad 
lorem; manufactures of fure, 
ee cheno | than hen pre 
yeing, and repairing, when 
pored| ‘or use as material, inciud- 
, linings, and crosses, 
thirt five per centum ad valorem ; 
articles of ae apparel of every 
description, or wholly man- 
ufactured, pT ten be: of or of which 
Jur is the component material y 
chief value, ace eae . 
fifty per centum ad valorem... ..-)......)..ceeeles ° 
Furs, not on the skin, prepared for 
hatters’ use, including ‘ur skins 


Fans: All except palm leaf......... 
Gun wads 


485 


Clean or but not further 
manufac factured 
Manufactures of, n. s. p. f........ 
Hair, manufactures of, n.e.8 
Hair, manufactures of: 
Curled hair, suitable for beds or 
mattresses 
Haircloth, known as crinoline...... 
Haircloth, known as hair seating 
and hair 
(L) Hats, nnets, or hoods, for 
men’s, women’s, boys’, or chil- 
dren’s wear, trimmed or un- 
trimmed, es bodies, 
hoods, plateaux, forms, or 
shapes, for hats or bonnets, 
composed wholly or in chief 
value of fur of the rabbit, 
beaver, or other animals: 
Valued not more than $5 per 
dozen 
Valued more than $5 and not 
more than $10 per dozen 77, 155. 41 
Valued more than $10 and not 
more than $20 per dozen s 69, 032. 24 
Valued more than $20 per dozen. 
Valued at not more than $4.50 
GOT GIOEE oc cc ccnestnnssenatocclecsescfocsssalsccccsccccccclecscscégeccclecs . 
Valued at more than $4.50 and 
not more than $9 per 
Valued at more than 89 and not 
Se FT a cine etdeties hescescleccecdccssccclssosccceuatunsaes Scseneuness anvtabasesedscous 
Valued at more than 818 per 


doze 
Fiber ware indurated, and other 
manufactures composed of 
wood or other pulp 
N.8. p.f. printed or unpr 
448 | (L) Jewelry, articles commonly 
known as, and parts thereof, fin- 
ished or unfinished, n. s. p. f., 
used to be worn upon the person 
or carried in the hand for ee 
of adornment or utility ein 
part of metal, including chain 
purses, and bags, of gold or silver 
wire or imitations thereof, port- 
monnaies, watch charms and 
guards, including precious stones 
and corals set, sset or strung, 
and cameos in fra:nes 60. 00) 1,087, 961.06) 652,776. 
449 | (L) Coral, manufactures of, not 


(L) herwioe specified id other precious 
stones advanced in condition 
or value from their natural 
state by cleaving, splitting. 
cutting, or other process, ont 
not set: 








seeee Seale ewan t ee eal ee ease ew eeee 


447 


era 
Act Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 
of ported by Committee on Finance | P: 
1909. to the United States Senate. 


12, 896.38; 15, 475. 


. 00} 23,933,360.00| 2,393 
Other precious stones. ........ ee 4,608,210. 57] 460, 
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Sundries—Continued. 


| 
|Equtvalent Duty unchanged. Duty increased. 





Duty decreased. 





Para- | Classification of _ law (Act __., Kaice ~eznet 
a ¥ | j } 
te H. on a Con- Per Revenue under— Per | Revenue under— 
ae eaten Per Genaiiice en Piseaee Pres-| fer- | Valueof | Revenue Valueof {| cent | .£™£___| Valueof | cent 
ot ported » United States Senate. ent | ence; imports, under imports, of imports, | of j 
1909. W- | pill. 1907. presentlaw. 4 in- Present | Conference 1907. de- | Present (Conference 
crease. law. bill. crease.. law. | bill. 








fn | ef fe 
i 


L) Imitations of, composed of 
all ar + 7 SS ees 
in di not en- 


—_—_——_—— 
—____., 


factur: elry, 
centum ad tare: ry ee pre- 
lous stones for use aes the — 


facture fetal ot scaled apathetic seueaniees pe re- 


pearls, rubies, or other 
at twenty per centum 


ad valorem 
450 | | ides of cattle, raw or uncured, 
whe’ dry, salted, or pickled: 


- et. 
i Eo ca Sunset icameanncandhtlsccccielltccine. 
10. 00, Tl ST ae 
| Buffalo hides........-.......... 


| 
i pasheienusee |occccvecccccleccccccccccccs paeeawadesscantbatennted $1,907,830. x 


| | 
| 
| | | | 
Se thtnindd wetledenescbeceadbecoccateenuts | eecesselesccceccecceiscccecccecce 61, 739. 11 smh 12, 347. ” $3, 086. 96 
fo 


25. 
25. 00) 246, 273. 85,2184, 708. 39 


25.00) 41, 370. 80 31,028. 10 





Sree er esereneseseseeeeees 


1 
All _ ee 7 - @aetaeneame, 00/15.00)............. Re iccekciee Sco seee ies ae Oc clc tea ME anteipaaaiant 1, 231, 369. 
Calfiking ' tanned and ™ 


| 
Skins (chal) and the book- | | | ae eek 
ers’ calfskins, kangaroo, 
and goatskins, includ- | | 


i. Piamb and kid skins, 
dressed and finished, n. s. p. f...| 20. 





peoccsonceses [rt eeeeneeeenleneeeeenneeenelnweeeelteeceeeeecesltewesseeee--| 806,589.75) 25.00) 161,317.95) 120, 988. 46 


| 
PR iatlawsdiceedoegeccccan ds scscasaceciessccstaucee lecccecnseosedelscccese ivcgheadadecalbcsecececced 41, 697. 25.00; 8,339.49) 6,254.64 
b . 00) 311, 282. 22 22) 155, 641. 09 


vi 
Weighing not over 10 pounds 
dozen hides or skins... .... | ee |-ewseccccecs peasugdecesassinahevadbenescasaséulseescécccced 216,113.00} 18.31) 78,028.60) 63,742.35 
eighing over 10 pounds and not 
eee hides | 
CR atekncde<drendcsense i dnds cn swtissacsseiedsaneaneahaaniaeteceneacesecaccad 


ee 28. 29} 28. mr. ea aviide conn ccliite, Seciewsd 





. 40.00) 41, 127. 46| @ 24, 676. 40 
FCPS DEVI AP LS OE ins selliecanteas eoeke 343.00} 25. 20) 136. 10} 101. 80 





, finished or 
Leather, cut into shoe uppers or 
vamps, or other —, suitable 
for con to manufac- 





sheep 
Not over 1 4inches in length— 


eee eel emer ee eesleneeeee 


Scebuccccecasesesecocccos 438,940.00; 28.05, 182,722.02, 130,515. 62 


DA SUas te Askew ene 24,398.00, 23.15, 12,983.81) 9,964.35 

| | 

ne tidiahdensbeasuhdestncaskbacdineasccecctcs 3,666.00 19.20, 1,461.15) 1,174.65 
32.00, 18.18 16,480.75, 13, 484.25 





53 45 





15.10 
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Para- Classification of present law (Act of 
graph) 1897). 


Act | Italies indieate H. R. 1438, as re- 
of | ported by Committee on Finance 
1909.| to the United States Senate. 


| 


453 | Gloves made wholly or in part 
to | of leather, etc.—Continued. 
460 Ladies’ or children’s—Cont’d. 
j Schmaschen, ‘‘glace’’ finish, 
of sheep origin—Cont’d. 
Over 14 and not over 17 
inches in length— 


Unlined, pique or prix 
seam, or stitehed or em- 
broidered 

SANDE. be Sdcunbbiietatescad 

Lined, pique or prix seam, 
or stitehed er embroid- 


Over 17 inches in length— 
Ss «cin bbeneuke miieed 
Unlined, pique or prix 

seam, or stitehed or em- 
a 


Lined, pique or prix seam, 
or stitched or embroid- 
OOS aid. de cccsaeetnd 

Lined, pique or prix seam, 
and stitched or embroid- 
ered with more than 3 
strands orcords......... 

_—_ or sheep, “glace” fin- 
ish— 
Not over 14inches inlength— 

Uniined 

Uniined, pique or prix 
seam, or stitehed or em- 


Unlined, pique or prix 
seam, and stitchec 
embroidered with more 


than 8 strands or cords... 
ined 


Lined, — or prix seam, 
or st ed or embroid- 

Lined 

, pique or prix seam, 
and stitched or embroid- 
ered with more than 3 
strands or cords 
(L) Over 14and not over 17 

inches in tength— 


Unlined, pique or prix 
seam, or stitched or em- 
broidered 

Unlined, pique or prix 
seam, and stitche 
embroidered with more 
than 8 strands or cords. . 


Lined, pique or prix seam, 
or st ho ned or embroid- 


Lined, pique or prix seam, 
and stitched or embroid- 
ered with more than 3 
strands or cords 

(L) Over 17 inches 
length— 


Unlined, pique or prix 
seam, or stitched or em- 
broidered 

Unlined, pique or prix 
seam, and stitched or 
embroidered with more 
than 3 strands or cords. . 


Of sheep origin, with exterior 
in surface removed— 
Not over 17 inches in length— 
Unlined 


Unlined, pique or 
seam, and tttched ox 
embroidered “with saere 
mee 3 strands or cords... 


(L) Lined, Ras or* 
seam, 
embroidered with ' more 
than 3 strands or cords.. 


| 45. 17| 


reom 
Equivalent 


jad valorems. | 


Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 





Pres-| 


P. ct. | 


29. 


33. 


20. 78 
37. 


| 49. 48) 


52. 28) 





38.67) 





| 87. 
55) 58. 


| 41.64 


46. 13 





Revenue | Valueof | Percent 
under 
[present law. 


$53,860.37) $21,554. 65 


Revenue under— 


1, 706. 00 ERs Ol poss veqgeccedinabeseduieeine+saccebsaeabuhtnd 


244. 00 


294. 00 152. 68; 





7, 421. 00 2,161. 98 


318. 68). . 





5. OC din tcdecticasdnd tS aaaxdeal 
74. 00 DOU fs kcnttadlins al ebowsseul 


| 
1, 280. 00 OO. <isacdescebiodnces 


599. 00 222. 96) 


1,107,980. 33) 548,268. 43 


284,874.20) 148,939. 14 


318,084.51 163,121.52 
11,133.00, 3,807. 42, 


1,643. 00 


| 


| 
705. 00 — isd cide aaceclal 
375, 490.97) 146,091.87|............]......... 


13,500.00! 5,217. 38)... 


19, 493. 00! 
1,797,588. 54) 67 

56,070.00 

| 


105,054. 


00| 
184. 00 


smal 





«be eee meee ee eee nemo eee lt ee ee ee ee cee eres eee le ween me mwn lee eee encee 
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Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty « 
Para-| Classification a) law (Act of rae ee 
gra oh| TT rea ae 
oO 
et | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- Revenue under—_ | > Rev ler— 
“ . rted by Committee on Finance | Pres- Value of | Revenue | Valueof | Percent! __| Value of | on ‘oman 
1909. othe United States Senate. ent = under imports, ag imports, | of Tr ai. 
1907. present law. 1907. increase.| Present Senate | 1907 | de- Present | Senate 
| law. bill. | crease.| law. | bill. 
tallies ich ce ea Ie oa Ss Bent | ef | . 
453 | Gloves made waee or in 
to of leather, e ntinu 
460 Ladies’ or children’ 's—Cont d. 
Of sheep origin, etc.—Cont’d. 
Gwe} 17 inches in =~) 2.4. on 
Ssisclesascecencéad 00 earned ide ian 
ease eee ate $46, I  seanntnnsenivensgcababincuenscondsesaacsansasdhecassuetaeceiesaée Suiidcievicerstheceoceacce 
—= ed or em- | | | | | 
Tn omecanl 2,116. 00 a cacti aden Maiieniiianes 
valine parva i hedngndsdiendadsdanchbnccdtctncedinaddbasckeds etd badbieadiheawelecatdmntinee 
abe etitch 
embroidered with =e 
eee ee 6 576.00 i dcahbindl dpupetiitwehaneessaintiecinaceed | 
a Riaentinnianentl nD WN sistance natcctndinasamaciectingaaddascied toate bikteeditdh ke 
ah or prix seam, |-seeeeeeeeeeleseeeealeccenesererleceseeeeees 
ee or embroid- | | | | | 
i iddaiiennashved 512. 00: Plisinsnbnnssthesansudbciidubadeccess 
oe Ma apaahnacsthensasubabidusacsccocahhcduseccdesdbucs pedsdetbersaddiasiaidececbaccéanecs cc 
a stitched or embroid- | | 
ered yith more than 3 
strands or cords......... > a Rs 
a orother ftir has DeCbciasbhsstitiancccbeliesecchcdssedbabbitcaucad iebdctiductie di cnedagsdenseon ee eee 
finish 
Nataveridtnbes mn engt— 
it iechdsinsapencesed ST ME oo cccccdunchsccccceduiiccctoccctes 
¥ ae ake , it Si nccaestbtudshdieskebuieestiacestethicacesecadedittindekieis« [neseses Gbsecdeescleunedecceos 
seam, or s or em- 
broidered................ 726,908.08] 340,652.68)............ | | | | 
e eter nests , POT ccccccccsesleccccesesiscccescwcccsfecesecccccunfoccccccccccsleseséccfecccccccccclocccccccce ‘ 
seam, and sti or 
embroidered, with more 
z than 5 strands or cords. A i I N 
er oe cn ik DT CU tatslib idl sccntah dh cqbdtaudith psavasemeadvathaditbabdidinal ta:.cia 
sat eae |rotteteeeeeelereeeanleeeseeeeeeeleceeereceee 
7 - or embroid- | | | | 
S ewedcogeetesseocenes 13, 560. 00 Dc ctkcedideeiicceccaddbsctecccecccs 
we Lise, gig | OPN OE 9E 19,900.00) S801. W)...narenneeelineeernneenneeereneeelencsceeesealecccenerenselecceeesleccenccers|scseeceenee 
‘ can tad titched "or | | | 
saahees th more 
than 3 aaeaaae. a Si a. ccnteidcdibecccuumdibateccccocottne 
(L) Over dand notover iD | [| RO 147... nnnneelenreeeneelanvvreerereelcssesecereelecsnncesseeslensereelsceseeseees |otteeeeeees 
a inches in | a | | | 
CE Gove caccceccongsh Se ete A ic 
¥ 8 pH | EF WGI BO). nnneeel ncccennn|aseeecerererlcesssereeralecseeseeneesleeeeees Dadeeteewis |eneeeeeeees 
oa tched or em- | | 
edgscovccouceses 5, 990. 00: PA cc lb cdacalh sccecabatbbbetcecene 
Seed ailies “as pubs Pe MNOS eM Gindal Sic ccabaAbidasescnals canedaccancdicccchecccodtpdeccechcoccceeced Et EA 
seam, a°d sti or 
embroidered with more | 
than 3 strands or cords. , 726. ities attest, whcdacttedccccuecss | 
ao 1,368,614 60] 438,28 Wl Jeneasereeees |rseeeeeneee |nneeeee |nveneeeceeslececececees 
Lined, pique orprixseamy | [on] en | SO BIB TO...-...nn. | nnnneenelennereennreeleenreernneelecesenesenee|nceenes Ppotecseenen [steeeeeeeee 
a ichedoretabrotdered 22. 74 957. 00 aa 
rece BT. BD «sas ennennnlanneenaneleerseerenerelecnsrererers ee ES el |n-eeeeeeeee 
Pine) oh onbeold: 
ered. = a than 3 | 
lemipateransie 34. 75: 4. 00; ee ee 
a oy ee ay | a “| Redtesccedan | Beats, | POSES |--esneeeees te 
Nn nik eoadd, 31. 83] 1, 250,380.10} 396,023. 64'............). 00. Lee 
gp ange eiuibinestecdlbagenndonngdeeendterR ett ttintaal, pcan naidelinen denies 
seam, ‘or atibched ex's | | | | | | 
a etek eanpnaiadi 34. 97 ll 4, is cietdiocendihedecerudies | 
U Fe as ask , 554. PE Meath Res cepuisacanedcthellsbosckcancdicandotiadantnciee ik seed to 
seam, and sti 
em with more 
than 3 strands or 3 115, 953. 0) ise hehithainaddadnbtgionsddddticccandancadiitcoesniaoitvieat 
Seesesebsesesscescoss] SOUS ON, = PROD BR Ble ccc cccccee } j “ple RRROS er eee 
Gest kid, or ; 12. 00 Oe iil discadiatsccene etek in dieeeiammabitiainiedadl eeeaan tees, uk |nceeeneeeeeleeereeeeeee 
origin, with 
pa surface re- | 
mo 
Not over 1 14inches in length— 
Uniined, execs eateses wie 41. 41 13, 727. 10 Gard dtnatedlh sccccdnatedicie ccnck [rittttessees|eteseeeeseeeleneeeeslieeeeneeeeeleceeeeseeee 
soem, & 5 or em- | | | 
U plus," ot prix 38. 81 17, 205. 00 Saadeh buctlickss chiis tecndieecsstbasadvescdcdttcccdaceans Deere tee te cae Jececcccccce 
seam, and sti or 
Sa more 
or 42. 26 1, 376. 00) ORs aiken ss cee eB 
(ie) EAaeG................. 40. 41 me GG. oe... Roctansecs SER BAIR Segiswpentanaidacneed 
a) : Me OE Pe ft] Nene eee nennrnefeceeencceneelerenererenes Joseceeccene [aren ees |nneseeeeerelecereseeees 
oom, or em- | | | 
Debendineeeo cb 1 Ineccceckaceab< 
(L) sicmet 49. 96 53. 50 ial inane tines catia che wnnnnemai [nn neeneeeneeleeeeeeeecees [-aane- Pprteccseneefpneedecnees 
seam and dtitched or em- 
broidered with more than 
(1) Over ne eaeccreraah 40. 17. 00 SS Ee Se ee ieibienegnes S eoeeskenses Saleh bidiaesarecisansdecedad 
ve nnae in | | | | 
Mb cnebhakeccnccacscs 11,81 4, RAEN ia sess... ck. cdecacdsapusnensenbenipeas on 
a r 34. 97 5. 50 Saeed neds Micke esccn sdk biccdesacdseeascsnenaeubes Lachoapeasdeesesocsdad 
orm, oF or em- } 7 | | | | 
roldered................ 41. 03) 41. 08 848.00, 347. 
U plas or pric |] RTD)... -eennelenerenneeleceeeeeererleceseeeeenes|eeeerteeers|eeteees [ereeeeeeees |nneeeeeeees 
seam, and sti or | | 
em more | 
than 3 strands or cords...| 19.23 19, 23 71. 00 as edad ccisemee al a i altel 
SMe Gelibesccwcccctscese | 29. 95! 29. 8,824.19 2,642 60!............ Risen Riiasontet Riemntecnnntaiieaniotanads D sssanainenyathanapnhith 
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5068 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. Aveust 5, 


Sundries—Continued. 


| Equivalent | Duty unchanged. Duty inereased. Duty decreased. 
a : ad valorems. 
Para-| Classification of present law (Act of | 
graph) 1897). a ean eee en, 
ct | Ttali indieate H. R. 1438 | 
AC alics indicate . . 1463, aS Te- . a 
of | ported by Committee on Finance | Value of | Revenue | Valueof |Percent) 0000 =P 
1909.| to the United States Senate. ence | =. lp — “3 ct = of } detent Pees aii 
law. bill. 


| Revenue under— Revenue under— 


Conference 
law. bill. 


es 


453 | Gloves made wholly or in part of 
to leather, etc.—Continued. 
460 Ladies’ or children’s—Cont’d. 
Goat, kid, or other leather 
than ofsheep origin, ete.— 
Continued. 
(L) Over 17inches inlength— 





$45,152.00) $14, 723. 26) 
Unlined, pique or prix 
seam, or stitehed or em- 
broidered. . 02) 30. 1, 809. 50 543. 39) 
Unlined, pique or prix 
seam, and stitched or 
embroidered with more | 
than 3 strands or cords...| 30.77) 30. 11, 550. 00) 3, 553. 84 
| . 27 19. 60 5.75 
Lined, pique or prix seam, 
or stitched or embroid- 
7. 00) 
Men’s gloves— 
Schmaschen (sheep), “‘glace” 
finish— 
Unlined . 28} 66. 28) 1, 816. 00) 
Unlined, pique or prix seam, | 
or stitched or embroidered.| 66. 4: . 45) 2, 677. 00} 
(L) Unlined, pique or prix 
seam, and st ed or em- 
broidered with more than 
3 strands or cords h i 51. 00: 
} Lined . 77) 63. 69. 00 
(L) Lined, pique or prix 
seam, or stitched or em- 





14.19 

(L) Lined, pique or prix 

seam, and stitehed or em- 

broidered with more than 

3 strands or cords 55. 14) 55. 14 

(L) = or sheep, ‘‘glace” 
rh ——— 





47.48 47.48 

Unlined, pique or prix 
seam, or stitehed or em- 
broidered. 63. 09) 63. 09) 
Unlined, pique or prix 
seam, and stitch or 
embroidered with more 
than 3 strands or cords... 





Lined, pique or prix seam, 
or stitched or embroid- 


Lined, pique or prix seam 
and stitched or embroid- 
ered with more than 3 
strands or cords 

(L) Of sheep origin, with ex- | 
terior surface removed— 





Unlined, pique or prix 
seam, or st: ed or em- 


Unlined, pique or prix 
seam, and stitched or 
enibroidered with more 
than 3 strands or cords...) 68.15 

Lined, pique or prix seam, 
and stitched or embroid- 
ered with more than 3 
strands or cords 58. 00) 

Goat, kid, or other leather than 
of sheep origin, “glace” 
finish— 


ar or prix seam, 

or stitched or embroidered | 56. ; 0 . aie omnia 

Unlined pique or prix seam, 
and stitched or embroid- 
ered with more than 3 
strands or cords 


Lined, pique or prix seam, or 
stitched or embroidered.... 
Lined, pique or prix seam, 
and stitched or embroid- 
ered with more than 3 


(L) Unlined, pi = or prix 
seam, or s or em- 
broidered 

(L) Unlined, pique or prix 
seam, and s ed or em- 
broidered with more than 











__ 










Equivalent 
Para-| Classification of eet law (Act of | 
graph) 1897). 


Act Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as re- 
of by Committee on Finance 
1909. the United States Senate. 


Value of 


— 





53 | Gloves made wholly or in of 
to | leather, ete.—Continued. 
460 Men’s gloves—Continued. 
Goat, kid, or other leather 
than of sheeporigin, etc.— 
Continued. 
(1s) BAB vecdseccccccccccee 
(L) Lined, pique or prix 
seam, or stitched or em- 
ek alas oe bs iz 
‘ ue or prix 
‘ seam, and Peiched som 
broidered with more than 
3 strands or cords.......... 
461 | Harness, saddies, and saddlery, or 
arts of either, in sets or in parts, 
| Fnished or unfinished............ 
| Manufactures of: 
| (L) Amber, n.s. p.f............ 
Asbestos, n. 8. D. f.......--.--.--| 2 
Woven fabrics composed in 
chief value of asbestos ........ 


$216. 00 


4,240. 00 


9,021. 75 
148, 920. 00 


462 





Bladders, M &. P. f.....cccccccese 25. 00: 
Catgut, or whip gut, or worm gut, 

not elsewhere specified........ 25. 00) 
S58 i nigibesbeanhaaneas 25. 00) 25. 00 








Candles and tapers of wax.......| 25. 00,425. 00 
Waz and fancy matches and | 
GORGED. ddc'ncccecacccggeccccese a 
463 Bone and horn, n. ~~ _ AREER 30. 00! 35. 00! 

Combs, wnouy of horn or of | 

horn and metal ..............- | 30. 00, 50. 00 

8 re 30. 00) 35. 00 
Straw and grass, n. s. p. f.......... | 30. 00 5 
Esc cddedeccecensescens | 30. 00 
30. 00 





| Whalebone........... ciigeeane 
464 inc cdctngcoccegsessns 
(L) Ivory and vegetable ivory, 


ss 


88s 


n.e.$ 
L) Shell and mother-of-pearl. .. . 
laster rock or gypsum, manu- 
a ES EE | 
(L) Papiersznaché, manufac 
tures of 


$s 


124,888. 91 
19,890. 2 
40,970. 7 


eee eee ee 


Si ilettiventihdnednsne senate 
India rubber, vulcanized, known 
SE Fi iccccveccsceteces< 
(L) Shells, engraved, cut, orna- 
mented, or otherwise manufac- 


tured 
465 Cl ae composed of paper or 


#58 & BR BS 


$8 83 & 
8 88 8 Ss 





467 | (L) Musical instruments, or parts 
| of, pianoforte actions and parts 
of, strings for musical instru- 
ments, not otherwise enumer- 
ated; cases for musical instru- 
ments, pitch pipes, tuning forks, 
tuning hammers, and metro- 
nomes and strings for musical in- 
struments, composed wholly or in 
«8 | Phonographs, 8, graph- 
| Oophones, eS seeds eatlon’ or 
| parte thereof. 
470 | (L) Paintings, in oil or water col- 
| ors, , and pen-and-ink 
drawings 
Do. (reciprocity treaty with 
France 
Do. (reciprocity treaty with Ger- 
Do. (r i ity treat ith 
0. (reciproc wit 
Tial P y y 


(ES ee 15.00} 15.00} 123, 558. 00 
Do. (reciprectty treaty with Spain). 15. 00) 15. 00 1,018. 00 


Do. (reciprocity treaty with 
Switzerland) 
Statuary (sculptures), wrought by 
hand, the professional produc- 
tion of a statuary or sculptor.. 
Do. a treaty with | 
France 





| ed valorems. Duty unchanged. 





25. 00) 12. 00) 
25. 00 64, 513. a 








68, 587. 24 


cee vagy mae nee ae 45. 00} 45.00} 1,458,801. 61 
0 





Rngawenepesgecussecese 20. 00) Sie 


SaGh CS e686 000 cncce | 15. 00} 15. 00 1, 618. 00 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Sundries—Continued. 


Revenue | Value of 


GIRL. GG. ccnccscccee 


eee ee eee eee een eeee 


16,128. 47).....ceece-e 
6,228. Tilo ccccceccces 


6,961. 
14,339. 76 


7,561. 98) 
12, 432. 68) 


656 , 460. 77 


Se 15. 00 15. 00) 1,192,713. 41! 178, 907. 01 
| 

(| = ete! i ae 15.00) 15.00 164,935.75) 24,740. * 

18, 533. 70|............ 


152. 70} 
242. 70 


EE Bt Ol icdtacarccuectcsnenssdineosonsdbees 


nh detpditdene<ancecece | 15. 00) 15. 00) 37, 875. 00 5, 681. al 





ie eee on 15.00 4, 945. 00 
Tee dtaiabaseedtbiches | see 15.00! 231, 180. 00 





741.7. | 


| 


34, 677. 00) 


Duty increased. 











16.67; 200,820. 40) 
16.67, 555,426. 82 


tte tt eee ee eee ee eee ee eee eT ee eT Te eee ee ee ee ee ee ee 


eo 





@ Estimated, 


Duty decreased. 


Per | Revenue under— 


cent |__ 

of | 

de- | Present | Confer- 
| crease. law. } ence bill. 


















eee ee ee eee ee eee ee ere eee eee eee eee ee eee eee ee ee eee 


25. 00 1, 827. 60 1, 370. 70 


0S rs Sop 


oer seat 


prermmere many ae e 
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5070 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. Aveust 5, 


Sundries—Continued. 

laaeteel caeemseneies 3 
“quivalent - ‘ 

lad valorems. Duty unchanged. | Duty increased. 


Duty decreased. 
Para- | Classification of present law (Act of 


graph 1897). Ee REN oe ace re 
| 
} 
| 
-o 


or |. a Revenue under— S 5 

- Mestad toy Dasani anaes Pret y= Value of | Revenue | Value of | Percent Value of | cent 

1909 to the United States Senate. ent | once | imports, | under | imports, | of aa a s ame 

909. bill. 1907. present law. 1907. jimerease.) present | Conferemoe 1907. de- | Present Conference 
law. crease.) law. | bill. 


Per Revenue under— 





The term “ sculptures” as used in 
| this act shall be understood to include 
; 


| only such as are cut, carved, or other- 
| wise wrought by hand from a solid 
block or mass of marble, stone, or ala- | 
baster, or from metal, and as are the 
| professional production of a scul — 
| only, and the term “painting 
used in this act shall wabaetent 
| not to include such as are made 
wholly or in part by stenciling or 
| other mechanical process. P.ct.| P. ct. 
Pets SOND wisin 6btnskeeisedeceid 17. 03) 17.03] $44, 671.00 
Pencils: | | 
Paper or wood, filled with lead 
or other material, and pencils 
497, 394. 00 
Slate— 


Covered with wood . 0B) 85. 00, 674. 00; 
DORs dit onwesvencedccscccossl Ge eey am 10, 826. 00 
| Pencil leads not in wood 10. 00;435. 
Pencil leads not in wood or other 


opying 
Plates or films, photographic, dry .. 
(L) Pipes and smokers’ articles: 
Common tobacco pipes and pipe 
bowls of clay— 
Valued not more than 40 cents 
37, 647. 00) 
13, 177. 50) 
Pipes, pipe bowls of other ma- | 
terial, and all smokers’ articles 
not specially provided for, in- 
cluding cigarette books, cigar- | 
ette-book covers, pouches for 
smoking or chewing tobacco, ' 
and cigarette paper in all forms.| 60.00) 60.00) 954,521.98, 572,713.20) 

476 | Agricultural implements: Plows, | 
tooth and disk harrows, har- 
vesters, reapers, agricultural 
drills, and planters, mowers, 
horserakes, cultivators, thrash- 
ing machines, and cotton gins. -. 

477 | Hatters’ plush, black, composed of 

| silk, or of silk and cotton b 5 42, 400. 00) 
478 | (L) Umbrellas, parasols, and sun- | 
shades, and sticks for: 
Umbrellas, parasols, and sun- 
shades— 
Covered with material com- 
| a wholly or in part of | 
| ilk 43, 331. 60 
| Cov ered with other material 
| pt p 11, 451. 00 
| ticks for umbrellas, parasols, or 
sunshades. . 7, 443. 00 
(L) Sticks for walking canes 40.00) 40. 00) 13, 941. 60 
479 | Waste, n. 8. Pp. f.........-..+0-000. 10. 00} 10. 00) 1, 141, 737. 30 
| 10. 00} 10.00) 231, 458. 88) 
(L) 'Foreign-built yachts, pleasure 
boats or vessels, not used or in- 
tended to be used for trade 35. 00! 

480 | Unenumerated: 
Unmanufactured ‘ 10.00; 10.00) 237,292.83 
Manufactured 20. 00! 20.00; 900, 887.70; 

on. 00} 20.00] 46, 642. 00 


22. 53) 24. 34 24. 3482, 276, 286. 64 19,088, 834.62,17 342,169.91 





a Estimated. 
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[Of dutiable imports into the United States, not including imports from Cuba and the age Islands.] 





Equivalent 
















































































































































ad valorems. Duty unchanged. Duty increased. 
Schedules. Coss Revenue under— 
er- 7 | , 
Present | “ence Value of Revenue under Valueof | Percent aan 
law. bill imports, present law imports, | ofin- 
. 1907. ? 1907. GE eta Conference 
| | Present law. bill 
= | — a — S _ ae 
Per cent. | Per cent. 
A. Chemicals, oils, and paints ..................- 27. 68 28. 29 $31,339, 332. 00 $7, 696, 971. 41 $4, 863, 730. 38 44. 49 $1, 770,425.15 | $2,558,150. 48 
B. Earths, earthenware, and glassware........... 49. 04 48.79 27, 722, 938. 92 13, 725, 262. 15 1,332, $81.00 27. 65 609,317.94 | 777, 774. 88 
C. Metals, and mantifactures of.................-- 33. 37 31.70 29, 476, 839. 71 12, 882, 416. 08 7,837, 077. 58 68. 29 1, 682, 254. 53 2, 831, 083. 70 
D. Wood, and manufactures of................... 15.16 12.79 4,157,111. 72 1, 202, 517. 78 2,522, 267.07 68. 43 351,364. 97 591, 819. 16 
FE. Sugar, molasses, and manufactures of......... 83. 74 83. 73 21, 540, 384. 07 yp = RS, eee a ee ee ee ee ee 
F. Tobaeco, and manufactures of.............--.. 87.20 87. 20 11, 559, 369. 76 IIL, 2.4 Guik cites anecaaiiinnan4acdiktienmnad his dG < wsbeien on 
a. Agricultural products and provisions. ........ 30.14 32.17 51,457, 294. 65 15, 342, 530. 25 9, 949, 085. 76 | 42.75 3, 183, 333. 03 4,544,153. 04 
H. Spirits, wines, and other beverages........... 70. 67 89. 11 1,436, 380.19 463, 931. 02 21,643, 609. 69 26. 86 15, 846, 849.22 20, 103, 680. 85 
T. Cotton SROUNOUII A «ooo --cccc-coceccccsce 44. 84 50. 62 15,381, 426. 71 6, 777, 607. 83 16, 415, 068. 47 24. 62 | 7,490, 191.05 | 9, 334, 791. 06 
J. Flax, hemp, and jute, and manufactures of... . 43. 72 44. 07 77,287, 406. 76 40, 032, 950. 66 10, 137, 385.45 22.88 | 3,236,446.31 | 3,977,073. 55 
K. Wool, and manufactures of 58.19| 58.19 2,819,779. 11 | 86, 550, 263.68 | Riecare ee 
Te, Ct am acncentenceneesccccce 52.33 52.67 17, 135, 067.98 9, 825, 725. 31 | | 73 | 4, 478, 323. 62 | 5, 182,676. 53 
M. Pulp, papers, and books. ..... 20.67| 23.43]  13,418,659.78 2’ 716, 315.37 | 6 1,008,198.16| 1,522" 387.33 
A aE I ES a a 22. 53 | 24.34 | 82, 276, 286. 64 19, 038, 834.62 | 17, 3a 169. 91 | 44.29 | 4, 712, 105. 46 | 6, 799, 093. 23 
Total from customs... ..........-.20+++-++ Risaneeliliiaiinecsiti 447, 008,278. 00 | 109,741, 066.83 | 105,844, 200. SO eilisineet | 44,458,900.44 | 58, 222, 683. 81 
Net increase or decrease in duty...........-....--|.-.--0+-0 Sin ncnundindaekegeainannndiin Bia rie DO cee aeiiivackss<anncudiaamandaa <a 763, 874. 37 
65. 26 L 71.32 eat sins ete , 20.80 
Pet oi chs ds ccovsvscntvherarseees | 67.46 | 57.30| 88,802,871.24 | ~~ §2,314,102.96 | 658, 577.01 | “12.71 | 105,408.21 | 120,747.84 
Total Philippine Tslands. ... ...........cessexses- i) SINS 2s << ciiite +> denesduaiiestenndbascwanaattinad GD Be cetc hina 3.56 4.74 
Grand total....... a Coad  -s.s.2...) 585,811, 149.24 | 252, 055,168.79 | 106,502, 783.83 |..........| 44,564,246.21 | 58, 343, 436. 39 
| 
Duty decreased. Grand total. 
sda 
Simetul | Revenue under— } tevenue under— 
ules. . . | 
” Value of .. # - ——————— Valueof |— Se Pereent) Percent 
imports, de- | imports, | | : ofin- | of de- 
1907. | crease. | Present law. — 1907. Present law. a crease. | crease. 
' | eet ae — 
| | | 
A. Chemicals, olls, and paints................... $4,831,501. 46 79.03 | $1,632,318.89 $342,310. a | $41,034,563.84 | $11,099,715.45 | $10,597,432. 52 ew 4.53 
B. Earths, earthenware, and glassware.......... 2, 254,984.07 | 23.28) 1,010,769.85 775,504. 11 31,310,903.99 | 15,3845,349.904 | 15,278,541.14 |........ 44 
C. Metals, and manufactures of.................-. 28,694,751.01 | 26.91 7,125,722.49 | 5,208,178.61 66,008, 668. 30 | 21,690,393. 10 | 20,921,678.39 |........ 3.54 
D. Wood, and manufactures of.................. 17,791,864.54 | 86.61 | 2,103,916.41 | 1,333,624.93 | 24,471,243.33 3,657,799.16 | 3,127,961.87 |........ 14. 49 
FE. Sugar, molasses, and manufactures of......... 116,451.70 | 3.12 85,067.76 82,411.14 21 ,656,835.77 | 18,186,408.63 | 18,133,752.01 |........ 02 
F. Tobaeco, and manufactures of...............- Mo chudnee ceases SL .dcninmetedtnn dednedhetbetessdanceecees 11, 559, 369.76 | 15.434,399.80 | 15,434,390.80|)........'........ 
G. Agricultural products and provisions......... | 1,438,395.96 | 28.09 621,731. 53 375,179.34 | 62,844,776. 37 19, 047, 594. 81 20,261, 862. 63 | =e 
, Ce a Soca ceccthcducqusetnetedGacecsdecndn cceseuwonciunsscénesnecshe 23, 079,989.88 | 16,310,780.24 | 20, 567,611.87 ae 
TI. Cotton manufactures ewine Oninetanadthemosceses 60,272.14} 18.33 | 16,721. 37 13, 655. 77 | 31,856, 767. 32 14, 284, 520.25 | 16, 126,054. 66 12. 89 
J. Flax, hemp, and jute, and manufactures of. . .| 26, 695, 873. 67 5.07 | 6,620,051.14| 6, 284,563.14 | 114, 120,665.88 | 49,889,448.11)| 50,294, 587.35 sl tkekésneu 
K. Wool, and manufactures of ll 4.99 10,845. 08 10,303.31 | 62,831,414.31 | 36,561,108. 76 36, 560,566.99 }........ 34 
L. Silks, ‘and silk SI ccncecabocece 9.51 | 6,008,276.84 | 5,436,607.33 | 38,813,592. 7 2) ,312,325.77 | 20,445,009. 17 GL bcsases 
M. Pulp, papers, and books .......... 71. 20 321, 386.55 98,417.38 | 20,004,377.62 4, 135, 900. 08 | 4,337,120. 08 4:06 |..... ; 
Mi. MUNMNE ME itndsnscncaptncccnacesncnanal | 64.98 | 6,084,821. i 2,180,677. 82 | 135, 400,384.16 | 20,835, 761.24 | 27,968,605.67 |........ 6.26 
Total from customs..................-..-.-|132, 141,074.41 |....... 31,541,629. 07 | 22,001, 432.41 | 684,993,553. 23 | 25, 741, 505. of 280, 055, 183. 05 l ce: 
Net increase or decrease in duty................. |aaeeeeenececces|-nreecee creeeereeeeeees 75 196, 638. HON ocssek. itinat amas aie aaa ail 4, 313, 677.71 — eR oaninear 
Per cent of grand total.............ceeseseseeeess 19. 29 |... Sea coo hcocemereitied 7.88 | __ 100.00 rear ~ 10000}........|... ee 
Total CN ee a ok. cc cccctecceccces 2, 475, 668.33 | 69.04 | 228,075.18 | 70, G11. 88 01, 987, 111.58 | 52,647,561.35 | 52,606,462.68 |........|....... . 
Total Philippine Islands...................--.0s- 1, 524, 904. 86 }........ a |_| EREpedurgie € 524, 910. 86 | 728, 354. 92 | i ase dione. ce 
Se ok oi 136, 141, 62. wi........ | 32,498, 055.61 | 22, 162, 044. om 455, 575. 67 | 320,117, 441.61 | 382, 560,650.47 |........|........ 
| i | | 
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Under reciprocity treaty with Cuba. 
LE uivalent ad | é : : 
| valorem rates. | Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreas2d. 


Classification of present law (Act of 1897). es | csisscteatingechs iilataliciainel —— a 


| Per | Revenue under— | Revenue under— 
“of by Committee on Finance to the 


os _ s Present| Cofer- | Value of Value of | om a 
1909. United States Senate. oor. ence imports, a bor | 1 


bill. 1907. 907. Present | Confer- | ° » | Present | Confer- 
tl aw. law. | ence bill. -| law. ence bi! 
Ra 


Para- 
graph 
ol. | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as reported | 


SCHEDULE A—CHEMICALS, OILS, AND 
} PAINTS. 


3 Preparations or products known as alka- 
| lies, alkaloids, and all combinations of, . ct. - 
and all chemical compounds and salts. . 20. 00 $6. 00 
15 | Coal-tar colors or dyes, not specially pro- 
| yided fi 24. 00 1.00 
23 | Glycerin: 
| Crude, not purified 13. 02 8, 282. 00 
36 Olive oil— 
| In bottles, jars, tins, or similar pack- 
SD icetncdiinedtioins nidiieginineet 22. 00 10. 00 
63 | Preparations, medicinal: 
Containing alcohol, or in the prepa- 
ration of which alcohol is 58. 35; 336. 80 
Not containing alcohol, or in the pre | = 
aration of which alcohol is not wi 20. 00) 4, 267. 72 
65 | (L) Perfumery, cosmetics, and toilet 
reparations: 
A lic perfumery, including cologne 
water and other toilet waters, and 
toilet preparations containing alcohol, 
or in the preparation of which alcohol | 
is used SEDGE csccossccestisesce eueeus $09.50) 2.72) $145.96) 8149. 93 
(L) Preparations used as applications to 
the hair, mouth, teeth, or skin, such as 
| cosmetics, dentifrices, pastes, m- 
ades, powders, and other toilet 
articles, and articles of perfumery, not 
containing alcohol, or in the manu- | 
facture of which alcohol is not used, 


n.s. p.f t 1,714. 63 7 685. 86} 


67 | | ee) 
) Fancy octet. and all descrip- 
tions o toilet, including medicinal 
or medicated 
Sponges, and manufactures of: 


16. 58) 128, 553. 10) 20, 637. 03) 2, 069. 91 17.73) 8 
| enema! S>=_=_————— 
SCHEDULE B—EARTHS, EARTHENWARE, 
AND GLASSWARE. 
83 | Tiles: 


(L) Glazed, encaustic, ceramic, mo- 
saic, vitrified, semivitrified, flint, 
spar, embossed, enameled, orna- 
mented, hand painted, gold deco- 
—_ and all other earthenware 
tiles— 

Valued not exceeding 40 cents per 
square foot 

Cement: 

| Other cement 

| Clays or earths: 

—e or unmanufactured, n. 


p.f 
As haltum and bitumen: 
rude, not dried or advanced. . 
| Earthenware: 
| Common yellow, brown, or gray, 
plain, em , Or salt-glazed com- 
mon stoneware, and crucibles, not 
decorated in any manner 
(L) China, porcelain, parian, bisque, 
earthen, stone, and crockery ware, 
plaques, ornaments, toys, toy tea 
sets, charms, vases, and statuettes: 
Painted, tinted, stained, enameled, 
printed, gilded, or otherwise deco- 
rated in any manner 
93 | Articles and wares composed wholly or 
in chief value of earthy or mineral 
substances, or carbon, not specially 
provided for: 
er decorated 
( 
95 Botiles, vials, demijohns, carboys, and 





Bottles or jugs containing brandy and 
other spirituous liquors— 
Holding more than 1 pint...........|........|. cccccesioocseseesese ecocncséalddcosacesslessctéasocene 
Holding not more than 1 pint and 


flint, lime, or 


Bottles, vials, an 
lead— 
E:npty— 
Other, on which specific duty 
; ee a than ae cent... 
Bottles, vi and jars, p or 
— mold or renee 
1 — 
Other, on which specific duty 
would be less than 40 per cent... 


not less than 4 












1909. 
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Under reciprocity treaty with Cuba—Continued. r 
on 4 
Equivalent ad : P 
os sales. Duty unchanged. Duty increased. | Duty decreased. | 
a Classification of present law (Act of 1807). |____ ie 
er | — oe eee ' 
of . . | ? | ' 
Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as Per | Revenue under— | p R os a 
> | by. Committee on Finance to the P «| Conte Value of ee Value of | cent | | Value of | a Sena eneTy 3 
yo, | United Staten tenete, law. | ence | imports, | olson | imports,| of || | imports, | of —— F 
909 5 \ tom. 1907. in- | Present; Confer- | 1907. | de- Present | Confer- 
crease.| law. /| ence bill. crease.| law. ence bill. 
— a ; 
SCHEDULE B—EARTHS, EARTHENWARE, a 
AND GLASSWARE—Ccontinued. 
06 (L) Bottles, decanters, or other vessels or f 
| articles of glass cut, ved, painted, i. 
colored, stained, silvered, gilded, 
etched, frosted, printed in any manner , 
or otherwise ornamented, decorated, e 
or ground (except such grinding as is ; 
| necessary for fitting stoppers), and any ' 3 
| articles of which such glass is thecom- | P.ct. | & 
| ponent material of chief value......... 48. 00 é 
| ee ee es ll Le eh mr CC eS mr ee ° k 
ro is ee 48.00} 4800 i: 
0| (ee) fe oe See =~ —hcrklUml!l!lUCU).!UCULLlCU ee Pe od ri 
| microscopes, photographic and project- ; 
ing lenses and optical instruments, and Y 
frames or mountings for same, not spe- if 
cially provided for.................... 36. 00 
Jenn! sae ee ll UR UL!  E ULE etCUmt”t:~t—‘“—~sSCSC‘C [paseneteeenbnccnesces e 
or of which glass or paste shall be the : 
| com ment material of chief value, not | 
| specially provided for..............-.. 36. 00 : 
sn | ee ee rr oo. aime se a ame "ony earn peeesneeen esa eendbtse pe vssanep-ogancdone. Jroseteeeee 3 ; 
(L) Marble, m. 6. p. f................-- 40. 00) 
sa | mete re MOR MR eaneseecbnsentefosptensacfpoeveseeectienenenntonel-aseserleseceeanstel.areonons . f 
| other building or menumentalstone, 
| except granite, marble, and onyx, | a 
not speciall provided for: i 
Hewn, reseed, or polished. .......... en eer a 1 a en Oh Qe en ok, a eee Ess Bi lias s coc tkebacccbeaciees i 
prcccce|-cssceees|ececceeces|ececssesecee|ecseree|eserecscess |n-t-seeeeee i 
Tete o cetbdisiite ctiiniaviocescsse< ee a» UM ga ol, eho. debe dank cicddcidchiccces ddcccabaanenebeacecocaua | s 
SCHEDULE C—METALS, AND MANUFAC- Y ene ; 
TURES OF. ; 
115} Tron ore, including manganiferous iron i 
ore, and vite dross or residiuum from t 
burnt pyrites. . os... ...cveecceseceses = - le ¢ 
Scrap iron and steel, waste or refuse, fit 62. BO/G1E7, C04 40) $70, 100. 40 § 
Po ee 20. 28 t 
ron, Wro' SE cabitinvanignes 5.07 re oa . 2 
134 | Hat, crinoline, corset, needle. as 726. 40 181. 60 ig 
| piano, clock, and watch wire, and ali 5 
wire n.s. p.f., valued more than 4 cents ‘fl 
POP POM 6 bcsbs isco cehcccecccccccese > m 
153 | Table, carving, cooks’, kitchen, bread, 2. 22 - 36 - 28 n 
i butter, ae ant fruit, and cheese te] 
knives, forks, and steels, finished or v4 
unfinished— 
oes on Loren —— oo“ would fi 
not amoun COM... ...44.... * F 
185 | (L) Gold pens ....... = een Sante !¢636h (Uh !)6h)€=—6=6—6hlUhh ST 11. 11) 7.20 6. 40 . 
189 Watch movements mt ee aie ob i Pe [oneteeeeee: fe wn wiraaierie 6 
aving not more t 7 jewels. ....... ‘ ol ~ é 
(ete more than 7 and not more ae 10. 32 7. $4 4 
an MN civ eh au se gaabes6icss 5 OF , : 
Watch cases and parts of watches, in- = 8%) 2@ 2. 16 i 
cluding dials:..........+.........+-...] 3200) 32.00) 100.00; = 32.00/..........|..... 4 
jo, | Ghronometers, box or ship, and parts of. Rhum hose toes Ree aE =e F 
| Seen ee ee ec) Si panpnanasebnecece bh ccccrceefewsncconselocccnsccccceln scenes |-cececceecelecccercoene A 
| In blocks or pigs................-...-- 54) i 
Old and worn out, fit only to be reman- 8.34 134.54) 123.32 of 
GE den ddd casccccaccsctcose | * 
194 Machinery, not elsewhere specified i eae bo ooo rsp. ere tneommecene snatateenans jr sssercceee paetresens e i 
|) ee eee eet. UL UC rE Cr ;t:C~iS'XS S~;73S Pte sr : si 
wholly or in part of— ; 
| Brass, manufactures of................ Wy 
(L) Bronze, manufactures of..........| 36.00} 36.00, 302.00) 108.72)... eer nner roerees oeeeeeenes ra<veeree 4 
Tenen ae... 0 BORG t mee eee ek Tae a 
ren eee’ oo ee het oe Ee hee be. Uh. a 2 
CRGUOUN UE G Rb hiles sae cs ceeccsscens 7 
(L) Silver, manufactures of ee er nes oF aes Pos a baie eee Et ee eee ee eeeoenes Hee een eeeee 
Tin, manufactures of............-.20.. S ecatieed denies dans anole docks: ce 
| DU pests. sn sne ne ao] 3.44 | 12,141,949. 00, 62. 50, 187,975. 82] 70, 482. 00 | 
SCHEDULE D—WOOoD, AND MANUFAC- | ~~ ee ee | a ae | 
TURES OF. ‘ 
19 Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other 4 
forms of sawed cedar, lignum-vite, zg 
lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, ma- , 
hogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all 7 
ae cabinet woods not further manu- i 
factured than sawed.................. WRG) S00, GUR.COh 90,008. P85 50.55.-fic-.0.).-25.<...)..........1.......... Ee : 
Wood, unmanufactured, not specially | | a]teteteeleseewerneesleneeecrecee 
ste Vv PE OVEN ee 16. 00 11. 00 Meh ds Shae aR camels can cdeds ceccccgdelbésocconccedl + 
Shooks, sugar box, and packing boxes, Oe eee eee eee ee ee eee CHOOSE Eee eee eee see seeeeees Paean eons 
Pes, and packing-box shooks, | | 
7 | Barrels or boxes con Se ae _- 24. 00 1, 653. 00 | ee ae eee jo TUE cokets [eceeeeeeeenelecc ence |e cecceeeees le-ccceccesee 4 
ons, or limes, grape fruit, shaddocks, 
Ofk eee ee 
j or | 
208 | Osier or wil vaio manufacture. .... 24. 00 267. 40 64. my Bebsececes prstbes ne eg re les eeeeeeee - 
Anufactures Of. ......00.-e200-+--++- Pe intrenenscishetsbcons ee MT QU oss ce ccwaclocicsnc cacccdecnentescsecsen on 
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Under reciprocity treaty with Cuba—Continued. 
ET 


y 


| Classification of present law (Act of 1897). | 


Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as reported ed | 
Committee on. Finanee to the United | 
States Senate. 


| SCHEDULE D—WOOD, AND MANUFACTURES | 
or—continued. 
211 | Furniture, cabinet or house, wholly or 
partly finished 
Manufactures of wood, or of which wood is 
the a material of chief value, 
bf. ss ab dihbeaeneen dda suaasdnined | 


SCHEDULE. E—SUGAK, MOLASSES, AND MAN- | 
UFACTURES OF. 


Sugar, Dutch standard in color: 
ot above No. 16, tank bottoms, sirups of 
cane juice, melada, concentrated me- 
lada, concrete and concentrated mo- 
lasses, testing by the polariscope— 
Cane— 
Not above 75 degrees 
Not above 86 degrees 
Not above 88 degrees 
Not above 89 degrees 
Not above 94 degrees 
Not above 95 degrees 
Not above 96 degrees 
Molasses: 
Not above 40 degrees 
Above 40 degrees and not above 56 degrees. 
56 degreesand above... ................... 
Sueee cane 
Sugar candy and confectionery, n. s. p. f., 
and sugars refined when tinctured, col- 
ored, or adulterated: 
Valued at 15cents per pound orless 
Valued morethan licents per pound 


213 | 


SCHEDULE F—TOBACCO, AND MANUFAC- 
TURES OP. 


Tobacco, and manufactures of: 
Unmanufactured 
Wrapper and filler tebacco when mixed 
or packed with more than 15 percent 
of ee tobacco, and all leaf to- 
bacco the product ‘of two or more 
countries and dependencies, when 
mixed or packed together— 
Unstemmed 
a tobacco, not specially provided 
or— 
Unstemmed 


Allother, not specially provided for .... 
All other (pounds) 

Cigars and cheroots, all kinds 
Cigarettes, and paper cigars, including | 


SCHEDULE G—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND | 
PROVISIONS. 


Live animals: 


Valued at $150 each or less.............. 
All other, n. s. 
Breadstuffs and 


D products: 
= and substitutes for......... oo 
—= and field products: 


Ve epetabies, repared or a 
Toone octane and tru 
t 


E> Gates 


ir 
LAMBERT 65 
Or es A ERT : “ 


nrepsysrent Mr 


(L) ae palms ga crotons, 
nd azaleas: ulips, hyacinths, nar- 
ssi, Jonquil, lilies of the valley, 

cal a er bulbs, bulbous roots, 
or corns, which are cultivated for 
their flowers............ matin 


Equivalent ad | 
valrem rates. | 


t | Confer- 


P. a. 
8. 00 


28. 00) 
12. 54) 


Duty unchanged. 


} 


Value at | Bevenue | Vaineot 
ence 


bill 


P. ct. 
28. 00) 
| 


$705. 00 $197.40 


28. 00 9,373. 92 2, 624. al 


12.54) 342,583.32} 42,953. 


} 
. 46.92) 
59. 47} 
164. ts 


58. 05) 





44.571 


32. 14) 
16. 00) 


| 


10. 00) SSA Ra 
62. 90/2, 872, 026. 00/1, 806,612. 83)... ---..- 
69.43} 16,140. H, 205. 

56.70; 19,500. 00 

67. 34| 107,374. 

59. 84.64,211,884. 

64. 36H, 784, 588. 


16. 00) 
27. 93) 

9. 61) 
16. 00) 


38. 58} 
40. 00) 


| 
98.52} 178, 469. Lh 


46. 92:11, 
59. 47/2, 
164. 15| 
79. 80) 
87. 81 3, 956, 880. 


120. . 2, 864. 00 


175, 832. 


702,580.49 5, 
537, 150. 39/1; 
13, 540. 35 
3,981. 00 


seme eee 


Duty decreased. 


Per | Revenue unider— 


+e e ee ee eee tee em e ee P mee we ewe wee eee ee ween eeee 






















































P = . Classification of present law (Act of 1897). aati i cali lbaongeaesasmasianeiaiiaseseca animale 
gray | 
of | {talies indicate H. R. 1438, as reported Per | Revenue under— | | Per | Revenue under— q 
Act by Committee on Finance to the Value of | cent Value of | cent | . : € 
of | United States Senate. imports, | of | imports, | of | om i 
199 | 1907. in- | Present; Confer- | 1907. | de- | Present | Confer- H 
crease.| law. | ence bill. | crease. law. | ence bill. 
Ceres B Bonet = LL 
| SCHEDULE G—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS | f 
AND PROVISIONS—continued. f 
Ee 
Farm and field preétiucts—Continued. 
260 al shrubs, and vines— 
Stocks, cuttings, or seedlings— 
Fruit and ornamental trees, decid- 
— and e n shrubs -—= M 
manetti, multiflora, and 
wanes isin iedditincdetwcods Ry A SEE ee Sh enddndaded cat pesabbew dunia dbcicstiaridpebesesacat f 
Trees, shrubs, plants, and vines, 
commonly known as — « or | | ‘ 
greenhouse stock, n. s. p. f....... Ps hss easesedsccelscéncncedinedcncsassibacccaseuessiesessédls aneccsenesischeceescen fF 
261 | PodmbOWGn Sikhs diac c cc ccisesscccsees EE ti sami | Salacazel |  cghuteiowhie mates teat AS eee. aie es diaiciaackadl A 
| All other, n. s. pt Piescsteceien” Se Or SMR no cnccecksoccocess licensees | sedans ea | aielchainthese Alicea i 
265 | Vegetablesin theirnaturalstate,n.s.p.f. i cis n cn eekssdece. a Ree eee Rcd danaccnete EEOROC [rreeeeeeees wre. é 
Fish— ‘ 
266 Other fish eo t shellfish), in tin 
eee i  pecknars contain- ; 
| less than | i 
| Other Li bt dds cvbekwiwetces Gevece WC usdbacéahdhwcednndybehewlschdegscacl oacenaeuncdinaneans i Soevenianhing tte Uibeitakicaes ] 
Dried or smoked— j i 
Cod, haddock, hake, and pollock... . iin 5 cided adltcthbibeddstndig eee clichdnaseteh atcadehsincekeesedhe ebittnedane 
270 | Fruits: 
| Peaches, quiness, ¢ cherries, plums, and on i 
| Se ctcdcs skecesecss (Gas GO” GRE —~ BBB... ccc cecccckescccocee SD dudtentaes fradeacctessslegheuidlsduntbecndeteseviaina - 
| Peaches, pears, sais ther edible fruits, ie 
sr prepared ee ——— | | i 
0 any manner not spe- é 
chy nee ecssmmicstisesss! GON GO  #éGRGB = §§ LOB. ....cccccfeccccccheccccccc|ecccccccse Da aeuaiidaial oa= | smeaanenaiteaqupincs ied i 
(L) Comnfits, sweetmeats, and fruits, i p 
preserved in sugar. molasses, spir- \ 
or in their own juices, n. s. p. f.— | iF 
a not over 10 per cent alco- 5 
DRC iis enliccavdeegtbvobatecces 39.32} 39.32) 20,069. a Deaksiiin iss bdhpadinksadarsnsuietdscseamens tice ceindadideanndlcRebenkene 9 
| (L) Mellie Ria a Ele, win dees 28.00} 28.00} 4,643.11 1,300.05..........|....... Se UR RA. eee er ie ee Et soci 2 
| Pineapples preserved in their own 1 
| _ juice 20.00! 20.00} 2,106.00 Rss tel sh kB eRe tde esd ee od cet sls alee Recitameahs ee 
o73| Lemons 22.34) 33.51|............ Reo | $1,236.00)" 50. 60)" $376.15)“ “$4ial 9) 2252225227: cP oy OS a ee , 
oO 43.09} 43.09} 8,001.97) 3,447.96).......... ae DA icndekndaedien ae cla se ee a 5 
(L) -| 71.82) 71.82 222. 63 150. 89).......... Rckiveit i onalighsadeindaeds Pe Dacees Tet intdlaagsiinecers E 
( L) Grapeiruit, ,Shaddocks, or pomelos 32.69} 32.69) 10,963.00 8 8 Rcukaona nidhdéceubsdbencenac pam aeeees S aineed Eneditientiieketascceae f 
275 ( | : 
In barrels or other packages......... EES Eelincsdunddbibesaiaeed 1649, 723. 70 78. 57/96, 687. a1! 5 died tat Ra sccea- date ced 4 
BE iiedhcdlientorsnassbagneves DEE ~ Se cbbcnssbaesDbecbansdones | 36,900} 14.29) 76.72 ee cebene ‘ 
Meat products: i 
280 DAO IIS Sos d eco ccosepeccseses 12. 00 9.61 
PUI is ins <uieeths aplsbcboscs<ue 16.00} 12.00) 
282 Meats of all kinds, or pre- i] 
served, not specially provided for....} 20.00) 20.00 be f 
ye! Re * SR) SR ae? 16.00} 12.00 | | | 4 
208 | Fees cds bebb Misty enteyecics 11.16} 7. 45) x 
288 Cocoa, prepared or manufactured,n.s.p.f.: ¥ 
Valued above 15 cents and not above 
| cm 24 iste per pound....... sities i 19.19} 19.19 ® 
. — or man ; 
ot specially provided for: | | 7 
aod aot oar 15 cents per pound. . . 15.38) 15.38 id 
v ralued ean and not above ne 
24 cents per pound. ................. 7 17.79 
Valued above 35 cents per pound...... 40.00} 40.00 ; 
292 Stareh and all preparations fit for use as | f 
MUI ree sia os 6 Sa Didi tests aii |--+2-+-+- pea 66. 22) 44.13 ; 
Obit Sank’ Settesedecscs ces | 17.81 19. 225, 364.29' 59,064. 26 651, 328. 70) 14. 39)97, 040. 28 111, 001. 72) 113. 02 81.04 p 
SCHEDULE H—SPIRITS, WINES, AND | | l H 
OTHER BEVERAGES. | | 
S07 | TRI tat Sethe ce ett cocnsecebsececes F714) BO.14).. 2. eeeen fer eeeeeceees 7.00; 15.56 Se , 5. ee ladesransihtinnstihanedesdane | a E 
A ADL ad eienthnhsesct cbs. 0cece 1,647. 88\1, 904. 31|............ oe SUR FON ne ii cated lm cone ecleckecccdsecsccecesccce i 
Other —— not ate provided for, | | - 
From A a 
SE teitabecnicatbsonncas kde ene cadcnscoans 2.00} 17.91 ee as ; 
From other materials.................. 164.36) 189. 93)............ ticaneits ee ee D cescesseciecconccocse Pl 
299 ond ee preparations of — dis- . 
hief L e oni peciall for 248. | 4 
¢ ne, not s — r. ee cinwneectecthevencececed ee ee Sn, Fn. cclocaccnsesesiaceceecs i 
300 Cordials, liqueurs, arrack, — 
kirsch wasser, ratafia, and other 
uous beverages or bitters con 
spirits, and ee eens oe rt GAG i Mildiccent Ib ctesccncdix 108.50} 15. 56 88. 83 SEN Sst nondenns Letpevedpadetepetdlstmacsacces 
iV — and ginger wine or ginger cor- j 
| In bottles or jugs— 
Containing each more than 1 pint | { 
203 | Wines eee eet vast. had Ge GRO. 4... cheer il winaitiinne 44.00] 15.62 14. 08 MEE cceencestinthasess- [ecccccccccsfocsccccccce - 
con more than 24 | i 
= aa cd C 
nempepmoend all other sparkling, in | ‘ 
Containing more than pint each 
and not more than 1 pint.......... EIS OEE en 20.00} 20.00 6. 40 tain atlantis cneneensbasaanaai ¥ 
Containing more than 1 ~ =A : 
and not more than 1 quart........ 28.63! 34. 36!..... eeusvecladeeecoecces re (i! ° SEI. con. ccalensanadadengsancealegneheannl 
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Duty increased. Duty decreased. 


| 



































2076 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 
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Under reciprocity treaty with Cuba—Continued. 


7 aeepeeERE 


; 
val | 
a —— - | Duty unchanged. Duty inereased. Duty decreased. 
cand Classification of present law (Act of 1897). 
. | | -. 
of ae mia 
Italies indicate H. R. 1438, as reported | Per | Revenue under— Per Revenue uncer 
- by Committee on Finance to the | ,, ...;|Confer-| Value of ee | Value of | cent Value of | cent el 
1909, | United States Senate. law. | ence | imports, on a. | imports,| of imports, . 
| bill. | 1907. 1907. | im- | Present} Confer- 1907. de- | Present 
. crease.) law. | ence bill. crease.| law. 


rn fm ———— 


— 


Confer- 
| ence bill, 


aitieeiall 


SCHEDULE H—SPIRITS, WINES, AND OTHER | 
BEVERAGES—continued. 


304 | Still wines and rice wine or sake and simi- 
lar beverages: 
In bottles or jugs— 
Containing each more than 1 pint | P.ct. | P. ct. 
and not more than 1 quart 15.16} 17.53 $76.00; 15.63) $11.52 
16.6; BF cn caxcusadin dead 16. 00 16. 00 $238. 00 Ge ike kchoss Dilan bn 06 tame 006 hve tideanedllniaaaniieaemmdeedibaiines stn «oo 
809 | Mineral waters and all imitations of nat- 
ural mineral waters, and all artificial 
mineral waters n. s. p. f.: 
In green or colored glass bottles— 
Containing not more than 1 pint.... 
Otherwise than in such bottles, or in 
bottles containing more than 1 quart. 


84.23, 2,234.40, 15.63 
SCHEDULE I—COTTON MANUFACTURES. | ir F 

$22 | Clothing, ready-made, and articles of 

wearing apparel of every description, 

including neckties or neckwear, made 

up or manufactured, wholly or in part, 

by the tailor, seamstress, or manufac- 

turer, and not otherwise provided for. . 
330 | All other manufactures of cotton 


| 


SCHEDULE J—FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE, AND F 
MANUFACTURES OF. 


345 | (L) Laces, lace window curtains, tidies, 
illow shams, bed sets, insertings, 
ouncings, and other lace articles; 

napkins and other articles, made 

wholly or in part of lace, or in imita- 
tion oflace; nets or nettings, veils and 
veilings, etamines, vitrages, neck ruf- 
flings, ruchings, tuekings, flu s,and 
quillings; embroideries, and all trim- 
mings, including braids, edgings, in- 
sertings, flouncings, galloons, gorings, 
and bands; and articles or fabrics em- 
broidered in any manner by hand or 
machinery, whether with a letter 
monogram, or otherwise; tamboured 
or appliquéed articles or fabrics; hem- 
stitched or tucked flouncings or skirt- 
ings and articles made-wholly or in 
part of rufflings, tuckings, or ruchings; 
composed wholly or in chief value of 
cotton, and notelsewhere specially pro- 
vided for, whether composed in part of 
india rubber or otherwise 

(L) Nn (of cotton) made 
wholly or in part oflace, or in imitation 
of lace, embroidered by hand or ma- 
chinery with a letter, monogram, or 

otherwise, or tam boured or appliquéed . 

(L) Laces, lace window curtains, tidies, 
illow shams, bed sets, insertings, 
jouncings, and other lace articles; nap- 

kins, wearing apparel, and other arti- 
cles, made wholly or in part of lace, or 
in imitation of lace; nets or nettings, 
veils, and veilings, etamines, vi S, 
neck rufflings, ruchings, tuckings, flut- 
ings, and quillings: embroideries and 
all trimmings, including braids, edg- 
ings, insertings, flouncings, galloons, 
gorings, and bands, and other articles 
or fabrics embroidered in any manner 
by hand or machinery, whether with a 
letter, monogram, or otherwise; tam- 
boured or appliquéed articles, fabrics, 
or wearing apparel; hemstitched or 
tucked flouncings or skirtings, amd ar- 
ticles made wholly or in part of ruf- 
flings, tuckings, or ruchings,composed 
wholly or in chief value of flax or other 
vegetable fiber (except cotton), and not 
elsewhere specially provided for, 
whethercomposed in part of india rub- 
ber or otherwise 

(L) Handkerchiefs, composed of flax or 
other vegetable fiber: 

Embroidered by hand or machinery, 
with a letter, monogram, or other- 
wise; tamboured or appliquéed, or 
made wholly or in part of lace or ir : 
imitation of lace wwerceeeeentens«eenleeeeeeeeernp en 

Woven fabries or articles n. s. p. f., com- 
posed of flax, hemp, or ramie, or in 
part cotton, or of which these sub- 
stances, or either of them, is thecom- 

ment material of chief value, weigh- 
ing 44 ounces or more per square yard: 

All on which ordinary duty does not 
ammount to 50 per cent 
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Rese 08 Duty unchanged. Duty increased. Duty decreased. 3 
Paf8-| Classification of present law (Act of 1897). ; 


ib 
a Italies indieate H. R. 1438, as reported 


by Per | Revenue under— Per | Revenue under— 
Act | “Committee on Finanee to the United cont Value of | cent 








imports, | of } 
in- | Present! Confer- 1907. de- | Present | Confer- 
erease., law. | ence bill. crease.| law. (ence bill. 





— 








| SCHEDULE J—FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE, AND 
MANUFACTURES or—continued. 


LESS RD REL GREP HWS TP 


sl Plain woven fabrics of flax, ey pe 
| orof — these substances or either ther of 
| them is component seateatel of chief 
| value, fncluding sac ass known as shirt 
ing cloth, less than 44 ounces per 
| — yard (and containing more than 
threads to oe square inch, counting 
| the warp and filling)....................- 
Allother manufactures of flax, aap, ae 
or other tn pee fiber (excep Gotton), 
or of whi betemeen, or either 
of them, is the component material of 

chief value, n. s. p. f.: 

Flax manufactures... . .....cccccoccccccces 


SPORE O TSR eee ee EEE HERE eee eee EEE EET Hee eee EERE EEE EH Owe eee ee 


or 
Ww oe hair of the — goat vor potas 
| like animals, and manufac = 
Unmanufactured. 
365 Class 1: Merino, mestiza, metz, or metis 
wools, or other wools of Merino b! > 
| immediate or remote, Down clothin, 
wools, and wools of like character wi 
any of the receding, 
dad, China lamb’s wok, Castel Bran- 
co, Adrianople skin wool or butchers’ 
wool, and such as have been hereto- 
fore usually imported into the United 
States from Buenos Aires, New Zea- 
land, Australia, Cape of Good Hope 
Russia, Great Britain, Canada, Egypt, 
Morocco, and elsewhere, and all 
not hereinafter included in classes 2 
13— 


Manufactures composed wholly or in part 
of wool, ete.: 
All other manufactures wholly or in 


Valued [ than 70cents d. 
more 70cen pound.. 
Cloths, woolen or worsted— ” 
(L) Valued above 70 cents per pound. 
Wearing ap — thing, ready-made, 
and articles of wearing apparel, made up 
or manufactured, wholly or in part, not 


— rovided for— 
tted MG didehovcndbeccéjuscsepeete 


“ er clothing, ready-made, and articles ; a4. a Baa get gpm eae Pa. a3 
of wearing — made up or manu- | 
factured who 


SO Eee eee EERE EE EEF eee eee TT EEE EHH ERE EEO Ee 


re ee =| Pe. De . scccdubecudensacsbesmudnibdtalbesebacicos cosnenelsésccedons 


SCHEDULE L—SILKS, AND SILK GOODS. 


398 | Laces, and articles made wholly or in part of 
lace, edgings,insertings, galloons,chiffons 
or other ne, ornaments, nets or a 
gs and veilings, , +. rufflings, 
ings, braids, fringes eninge, ee 
eries, and qrtishosembecidere by hand or 
,or tamboured or appliquéed. . 
Wearing ap 


Ready-tandeclothing and other articles of 


wearing apparel 
399 | All manufactures of silk not specially pro- 
Canna dkcsedcs dns tnandccescants 


Total Schedule L..................... 
SCHEDULE M—PULP, PAPERS, AND BOOKS. 





83. i iinnsccadacadnnenens ite ee) eR ana ctes 
76. 00) i nccciclieatiins tie i 


71] 266. 00! 121. 60 

















408 | (L) Fm ae prints from stone, zinc, 

aluminum, or other material, bound or 
unbound, not elsewhere specified: 

On cardboard or other material exceeding 

thio inch in thickmess.................. 

(L) hic cigar labels, a and 

ry tered or blank, printed from 

stone, "zine, al aluminum, or other mate- 


eee eewnwe 


Pee ee Tere iT Te etree tee ee es 
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graphi 
0 
Act 
of 
1909. 


471b 


Classification of present law (Act of 1897). 


Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as reported 
by Committee on Finance to the 
United States Senate. 


SCHEDULE M—PULP, PAPERS, 


BooKs—continued. 


AND 


Manufactures of paper, or of which paper 
is the component material of chief 
BURGE DiS Bitscnccpcatvecskicbsssicicd 


Total Schedule M 
SCHEDULE N—SUNDRIES. 


ete, bonnets, and hoods and materials 
or: 

Hats, bonnets, and hoods composed 
wholly or in chief value of straw, chip, 
grass, palm leaf, willow, osier, rat- 
tan, Cuba bark, or manila hemp, 
whether wholly or partly manufac- 
tured— 

Not trimmed 


Buttons, or parts of buttons, and button 
molds or blanks, finished or unfin- 
ished: 

Collar and cuff buttons and studs, 
composed wholly of bone, mother-of- 
pearl, or ivory 

(L) Toys: Dolls, doll heads, toy marbles 

of whatever materials composed, and 
all other toys not composed of rubber, 
china, porcelain, parian, bisque, earth- 
en or stone ware, and not specially 
provided for 

(L) Feathers and downs, not specially 
provided for, including bird skins or 
parts of, with the feathers on: 

Crude or not dressed, colored, or man- 
ufactured— 
SE tend nactpkschcaes tdenbesvens 
Dressed, colored, or manufactured, in- 
—s dressed and finished birds 
suitable for millinery ornaments— 
BEG cov vatheostdddccane+«ctuntnes 
(L) Feathers, artificial or ornamental, 
fruits, ns, leaves, flowers, and 
stems, or parts of, of whatever mate- 
rial composed, n. S. p. f................ 

Fans: All except palm leaf 

Human hair: 

Manufactures of, n. s. p. f............. 

(L) Jewelry, articles commonly known 

as, and parts thereof, finished or un- 
finished, n. s. p. f., used to be worn upon 
the person or carried in the hand for pur- 
pose of adornment or utility, m in 
part of metal, including chain purses, 
and bags, of gold or silver wire or imita- 
tions thereof, tmonnaies, watch 
charms and guards, including precious 
stones and corals set, pearls set or 
strung, and cameos in frames 

Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether 
dry, salted, or pickled: 

Other cattle hides 

Leather and manufactures of: 

BE ME Nac naka dioasanecsccy 
Boots and shoes Y 
Manufactures of leather, n. s. p. i...... 

Manufactures of— 

Candles and tapers of wax 

Straw and grass, n. s. p. f 
L) Shell and mother-of-pear 

laster rock or gypsum, manufactures of. | 

(L) Shells, engraved, cut, ornamented, or | 

otherwise manufactured 

(L) Paintings, in oil or water colors, | 
pastels, and pen-and-ink drawings. .| 

Plates or films, photographic, dry | 

(L) Pipes and smokers’ articles: 

Pipes, — bowls of other material, 

and all smokers’ articles not specially 

rovided for, including cigarette 

ks, cigarette-book covers, pouch- 

es for smoking or chewing tobacco, 
and cigarette paper in all forms 


(L) Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades, | 


and sticks for: 
Sticks for umbrellas, parasols, or sun- 
shades 
L) Sticks for walking canes 
bers, all other dressed 


Equivalent ad 
valorems. 


Value of 
imports, 


‘. 





P.d. | P.d. | 
28. 00 28. 00) 


20. 20) 


20. 80 


12.00 


40. 00) 


32. 00) 
32. 00) 
16. 00) 


12. 24) 


32. 00) 
32. 00) 
16. 


3. 
13. 
1, 182. 00 





0. 56) 
57. #6 57. 30 88,802,871.24 


Duty unchanged. 


4, 940. 90) 


Duty increased. 


| 


Per 
Value of | cent 
imports, of 
1907. in- | Present 
crease. | law. 


Revenue 
under 
presen. 
law. 


85.16, $75. 00) 17.76) 


}  ccsdecntanteiiis kadlllipe 
1,348.78 2,863.00 30.72 


| Revenue under— 


498. 72| 333,044.00 99.88) 39, 986.34 


[i2-214, 102.96 668, 577.01) 12.71 105,408.21|120, 747. 84 2, 475, 663. 3, 60. 041 228,075.18) 70,611 


Duty decreased. 


. ini — 


Per Revenue under— 
Value of Leia 
imports, _— 
1907. Present | Confer. 
law. | ence bill, 


i 


Confer- 
ence bill. 


48.84 
88 
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From Philippine Islands, under act of March 8, 1902. 











| Duty decreased. 








erp Classification of present law (Act of 1897). a 
Revenue under— ‘ 
t nie indicate H. R. 1438 
Ae | tee on Finance to the eT teeeloe ceeremaninnneat ; 
1909. Present Confer- : 

law. ence bill. 
SCHEDULE A—CHEMICALS, OILS, AND PAINTS. 
3 


Bais dill se dna cng posewiinns cess <t BE WeiknttilicicncabdhscccubDebsntediicnesstvecncced GINSENG abel $2, 860. 87 Free. ' 
17 a - articles of which collodion or any com- 


Se is the component material 
of poumiet vi 
In finished or partly finished articles— 


PE ich dpcbiidtutinpeupstschocteasctutin St Dicctinkindeckiibtlieh aMicsksisdeassccd  Weeineccn 3.11} Free, 
DANN aathcthnstntieincnisdiedl . IMinescncaditancectdsacstidbitdeocsdedivecdsectacsdvesceced MD MEsseses: | 2,868.98).......... 
SS. _O™aaS 3 
SCHEDULE B—EARTHS, EARTHENWARE, AND | 
@ ARE. 


, Plain green or colored, 
Petinolded or presed— 


"Othe, iO peroent cence would be less . f 
ES Se ee ee ee ee en ee ee | ae 70 Free ae] 
106 | (L) yn 9m eo i 
: aceon -_ —_ 2 lenses and 7 cal } i 
fnstruments, and frames or mountings for same, ei 
Ww = NT nn 66s dhbacndbecintsiienses SE. ME ichibieieitqnsndletdctcdebesescidinccascecdsecsssce, >»: A ewnens 1.01 Free. Lh 
107 | (L) G@ mdows, stained or painted, or parts . p 
thereof, and all mirrors not exceeding my size 144 
square inches, with or without frames or cases... .. ’ . 00}.....-. BGR. cdcccccae 
ee cnencanaamencaaerncetieds WEG ccccai dacs <nadsdnccesscloscocsedlecccccdnasdesedibosssed,)) |: MieMlicucens 4.72 Free 


eter elietedneteietnd eriemamatiad ennai iene ert eens nnn inne inte 
SS. §$_- [SS lS ee ————————ee eee 


| 
Pre SCHEDULE C—METALS, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


151 | Tones Sa , pruning, and budding 
‘ves, or erasers, manicure knives, 

or parts of, wholly or partly manufactured— 
by - 4 more than $1.25 and not exceeding $3 per 











nieatncnsspeqneshnogsaatanescaneenetoees . Pinaceae 1.50 Free. 
152 | (1) Swords sword blades, and side arms (bayonets). " ‘ META ccenne 6.85) Free. 
153 | cooks’, kitchen, bread, butter, 
table, fruit, and cheese knives, forks, and 
finished or ed— 
~ nives, forks, or steels, imported without han- 
Other, ‘on which eee ke Cu Ge to oe Spas 
to 45 per ipualieddtitdioninnthhdacakeue 3 | viens 3.04 Free ae 
155 | Firearms: oi 
| —— muzzle-loading shotguns, rifles, and parts . i 
pesecccessocescoocedpoccccccscccccssccsoscscccse| 18.75) FB. leccccccclocccccccleccocecclececces|sccccccslecccccce| Mr O0j....... 3. 75) ree. ue 
157 | (L) to lates, or articles of iron, steel, cr ; ha 
os me quunaiol or glazed with vitreous - y X 
i ee | er. TE cococksemeedbiicccdecteisccaccdiocsesecciocecscess: 4 2 2 4 40«-«-§- HO. cece 2.70) ‘ree. BR 
(LE) Laces, exibsoideries, braids, guiloons, értmamin | en 
or other articles made wholly or in chief rabee 4 of f 
tinsel wire, lame or lahn, bullion, or metal threads... . \ lntcubendnegnscscel.~..-.  iiimends 1.80) Free i 
Waten movements: | ‘f 
ws not more than 7 jewels..................... \ . cil aesasins 6.87 Free. + 
Watch cases and parts of <n including dials... . Linthaaes 10.80 Free. % 
195 | Articles = wares, n. s. p. £, composed wholly or in. e 
| Iron and steel, manufactures of.................... ; , sis tesictieass .34l Free. 3 
| Metals and metal a manufactures of... . > ined 76, 23 Free. 
| (L) Silver, manufactures of...........-....2+2200s- . > Us <csnes 2.72 Free. : 
| Mc sccsicecsccascsccnscescocccoccccccccccss . | | | SUib co nins 116.60)........20 ve 
SCHEDULE D—WOOD, AND MANUFACTURES OF. re 
197 | Lumber: u i 
Sawed lumber, not ot specially provided for— 4 
De a nicnndcdencasccchecscccecs bi y i a inca 37. 50) Free, f P 
199 | Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other forms ofsawed f 
cedar, lignum-vitee, ——— ebony, box, grana- ” 
mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all ee 
other cabine woods not further manufac _ ; i 
Pedbubedenah osseanehbesscccecoccebesccecocs is Sececes . ree. ta 
211 Sosuinemaiiiesbabane wholly 0 roistisoame 5 Aadaed 46.20 ‘Free. tal 
—s or of which | fs 
nent material o chief value, n. s. p. f bubsabtnaewina 26. chiieniedersninnesntiasccceedecesseesd, 4 jj§ Giailesesces | 126. 10 Free, & 
| TPO. ...-ssseressessncsesessneecseseecneeeess a 9. 00 Save awe SC cetiadltinittlnchsesdnancsans ceased TT canadienne f 
ees ee a ey ee Se ee 
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From Philippine Islands under act of March 8, 1902—Continued. 


Equivalent ad Duty 


valorems. Duty increased. 


Classification of present law (Act of 1897). 
, Revenue un- 
Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as reported by Commit- | Value | Reve- | vane! Per der— 
tee on Finance to the United States senate. Presen Senate | of im- nue cent 
law. bill. | ports, of in- 
. |crease.| Present Senate 
law. bill. 


SCHEDULE E—SUGAR, MOLASSES, AND MANUFAC- 
TURES OF. 


213 | Sugar, Dutch standard in color: 
Not above No. 16, tank bottoms, sirups of cane 
juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete 
and concentrated molasses, testing by the polari- | 
scope— 
Cane— | Per ct. 
TSG ONO TE GOB sos 6 bcs dawns steicerevéotises | 36.27 
Not above 81 degrees | 27.27 
OT Bie iin cn seass ise scecedsassad | 43.29) 
Not above 83 degrees. ...........ccccccccccccceee | 44 88) 
Not above 85 degrees 48. 71) 
pO IE. Sy ee | 46.39 
Not above 87 degrees 
Not above 88 degrees 
Not above 89 degrees 


SCHEDULE F—TOBACCO, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


Tobacco, and manufactures of: 
Unmanufactured— 

Wrapper and filler tobacco when mixed or 
packed with more than 15 per cent of wrap- 
per tobacco, and all leaf tobacco the prod- 
uct of two or more countries and dependen- 
cies, when mixed or packed together— 


Filler tobacco, not specially provided for— 
IN: ic tac banked Lkcbebeshcasebons tones 

Cigars and cheroots, all kinds 

Cigarettes, and paper cigars, including wrappers. 


, palms, draceenas, crotons, and azaleas; tu- 
lips, hyacinths, narcissi, jonquils, lilies of the val- 
ley, and all other bulbs, bulbous roots, or corms, | 
which are cultivated for their flowers 


SCHEDULE H—SPIRITS, WINES, AND OTHER BEVER- 
AGES. 


Mineral waters and all imitations of natural mineral 
waters, and all artificial mineral waters n. s. p. £.: 
In green or colored glass bottles— 
Containing not more than 1 pint (from Philip- 
pine Islands) 
Containing more than 1 pint and not more than 
1 quart 
Still wines, in bottles or jugs: 
Containing each more than 1 pint and not more 
than 1 quart 


SCHEDULE I—COTTON MANUFACTURES, 


Cloth: 

Exceeding 100 pas not —_ jing 150 Cae filling the 
square inch, counting the w an -- 
Bleached— nd 

(L) Valued at over 11 cents per square yard. . . 
Clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing ap- 
parel of every description, including neckties or 
neckwear, made up or manufactured, wholly or 
in , by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, 
and not otherwise provided for 
All other manufactures of cotton 


SCHEDULE J—FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE, AND MANU- 
FACTURES OF. 


(L) Laces, lace window curtains, tidies, pillow 
shams, bed sets, insertings, flouncings, and other 
lace articles; napkins and other articles, e 
wholly or in part of lace, or in imitation of lace; 
nets or nettings, veils, and veilings, etamines, 
vitrages, neck rufflings, ruchings, tuckings 
flutings, and quillings; embroideries, and all 
—- uding nae edgings, — 
ngs, Houncings, — ngs, an > 
and articles or fabrics embroidered in an 
manner by hand or machinery, whether wi 
a letter, monogram, or otherwise; tamboured 


Aveust 5, 
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From Philippine Islands, under act of March 8, 1902—-Continued. 


Beyostent of Duty increased. Duty decreased. 


al Classification of present law (Act of woh 


o 

Act —_ = = 1438, b Con- 
of the Waltod States Present} fer- 
1909. law. = 


Revenue un- 
der— Per | Revenue under— i 
cent —— Value of cent | r 


.| imports 
“ae 1b07. ; cease Present Confer- 


bill. law. ence bill. 

















wim t a a oF 


SCHEDULE J—FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE, AND 
MANUFACTURES OF—continued. 


e  eppitented articles or fabrics; hemstitched or 
or existing», and articles made 
wholly orin of ruffli uckings, or ruchings; 
composed wholly or in ch t vane of cotton, and 
not elsewhere at provided for, whether com- | Per ct. | Per ct. 
posed in part of india rubber or otherwise......... 45.00; F 
(L) Weartle @n ryt cotton) made wholly or in 
art of lees, or in imitation of lace, embroidered by 
and or machinery with aletter, monogram, or oth- 
erwise, or tamboured or ap sppliquéed Cece e eh reeaw 
(L) Laces, lace window cur 
bed sets, Sins, aie flou uncings, and other lace arti- 
cles; na — and other articles, 
made w Soin cet part oflace or in imitation of lace; 
nets or a veils and veilings, etamines, vit- 
rages, neck , ruchings, tuckings, fluti 
al — embroideries an and all ok ol 
cluding b oe 
loons, gorings, an bands, and other articles or a 
rics embroi in any manner by hand or ma- 
chinery, whether with aletter, monogram, or other- 
wise; tamboured or appli uéed es fabrics, or 
weari apparel; pohe ed or tuc flouncings 
- = ings, am and cle made wholly or in part of 
ne.’ , or ruchings, com: wholly or 
i. chief value of or other vegetable fiber (except 
cotton), and not elsewhere ly provided for, 
whether composed in part of india rt ber or other- 
CG ah dend dr db is Rodel ch Seach ccnuncutawenasessses ‘ 
(L) Wearing reek wholly or in part oflace or 
in Wwaitation embroidered, by hand or ma- 
chinery, with atetter, monogram, or otherwise; or 
tamboured or appliquéed, composed wholly or in 
chief value of flax or other vegetable fiber, except 


347 | Burlaps, plain woven fabrics of si jute yarn: 

All other not specnich oe SS ; . Se umasedlasuccnddicesecetiaamenessineescedel 
| (L) Pile fabrics, of which flax is Geosenapenai mate- 
rial of chief ‘value, and manufactures of ........... i iu LA eedhdksbvbelecedaditbbdbeage 
351 | Handkerchiefs composed of flax, hemp, or ramie, or 
of which these substances, or either of them, is 
thecomponent material of chief value, whether in 
the piece or otherwise, and whether finished or 
unfinished: 


Not hemmed, or hemmed only.................... . enc eaihdheeddinedsdhdieunteubinesscassIbenesese 
352 | Woven fabrics or articles n. s. p. ¥ , Com: of flax, 
a ,or in part cotton or of which these 
either of them, is the component 
material of cond —_ weighing 44 ounces or 
more per square 
Allon — einer ¢ duty does not amount to 50 


Pielke wont coal fabrics of flax, bey or ramie, or of 
which these substances or either of them is thecom- 
Enow nent material of chief value, including such as is 

wn as os cloth, weighing less than 45 
unces per sq and containing more than 

10 threads to D the square inch, counting the warp 
an | EE ST SL ee ee 

All ae flax hemp, ramie or other 

table fiber (except cotton), or of which these 
vuletamnes, or either of them, is the component 
material of chief value, n. s. p. f.: 
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Ramie or other vegetable fiber manufactures....... oi 
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SCHEDULE K—WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF WOOL. 5 5 
| 

Wool, hair of the camel, goat, al or other like as 

and manufactures of: oH 


Se 0 
— 


process of man » 
(ly Phot = not provided for 
a epbings ee Pp ine Islands)........... 


) 
w orin part of wool— 
a more than 40 not more than 70 


ee ee eee ee eee eer eee ee ree ee ee eee 


Other clothing ready-made, and articles of wearin, 
apparel, in ainda sas 


eee eeeee Pee eee eee rere ee eee eee 
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From Philippine Islands, under act of March 8, 1902—Continued. 


Equivalent ad Duty 
valorems. 


Classification of present law (Act of 1897). 


Italies indicate H. R. 1438, as re by Commit- 
tee on Finance to the Walsod Bectee Senate. 


SCHEDULE L—SILKS, AND SILK GOODS. 


Fabrics, woven in the piece: 
Weighing morethan} ounce and less than 14 ounces 
per square yard— 
In the gum, or dyed in the thread or yarn 


Weighing not less than 14 ounces and not more 
8 ounces per square yard— 
D in the thread or yarn— 
lack, except selvedges— 
Ca more than 45 per cent in weight 
of silk— 
Weight not increased beyond original 
weight of the raw silk 
396 | Handkerchiefs or mufflers composed wholly or in 
art of silk, whether in the piece or otherwise, 
ished or unfinished: 
Not hemmed or hemmed only— 
On which ordinary duty does not amount to 50 
per cent 
Hemstitched, or imitation hemstitched, orrevered 
or having drawn threads, or embroidered in 
any manner, whether with an initial letter, 
monogram, or otherwise, by hand or machin- 
ery, or tamboured, appliquéed, or made or 
trimmed wholly or in part with lace, or with 
tucking or insertion— 
Weighing not less than 14 ounces and not more 
than 8 ounces per square yard— 
os which ordinary duty does not amount to 
Laces, and articles made wholly or in part of lace, 
edgings, insertings, galloons, chiffons oar other 
flouncings, ornamenés, nets or nettings and veilings, 
neck rufflings, ruchings, braids, fringes, trimmings, 
embroideries, and articles embroidered by hand or 
machinery, or tamloured or appliq 
Beltings, bindings, not erceeding 1% inches in width, 
and i with fast edges, bone casings, braces, cords, 
cords and tassels, garters, gorings, ders, 
tubings, and webs and webbings, com wholly 
or in part of silk, and whether composed in part of 
india rubber or otherwise, if not embroidered in 
any manner by hand oe I i L122 
Ribbons, not exceeding 12 inches in width, and if with 
‘ast edges b * 12.76 
Wearing apparel: } 
Knit goods, made up wholly or in part by the 
tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer . 00} : | 6.30 Free. 
Ready-madeclothing and other articles of wearing 
apparel . 00) 5 191.93 Free. 
All manufactures of silk not specially provided for. . ; . 5 420.61) Free. 


SCHEDULE M—PULP, PAPERS, AND BOOKS. 


BE CRATING, BB Bi bons ce peccdnsceveiedicnneved 
Books, pamphlets, bound or unbound, maps, charts, 
music in books or sheets, and all printed matter, n. 


graphs 
Manufactures of paper, or of which paper is the com- 
ponent material of chief value, n. s. p. f 


SCHEDULE N—SUNDRIES. 


Fabrics, nets, or nettings, laces, embroideries, gal- 
loons, wearing 1, ornaments, , cur 
tains, fringes, and other articles not y pro- 
vided for, composed wholly or in part (chief caine) 
of beads or spangles made of glass or paste, gelatin, 
—_ ce other material, but not composed in part 
of woo 

Hats ,bonnets, and hoods, and materials for: 

Hats bonnets, and hoods composed wholly or in 
chief value of straw, chip, grass, palm leaf, wil- 
low, osier, rattan, Cuba bark, or manila hemp, 
whether wholly or partly manufactured— 

Not trimmed 


Brushes, feather dusters, and hair cils 
Buttons, or of buttons, and button molds or 
blanks, ed or unfinished: 
I I Ti iin acm win tie imine ioe al 
(L) Toys: Dolls, doll heads, to 
terials composed, and al 


ms 
posed of rubber, porce! 
earthen or stone ware, and not 


for 
iii ahtecinetitint orvithatnintnniiidiicneenion ices 
Furs dressed on the skin, but not made up into 


les: 
Manufactures of, not specially provided for— 
All other...... oncesnee eeecevecescoce eecececce soe 
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oan Classification of present law (Act of 1897). 


wet | Italics indicate H. R. 1438, as reported by Commit- 
of tee on Finance to the United States Senate. 


1909. 





SCHEDULE N—SUNDRIES—continued. 


436 | Fans: All amt leaf. ata ciate nie spnennes 
444 | (L) Je : es common own as, and parts 
¢ ) Ferrel ‘haldhed or undid ,n.s. p. f., used to 

be worn upon the person or carried in the hand for 
pane Sees o ae, made in part of 

metal, uding chain purses, and bags, of gold or 

silver wire or imitations thereof eres 

watch charms and guards, including precious 

stones and corals set, pearls set or strung, and 
EN annchnsenenteuindescangcnnace 
Other NG Scat icckarecdscoadacstwete 
L) P in their natural state, not strung or set... 

ther and manufactures of: 

Te i noe ite rauinn etnies 
Manufactures of leather, n. s. p. f.................- 
G55 | TGRS AR Te Oe Be Bin 6 oe ccc ccccccccccccccecssse 
| CApetP I Ol Or Th Be ddan <5 cn cccccccctonnces 
| (L) Ivory and vegetable ivory, n. @.S............... 
| (L) Shell and mother-of-pearl. ...................... 

| (L) Shells, engraved, cut, ornamented, or otherwise 
| SR Wid laces wits a ddn inate otiasoahila 

462 (L) Paintings, in oil or water colors, pastels, and pen- 
| Cs nn. ccececnanhanmeenas 
Pipes, pipe bowls of other material, and all smokers’ 
articles not specially provided for, including — 

rette books, cigarette-book covers, pouches for 
smoking or chewing tobacco, and cigarette paper in 


all forms 
(L) Sticks for walking canes... ....................- 





Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In addition to the foregoing tables, I 
also desire to have printed in the Recorp certain telegrams and 
a letter of Mr. Frank Chambers. These are offered because of 
the statements made in the letter of Mr. Singleton to the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lover], which has been printed in the 
REcoRD, 

(Telegrams. ] 
Senator Ropert M. La FOLLerre, 
United States Senate: 

Standard serges selling last yer at 75 cents, 95 cents, $1.15, advanced 
since tariff passed Senate to 97 cents, $1.32, and $1.50; respecting all 
other medium grade worsteds in a" operation of Dingley bill 
a= outset has doubled price of all worsted cloths used for ready-made 
‘lothing. 
or CLOTHIERS’ ASSOCIATION. 


New Yor«, August 5, 1909. 
Hon. Ropert M. La FOLLETT, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. O.: 

Standard 18-ounce clays sold in 1897 at 95 cents per yard. Price to- 
day $1.80 per yard; 31/92 serge, a number that has a larger distribution 
than any other serge made and is a basis for the entire market on staple 
goods, was sold by the American Woolen Company in the first year of its 
existence at 85 cents. The present price is $i 0; the price last year 
was $1.15; the highest previous price was $1.35. - 

CLOTHIERS’ ASSOCIATION. 


In addition to these telegrams I received the following mes- 
sage over the telephone, which was taken down: 


New Yore City, August 5, 1909. 
Hon. Roserr M. La Fouuerre, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Standard 18-ounce clays sold in 1897 at 95 cents a yard; last year, | 


when panic prices prevailed, they sold at $1.45 per yard, and are sell- 
ing to-day for the spring season of 1910 at $1.80. No. 31/92 blue 
serge, which has the largest distribution in the general market of any 
cloth from which clothing is made, and which is used as a basis for the 
entire market on staple goods, was sold by the American Woolen Com- 
a in the first year of fts existence, which was shortly after the Ding- 
ey bill became a law, at 85 cents a yard. Last year, which was the 
panic year, it sold at $1.15 a yard, and is — now for the spring 
Season of 1910 at $1.50 yr yard. In both these instances of cloth for 
popular-priced clothing the price to-day is much higher than ever before 
in the history of the trade. The previous highest recorded price for 
No. 31/92 blue serge was $1.35 per yard. This was at the height of the 
great m when the price of that popular cloth was arbitrarily ad- 
vanced. The prices quoted in the letter from the Singleton Mills are 
for isolated lines which do not enter into the general trade and can not 
by any means or by anybody familiar with the business be rated as a 
standard or be wood as a basis upon which to quote the prices of cloths 
made into clothing for the masses of the one. 
ILLIAM GOLDMAN, 

(Member of special committee of National Association 

of Clothiers appointed to protest to the President 

‘aie Congress against discriminations in the 

riff. 


Duty increased. Duty decreased. 








Revenue un- 
der— 


——on «6 Whee of 


na Revenue under— 





Value | Per 
under ofim- | cent 


ports, | of in- Confer-| ™ports, | of de. | Confer- 
Present) "1997.’ | crease. — ence 1907. crease.| jy ence 
bill. : bill. 
| 
adel ad iedededie I Gun aa it ode $44. 10 Free. 
GE ce ceed 123. 08 Free. 
ad ccaatenditeséebiccsetn 360. 00)....... 27. 00} Free. 
8.00)... .60| ‘Free. 
| | 
21. OO}....... 3. 94! Free. 
16. OO}. ...... 4. 21) Free. 
SEE catece 5.19 Free. 
147. 00}....... 33. 10 Free. 
Se tendsec 6. 46) Free. 
11,00}....... 2. 89 Free. 
Tiles 1.84) ‘Free. 
| i 
49. 0O}....... z Free. 
| 
| 
i } 
6 Cikniaevnt 1. 80 Free. 
ee dathal’ 17. 10 Free. 
ar |........]  90,551.00!.......] 10,4531) Free. 











$4. 74| 1,524,904. 86)... | 728,351.36} Free. 
j | 


The argument made in the letter of Mr. Singleton, printed in 
the Recorp at the request of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Longe], is practically the same as one made by Mr. Theo- 
dore Justice, of Philadelphia, who offered himself as an exhibit 
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House attired in a 
$12 suit. This argument was fully replied to by Mr. Frank R. 
Chambers, of the committee of the National Association of 
Clothiers. I shall not take the time to read Mr. Chamber’s 
reply in full, and I ask that it be inserted in the Recorp without 
reading : 

New York, July 238, 1909. 
Epittor oF THE JOURNAL OF COMMERCE AND COMMERCIAL BULLETIN. 

Str: The reply of Mr. Theodore Justice, of Philadelphia, to the pro- 
test of the National Association of Clothing Manufacturers, published 
in your issue of July 22, needs to be noticed from the standpoint of the 
clothiers, for its statements are not wholly consistent with the name its 
author bears. 

Its first paragraph contains the misstatement that the National Asso- 
ciation of Clothing Manufacturers protests against the “increase” of 
wool duties proposed in the amended tariff bill. The protest was not 
against an increase, for no increase is proposed ; but our contention was 
for an equalization of the wool duties by an ad valorem duty of 45 per 
cent on wools of classes 1 and 2, known as clothing wools, which would 
actually result in an advance of duty on light shrinking wools, some of 
which now pay as low as 23 per cent cleaned. It would also result in a 
la reduction of duties on the lowest grade of greasy wools, against 
which a duty of 11 cents per pound for wool, grease, and dirt represents 
as much in some cases as 600 per cent or 700 per cent on clean wool. 

\t is true, as Mr. Justice says, that “a noisy and belligerent minority 
is endeavoring to alarm the uninformed public,” although we disagree 
vith him that there is no cause for alarm. The clothiers were late in 
awakening to their interest in tariff revision and their responsibility to 
the uninformed public; but they propose to continue their agitation until 
the noisy and belligerent minorit comes an insistent majority, with 
voting power enough to compel the lawmakers to stop taxing the poor 
man’s wool 700 per cent and the rich man’s wool less than 45 per cent. 

The fact that there has been a world-wide advance in the price of 
wool creates the greater necessity for access to foreign wools of low 
grade in competition with the cheapest of American-grown wools, that 


the price of cloth and clothing might be kept down to a reasonable level ; 
hence it is a fallacy that the tariff has nothing whatever to do with 
the increased cost of clothing. If the tariff has nothing to do with it, 
why have foreign manufacturers advanced their prices but 5 per cent 


to 10 per cent as against 17 per cent to 35 per cent advance by Ameri- 
ean cloth makers? 

Mr. Justice avers that the average aa in the price of cloth of 
which a $10 suit could have been made eight months ago would not in- 
crease the cost of the suit but $1, with a reasonable profit to whole- 
saler and retailer. He mentions a 16-ounce cloth, thereby inadvertently 
recalling that the poor man’s suit once made from cloth weighing 20 
to 22 ounces a yard has been skinned of 25 per cent of its weight ia the 
attempt to conceal its real increase of cost. 

I may as well explain here how advance in cost of cloth affects the 
advance in cost of garments. 7 

On the tariff committee of the National Clothiers’ Association were 
manufacturers of all grades of clothing; and a comparison of their 
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actual experience showed that dollar cloth produced four es of 
suits, classified and retailed generally as follows: “Cheap” at_ $10, 
“medium ” at $12.50, “ good” at $15, “ fine” at $18 to $20, the differ- 
ence being in the way the garments were trimmed and tailored. A step 
up in cost of cloth involves a grade higher trimming and a keep- 
ing cost at a figure to enable the retailer to sell at the standard prices 
at which men’s clothing is usually retailed. Hence cloth costing $1.25 
per yard would produce “ cheap” suits to retail for $12.50, “ medium” 
at $15, “good” at $18, and “ fine” at $22 to $25. 

This substantiates the statement made by the clothiers that a 25 per 
cent advance in their raw material—cloth—results in the same per cent 
of advance in the garment. 

Of course, $10 suits will still be supplied to the man who can pay no 
more, but those suits must inevitably be of poorer quality than need be 
but for an excessive tariff on cheap wool and worsted mill by-products. 

As for the “ unreasonable profits” demanded by retailers, Mr. Jus- 
tice is unfortunate in referring to a suit worn by General Grosvenor for 
the making and trimming of which a tailor had been paid three times 
the price at which the same goods were sold ready-made. Only a small 

ercentage of the American people wear tailor-made garments, and while 
the clothing trade generally is prosperous, its profits are not excessive, 
while it supplies garments of all grades, the best of which, are quite 
equal to good custom work. In another paragraph Mr. Justice admits 
that “competition has reduced the margin of profit on ready-made 
clothing to very reasonable and moderate limits.’ ; 

It would indeed be difficult for anyone to understand why the National 
Association of Clothiers should “ wish to destroy the woolen manufac- 
turing industry of the United States,’ which Mr. Justice seems to think 
would be the result of a tariff reduction, even though the clothiers pro- 
pose a 45 per cent ad valorem duty on clothing wools and 65 per cent 
on manufactured woolens and clothing. What other industry in the 
country is enjoying a eater protection? The fact that the sheep 
ranchmen have a prohibitive tariff of 600 per cent or 700 per cent on 
their low-grade wools, the yarn spinners and cloth weavers 100 per 
cent protection on their product, is the scandal of the Dingley bill; and 
it is against its continuance that we protest. 

And this brings us to labor. It is truly wonderful how the heart of 
the Sa protectionist yearns over the poor herder of sheep. With 
a monopoly of cheap wool his ranchman employer might well afford 
to advance his pay 30 per cent, as Mr. Justice asserts has been done as 
one of the beneficent results of the Dingley tariff. But what about the 
millions of laborers, clerks, and professional men who have not been so 
fortunate? 

No one begrudges the increased wage earnings of the wool-mill oper- 
atives or of those who make clothing. It is surely needed with the price 
of clothing and provisions steadily rising. The millions of intelligent 
American citizens not engaged in the woolen industry understand, or 
should understand, that wages are not wholly regulated by the tariff, as 
is often asserted. If it were true, why do we clothing manufacturers 
pay our cloth cutters $20 to $26 per week, when the wage of a European 
cloth cutter is but zs and the tariff on clothing 100 per cent? ‘The old 
game of trying to frighten labor has its limit. 

Mr. Justice enumerates the reasons why the wool schedule of the 
Dingley tariff act was not altered by the Senate committee. 


+ spy That it had earned $300, ,000 in revenue since its enact- 
ment. 


Senator ALtpricu made the objection to Senator La Fouuerrn’s p a 


osal of a 45 per cent ad valorem duty on wool that as a revenue duty 
t was too high—in other words, that it would produce more revenue 
than the Dingley rate. 

Second. Mr. Justice credits the sonatog bill with expanding the flocks 
of sheep and lambs 46 per cent since 1897. 

Most of the lambs must have been eaten before they grew much wool 
for the wool statistics prepared by the National Association of Wool 
Manufacturers show the total domestic production of wool to have in- 
creased only 11 per cent less between 1897 and 1907, while that of the 
latter year was 5 per cent less than 1902. 

Third. It is a pleasure to agree with Mr. Justice on one point, 
namely, that the manufacture of woolens in this country is equal to the 
clothing of its entire population, for in the year ending June, 1908, less 
than $5,000,000 of woolen cloths were imported. We ought to be mak- 
ing a great many more woolen goods, and I am not alone in the belief 
that with free wool we would soon be exporting manufactured cloth; 
but we do not ask for free wool. 

Fourth. That “the Dingley tariff has increased the wages of all 
classes employed in the manufacturing of wool 31 per cent, and shows 
that nearly the whole of the protective benefit goes to labor,” is an as- 
sertion one may be permitted to doubt, in view of the large profits of the 
sheep ranchers and the worsted-yarn spinners. 

Fifth. We must also dispute the statement that the Dingley tariff has 
not increased the cost of clothing to the consumer; that “ fashionably 
cut, well-tailored, durable, all-wool suits can be bought in the United 
States at a price that is as low as when wool was free of duty and as 
low as the cost to-day of a similar suit in any part of the world.” 
Doubtiess Mr. Justice may have found upon some clicthier’s bargain 
counter, at $10, such a suit as he wore into the Ways and Means Col - 
mittee room to substantiate a similar statement there; but it is true 
a dispute that when wool was free of duty the clothing trade sup- 
plied to its customers in a regular way for $5 as good a suit as they 
must now get $10 for. And in all the higher grades of suits far better 
value was given. The clothiers probably know as much about this fact 
as anybody, since they made the clothes then and make them now. 

And in conclusion let me assure our friends, the standpatters, that 
should the outcome of the present tariff measure leave the wool schedule 
of the Dingl-y bill practically unchanged they will have to reckon with 
the people who wear clothing, and when next there comes to be a re- 
vision of the tariff the clothiers will not leave the wool schedule to be 
dictated by the sheep ranchmen and worsted yarn spinners. 

FrRaNK R. CHAMBERS 
Member Special Committee National Association of Clothiers. 


VOTES ON AMENDMENTS TO TARIFF ACT. 
Mr. BACON asked and obtained leave to insert in the Recorp 
a preface to the statement presented by him a few days ago 
containing the yea-and-nay votes on amendments proposed in 
the Senate to the tariff act. 
DISTRICT WORKHOUSE AND REFORMATORY,. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the first and only bill on 
the calendar is under Rule VIII. It is the bill (8S. 2916) to 
amend the provision in the District of Columbia appropriation 


act, approved March 8, 1909, for the purchase of sites for 9 
workhouse and reformatory for the District of Columbia. The 
provisions of the bill were incorporated in the urgent deficiency 
appropriation bill. I move the indefinite postponement of the 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
M. C. Latta, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on this day approved and signed the joint resolution (5S. J, 


R. 16) authorizing the printing of reports upon preliminary 
examinations and surveys, etc. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT, 


Mr. AtpricH and Mr. DANIEL, the committee appointed on the 
part of the Senate to wait upon the President of the United 
States, appeared, and 

Mr. ALDRICH said: 

Mr. President, the committee appointed to wait upon the Presi- 
dent and inform him that the two Houses of Congress had com- 
pleted their labors and were ready to adjourn unless he had 
some further communications to make, beg leave to report that 
the President said he has no further communication to make. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by My. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution authorizing the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House to close the present session by 
adjourning their respective Houses on the 5th day of August, 
1909, at 6 o’clock p. m., in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate authorizing the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing to prepare, compile, and index all the acts 
heretofore passed by Congress imposing duties on imports, etc. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate authorizing the print- 
ing for the use of Congress of 50,000 copies of the tariff law of 
1909 in pamphlet form, etc. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. HALB. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
resolution of the House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives, 
which was read: 

House concurrent resolution 22. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives be authorized to close the present session by adjourn- 
ing their respective Houses on the 5th day of August, 1909, at 6 
o'clock post meridian. ; 

Mr. HALE. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE, subsequently, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the foregoing resolution, reported 
it without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous 
consent and agreed to. 


COMMISSION ON SURETY COMPANIES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT announced that under the authority 
conferred by the urgent deficiency appropriation act he had 
appointed Mr. Gatiincer, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. Foster mei- 
bers on the part of the Senate of the joint commission on surety 
companies. 

COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
76), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Contro! 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Senate resolution 76. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories and are hereby, %"- 
thorized to pay expenses incurred in matters pending before said col 
mittee, the expenses to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. KEAN subsequently said: I am directed by the Commit: 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Bevertmer], to report it without amendment. 

I will say to the Senate that the Committee on Territories 
have incurred some expense, to the extent of three hundred 
and odd dollars, in having papers copied and so on, for whicl 
it would like to be reimbursed, and there is no authority what 
ever to do it. I hope the resolution will be agreed to. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent 20 
agreed to. 








































the Senate take a recess until a quarter before 6. 
The motion was agreed to, and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, there is one postmaster 
matter that was not disposed of, and I ask that for the purpose 
of the confirmation we may have a brief executive session. I 
therefore move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in exeeutive session the doors were reopened. 


THANKS TO THE VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I offer the resolution 
which I send to the desk, and I ask that it be considered imme- 
diately. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
Senator from Texas offers a resolution and asks for its present 
consideration. The resolution will be read by the Secretary. 

The Seeretary read the resolution (S. Res. 78), as follows: 

Senate resolution 78. 


Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are hereby tendered to Hon. 
James Scmooncrarr SHeRMAN, Vice-President of the United States 
and President of the Senate, for the dignified, oa , and courteous 
manner in which he has presided over its rations during the 
present session. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
unanimously agreed to. 


FINAL AbCOURNMENT. 


The hour of 6 o’clock &:.;img arrived, the Vice-President said: 

Senators, I desire yeu to 9ecept my grateful thanks for the 
action whieh you have jus¢ taken. The courtesy shown, the 
good will manifested for, and the kindness extended to me by 
the Senators, regardless of party, have made my services here 
not a task, but a constant pleasure. 

I congratulate you, Senators, upon the completion of your | 
arduous labors. I beg to express to each of you the wish that | 
you may find it possible soon to leave Washington; that you 
may journey in safety and in comfort to your homes; that you 
may there find all of your loved ones in the enjoyment of health 
and happiness, and that the vacation period may bring you the 
rest and the pleasure which your work, well done, deserves. 

In accordance with the action already taken by the Senate, 
I now declare the extraordinary session of the Senate of the 
Sixty-first Congress adjourned without day. 








NOMINATIONS. 


Ezecutive nominations received by the Senate August 5, 1909. | 


DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 


A. Platt Andrew, of Massachusetts, to be Director of the Mint, 
in place of Frank A. Leach, resigned. 


PoSTMASTERS. 


ARKANSAS. 


T. J. Camp to be postmaster at Beebe, Ark., in place of Wil- 
liam Sheridan, resigned. 


C. B. Fakes to be postmaster at McCrory, Ark. Office became 


presidential January 1, 1909. 
MISSOURI. 


FP. M. Wolfe to be postmaster at Marceline, Mo., in place of 
James D. Bush, deceased. 


NORTH DAKOTA, 
Levi W. Patmore to be postmaster at Drayton, N. Dak., in 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Mr. HALE (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.). I move that | Hrecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 5, 1909. 


MINISTER TO SALVADOR. 
William Heimke to be minister to Salvador. 
DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 
A. Platt Andrew to be Director of the Mint. 
Turep SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 
Franklin Mott Gunther to be third secretary of the embassy 


at Paris, France. 


PosTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 
John W. Kitchens, at Heflin, Ala. 
ARKANSAS, 
T. J. Camp, at Beebe, Ark. 
C. B. Fakes, at McCrory, Ark. 
MISSOURI. 
FF. M. Wolfe, at Marceline, Mo. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 
Levi W. Patmore, at Drayton, N. Dak. 
OHIO. 
Reno H. Critchfield, at Shreve, Ohio. 
SOUTH DAKOTA, 
Virgil T. Price, at Rapid City, S. Dak. 
J. R. Johnston, at Edgemont, S. Dak. 
TEXAS, 
Charlie Smith, at Cumby, Tex. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THorspay, August 5, 1909. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. a 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 
PRINTING AND BINDING FOR APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution 
and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous eonsent for the present consideration of a resolution which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 109. 


Resolved, That authority is granted to do all printing and binding 
for the Committee on Apprepriations deemed necessary in connection 
with the subjects considered or to be considered by said committee 


| during the Sixty-first Congress. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the rese- 
lution. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
“ MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading clerk, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
11570) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in 
appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 11797. An act to attach Ben Hill County to the Albany 


division of the southern district of Georgia. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 


| Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the 


place of Levi W. Patmore. Incumbent’s commission expired | **™e: 


March 38, 1909. 
OHIO. 


Reno H. Critehfield to be postmaster at Shreve, Ohio, in place 


oa Housel. Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 
909. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Virgil ‘T. Price to be postmaster at Rapid City, S. Dak., in 
place of James B. Barber, resigned. 
TEXAS. 


Charlie Smith to be postmaster at Cumby, Tex. Office be- 
came presidential October ¥, 1908. 





H. R. 11572. An act to authorize the construction, mainte- 
nanee, and operation of various bridges across and over certain 
navigable waters, and for other purposes. 

H. R. 11570. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, and for 
other purposes. 

LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. TAWNBEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution: 
House resolution 108. 


ResoWwed,.That the Committee om Appropriations. or such subcom- 
mittees as r 
sions of the House during the Sixty-first Congress and during the re- 
cesses of that Congress. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. Without objection, the resolution is agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

PRINTING AND BINDING FOR COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following re 9- 
lution, and ask unanimous consent for its immediate considera- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 110. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of 
Representatives of the Sixty-first Congress, is authorized to have such 
printing and binding done for the use of the committee as may be 
necessary for the transaction of its business. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. Without objection, the resolution is agreed to. 

There was no objection. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the immediate consideration of the resolution which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 111. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be authorized to 
have such printing and binding done as may be required in the transac- 
tion of its business. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. Without objection, the resolution is agreed to. 

There was no objection. 


RECESS, 


Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
take a recess until half past 2 this afternoon. I yield to the 
gentleman from Tennessee for a question. 

Mr. GARRETT. Does the gentleman think we are going to 
get through to-day? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, it is a possibility; and I am quite hope- 
ful. I want to say that if every Member of the House is in his 
place at half-past 2 it will tend to facilitate that very desirable 
result. 

Mr. GARRETT. 
mation. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the Members that if they are 
ali here at that time it will aid greatly in the transaction of 
business and tend to an earlier adjournment. I hope we may 
adjourn to-day. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 10 minutes), the House was 
declared in recess. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker. 


I am not objecting. I am asking for infor- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading clerk, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
1438) to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the 
industries of the United States, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed Sen- 
ate joint resolution 43, authorizing the revision, binding, and 
reprinting. of Treasury Document No. 2499, in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED, 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills and joint resolution of the following titles, when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 11797. An act to attach Ben Hill County to the Albany 
division of the southern district of Georgia; 

H. R. 11579. An act to amend an act relative to the erection 
of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee River. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title: 

Joint resolution (8S. J. R. 16) authorizing the printing of 
reports upon preliminary examinations and surveys, etc, 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL, 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that this day they. had presented to the President 
of the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 6277. An act to authorize the building of a dam across 
the Savannah River, at or near the mouth of Stevens Creek, be- 
tween the counties of Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, Ga, ; 

H. R. 9135. An act to raise revenue for the Philippine Islands, 
and for other purposes ; 
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H. R. 11570. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 11572. An act to authorize the construction, maintenance, 
and operation of various bridges across and over certain nivvyi- 
gable waters, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 11797. An act to attach Ben Hill County to the Albany 
division of the southern district of Georgia; and : 

H. R. 11579. An act to amend an act relative to the erection 
of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee River, 


CUSTOMS DECISIONS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the Senate 
joint resolution No. 43 just reported, and ask the House to con- 
sider it at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the following 
joint resolution (S. J. R. 43) and consider the same. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 43. 


Joint resolution authorizing the revision, binding, and reprinting of 
Treasury Document No, 2499. 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to employ Thomas J. Doherty at a cost of not to ex- 
ceed ,000, wea out of 7 funds not otherwise appropriated, 
which sum is ooe appropriated for that pu , to revise Treasury 
Document No. 2499, issued in 1908, by the elimination therefrom of 
obsolete matter and the insertion therein in appropriate order, in ac- 
cordance with the existi plan of said document, the tariff act of 
1909, and an appropriate it of the decisions in customs cases made 
by the courts and the Board of United States General Appraisers under 
existing customs laws subsequent to the publication of said document 
down to the date of the passage of said tariff act of 1909; that said 
document be reindexed, rinted, and bound in numbers not to exceed 
1,000 copies, for the official use of the Treasury Department and the 
Board of United States General Appraisers. And the superintendent 
of documents is hereby authorized to reprint this document when thus 
completed for sale at $5 per copy. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope that the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the right to object until I know sone- 
thing about it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this volume was compiled by 
Mr. Thomas J. Doherty, who has been detailed and has had 
charge of customs cases before the Board of General Apprais- 
ers for the last several years; I do not know how many. It 
was compiled and brought down to January 1, 1907. It con- 
tains a digest of all the decisions of the Board of General Ap- 
praisers and the courts in customs cases down to that date; 
and the Committee on Ways and Means have found it a most 
valuable document to assist them in preparing the tariff bill. 
Mr. Doherty has been detailed to and has been in the service 
of the Committee on Ways and Means since June, 1908. This 
resolution originated with the Finance Committee of the Senate. 
They introduced this resolution and passed it through the Sen- 
ate, to complete that digest and bring it down to date. I think 
it is very important that it should be done. The work is of 
great aid to the customs department of the Government, and it 
should be placed in the hands of every responsible person who 
is engaged in enforcing the customs laws. I do not know of 
any expenditure in the direction of aiding the Government 
to collect fairly and equitably, and still collect without any 
doubt about it, the duties under the tariff bill than a compilation 
of this kind. It involves, as I understand it, a revision of tle 
entire work, and brings the whole thing down to date. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. May I inquire if that gentleman 
is now in the employ of the Government? 

Mr. PAYNE. He is now in the employ of the Government. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. In what branch of the Gover- 
ment is he employed? 

Mr. PAYNE. He was in the customs department; I dv not 
know whether he will be when the new tariff bill becomes ..W. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman says that he has 
been detailed since last June—by what department? 

Mr. PAYNE. The customs department; he was connected 
with the customs department in the city of New York. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, Did his pay as customs officer 
there stop when he was employed by your committee? 

Mr. PAYNE. He got his pay as a customs officer, and he got 
no pay through Congress except an appropriation of a thous: 
dollars for his extra services in connection with that committee. 
Now, I want to say for Mr. Doherty, that he is a most indus- 
trious man; he never failed to work night or day whenever 
required, or night and day, and he has worked for the col 
mittee constantly since a year ago last June. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it any harder an undertakins 
to perform this service that you speak of than to perform !\'s 
regular duties in connection with the Treasury Departmen': 
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Mr. PAYNE. It is work that requires a man especially fitted Mr. MANN. If there is any department of this Government 
for it, and I know no man better informed as to the decisions | that has ever failed to print something that it wanted to print, 
in customs cases than Mr. Doherty. within the scope of this authority, I want to find out for sure. 

Mr. MANN. Is not the Treasury Department itself quite Mr. PAYNE. The Treasury Department say they have no 
competent to do this? authority. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Treasury Department has got to have a Mr. MANN. Then the only way it can be demonstrated to 
man to take charge of it, whether the Treasury Department | me that they have no authority is to object. 
does it or not. Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman will not do that. I hope 

Mr. MANN. The Treasury Department has full authority to | he will not try to find out in that way at the expense of the 
employ Mr. Doherty to do this work, and has the money to pay Government. I assure the gentleman it is very important to 
him. Why not let the department do it? the Government that the decisions be printed and put in the 

Mr. PAYNE. The Treasury Department does not understand | hands of the different collectors of the United States. 
the situation as does the gentleman from Illinois. The gentle-| Mr. MANN. I think if it had been very important the gen- 
man from Illinois may be right and the Treasury Department | Heman from New York would have put in the resolution him- 











wrong. self. 
Mr. MANN. They are collecting these decisions all the time Mr. PAYNE. Oh, I am not so much engaged in enforcing 
and publishing them, the tariff laws as I have been in making one. 


Mr. PAYNE. They have authority to issue a weekly state- Mr. MANN. I have never known the gentleman to fail to 
ment of cases, but this is a digest of these statements. It is | bring in anything before the House within the scope of the 
not a full report; they have the authority to print the report; | Jurisdiction of his committee which was important. I do not 
yes. think he needs to have the Senate punch him up. 

Mr. MANN. They have authority to print the digest, and Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman’s failures have been more pat- 
do print it, and they have full authority, if they choose, to do | ent to himself than the gentleman from [llinois. 


this very thing. Mr. MANN. But they have not been patent to the House. 
Mr. PAYNE. I do not understand it so. Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman will not object. 
Mr. MANN. But they might not employ this man. Mr. MANN. I do not think it ought to be done. 
Mr. PAYNE. I think they would employ him if it was left| The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
to them; I have no doubt of it. Mr. MANN. I object. 
Mr. MANN. I think this is simply a method of providing| Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from [lli- 
extra compensation for a government employee. nois will withdraw his objection to the Senate joint resolution. 


Mr. PAYNE. I am informed that the Treasury Department | Mr. MANN. Not at present. 

wants Mr. Doherty employed to do this work. PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON THE POST-OFFICE 
Mr. MANN. They can do it under existing law. ae a4 
Mr. PAYNE. I do not understand that they can. ee 
Mr. MANN. They do not require any joint resolution of Mv. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 

this kind at all, so far as that part of it is concerned. Does the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 

the gentleman from New York think that the services which Mr, | ©!eth’s desk and ask to have read. 

Doherty has rendered to the Ways and Means Committee | #¢ Clerk read as follows: 

and the Finance Committee have not been sufficiently com- House resolution 115. 


pensated? Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be 
Mr. PAYNE. He has not performed any service for the authorized to have such printing and a done as may be required 
s 


2 . in the transaction of this business during t Congress. 
Finance Committee; he has been in the service of the Ways 

Mr. MANN. I thought that all the experts went from the | ©®@ir hears none. The question is on the adoption of the 
Ways and Means Committee to the Finance Committee. resolution. 


Mr. PAYNE. This has nothing to do with this man’s em- The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
ployment by the Ways and Means Committee and is not | prInTING AND BINDING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF 
brought in as any extra compensation. He was paid for that | COLUMBIA. 
Ye MANN. ‘That Is the calp aortt, it seems to me, that the | ..M*:,SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
aaa : ; , © | sent for the adoption of the resolution which I send to the 
. proposition has. If he was entitled to the money for services Clerk’s desk 
rendered, it might be an argument for passing this resolution. | ~ The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. PAYNE. [If he performs the services provided for in H intitnm O80 
this resolution, he will render full value for all the money eee a 


that he gets. Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be author- 


ized to have such printing and binding done as may be required in the 
Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman from New York and I have been | transaction of its business. 


standing here objecting to the passing of these little things at| Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it has been customary f 

; Mr. . b f ’ as ary for 
this session, and now does he not think that we ought to main- | these requests to be made by the chairmen of committees when 
tain a consistent record? 


cane appointed. I would like to inquire whether the gentlemen have 
Mr. PAYNE. I do not think it would be inconsistent if the caavel any intimation as to the probability of their occupying 
gentleman from Illinois did not object, inasmuch as he has let | these desirable chairmanships. 
through so many bridge bills when I was absent from the Mr. SMITH of Michigan. As far as I am concerned, I can say 
House during the last few weeks. that I have not. 
Mr. MANN. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon, only one| The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
bridge bill has been passed. Chair hears none. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
= PAYNE. Well, dam bills. lution 
r. MANN. Only one dam bill and one bridge bill. Yester- The . R i ras agre 
day or day before there was referred from the Speaker's desk eee question wae tan, a9 Ss en agen . pedhn.sinagy a 
six bridge bills that had passed the Senate that are still hang- ere nar eee 2 eee oe CORNED 
ing by. We have been standing out against these things and Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
I can not see any special reason for taking up Mr. Doherty’s | resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to have read, and 
case ahead of everything else, ahead of important legislation. | ask unanimpus consent for its present consideration. 
If the gentleman himself had thought it of sufficient importance | The Clerk read as follows: 


to propose it, I would not object—— House resolution 113. 
Mr. PAYNE. I could not propose it until the Senate passed Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be author- 
the resolution. ized to sit during the sessions of the House. 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman did not see the necessity of it; The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] ‘The 
he was familiar with the work, he was familiar with the man, | Chair hears none. The question is on the adoption of the 
and did not see the necessity of it. resolution. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was told that this was brought into the Sen- The resolution was agreed to. 
ate at the request of the Treasury Department. It is very im- , 


portant that this should be done. PRINTING AND BINDING FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 
Mr. MANN. Oh, I do not think so. The Treasury Depart- Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fer 
ment have authority to do it now. the present consideration of the following resolution, which I 


Mr. PAYNE. Oh, they have not. send to the desk and ask to have read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 112. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be authorized to 
have printed and bound papers and documents that may be deemed nec- 
essary to the transaction of its business, and be authorized to sit dur- 
ing the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following Senate 
resolution, in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested : 

Senate concurrent resolution 8. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Committees on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized 
to correct the enrolled bill of the House (H. R. 1438) entitled “An 
act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of 
the United States, and for other purposes,” by striking out the word 
“general”? wherever it occurs in section 2 of said bill and inserting in 
lieu thereof the word “ maximum,” and they are further authori to 
enroll paragraph 450 as follows: 

“450. Hides of cattle, raw or-uncured, whether dry, salted, or 
pickled, shall be admitted free of duty: Provided, That on _ and after 
October 1, 1909, grain, buff, and split leather shall pay a aaty of 7 
per cent ad valorem ; that all boots and shoes, made wholly or in chie 
value of leather made from cattle hides and cattle skins of .whatever 
weight, of cattle of the bovine species, including calfskins, shall pay a 
duty of 10 per cent ad valorem; that harness, saddles, and saddlery, 
in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed wholly or in chief 
value of leather, shali pay a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem.” 


PRINTING AND BINDING, MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES, 


Mr. GREENE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the following resolution, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 116. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
be authorized to have such printing and binding done as may be neces- 
sary for the use of said committee. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
MOTION FOR RECESS, 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I understand that there 
will be nothing for us to do sooner than 5 o’clock, and I move 
we take a recess until 4 o’clock. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will not 
insist upon his motion. I trust that in a few minutes we will 
have something to perform upon coming from the other end of 
the Capitol. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We have information that they will not 
get the concurrent resolution away from there before 5 o'clock, 
if then. 

Mr. PAYNE. My information is the other way, but I do not 
know which is correct. I suggest to the gentleman that he with- 
hold his motion for a few minutes until we can get authentic 
returns, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman promises to get the infor- 
mation from the other end of the Capitol, and I withhold my 
motion until he obtains the information. 


MEMBERS OF COMMISSION TO INVESTIGATE SURETY BONDS, ETC, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following mem- 
bers of the joint commission under an act passed to-day. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Members of the commission on the part of the House to investigate 
the matter of surety bonds given by officers, employees, and others to 
indemnify the Government against loss: 

Mr. J. A. TAWNEY, Mr. WALTER I. Smirn, and Mr. Eaton J. Bowers. 


DUTIES ON LEATHER, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
concurrent resolution just brought in from the Senate be now 
taken up and considered in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to take the Senate concurrent resolution from the 
table and consider the same now. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman how much time we will have? 

Mr. PAYNE. How much time does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not know; there are two gen- 
tlemen who have spoken to me about it—one wanted ten min- 
utes and the other five minutes, 

Mr. PAYNE. I will be glad to yield to them, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It might be possible that somebody 
else would want a little time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I have no desire to unduly cut anybody 
off who wants to take five or ten minutes, but of course the 
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gentleman recognizes the necessity of getting through this after. 
noon if possible. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of course, but two gentlemen haye 
spoken to me about time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Speaker, has any notice been given 
to the House that the Senate has agreed to the conference re. 
port on the tariff bill? 

The SPEAKER. A message was received. Is there objec. 
tion to the request of the gentleman from New York? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none, and the Clerk will report the 
concurrent resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate concurrent resolution 8. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) 
That the Committees on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized 
to correct the enrolled bill of the House (H. R. 1438) entitled “Ay 
act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries 
of the United States, and for other pu .’ by. striking out the 
word “ general’ wherever it occurs in section 2 of said bill, and insert. 
ing in lieu thereof the word “ maximum,” and they are further author. 
ized to enroll paragraph 450 as follows: 

“450. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry salted or pickled 
shall be admitted free of duty: Provided, That on and after Octobe: 
1, 1909, grain, buff, and split leather shail pay a duty of 74 per cent 
ad valorem ; that all boots and shoes made wholly or t chief value of 
leather made from cattle hides and cattle skins, of whatever weight, of 
cattle of the bovine species, including calfskins, shall pay a duty of 10 
per cent ad valorem; that harness, saddles, and sad , in sets or in 

arts, finished or unfinished, composed wholly or in chief value of 
eather, shall pay a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Just a brief word in explanation. The first 
of these corrections is in section 112, which provides for a maxi- 
mum tariff. In the Senate bill they called it a “general” 
tariff, but the House conferees insisted it be known as the 
“maximum” tariff. In making the changes in section 112 the 
word “ general” occurred several times, but in making up the 
report of the conimittee the word “ general” preceding “ tariff” 
was not changed in two instances, so that we have a section 
referring to the maximum tariff and proposing to enforce a 
general tariff, when the section provides for no general tariff, 
but solely a maximum. Everyone sees the importance of mak- 
ing this change. 

The other is in relation to the free-hide schedule. There was 
a misunderstanding between certain Senators and the gentle- 
men who were conferees on the part of the Senate as to what 
precisely was to be covered by the 10 per cent duty upon 
shoes. It was the understanding of the conferees that this was 
to cover only those shoes where the uppers wholly or of chief 
value were from leather made from cattle hides, But there 
was a misunderstanding about this, and in order to cover 
what was embraced in the ideas of the gentlemen who had 
insisted in the first place on this amendment before the con- 
ferees it was necessary to make this change, and this takes into 
consideration all shoes made wholly or in chief value of leather 
from the hides of cattle and calfskins, all of bovine origin, 
at the 10 per cent rate instead of the 15 per cent rate as fixed 
by the House and fixed in another part of the bill. This is 
the reason for these changes which were asked for by the Senate. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. So that the House may have information, and 
so that I may get information for my own use, What has be- 
come of sole leather made of hides? 

Mr. PAYNE. Sole leather is provided for in the other para- 
graph at 5 per cent duty, and it was at first provided for in 
this same paragraph at the same 5 per cent duty, but it was 
thought not necessary to include it. So that was dropped out. 
The gentleman, I think, will find it in the next paragraph and, 
under ali circumstances, paying only 5 per cent duty. 

Mr. MANN. I wondered why it was put in this paragraph at 
all in the first place. 

Mr. PAYNE. That was due to the gentlemen who were in- 
terested’ in the schedule and proposed the amendment, and inas- 
much as it did not change the duty the House conferees had 10 
objection to it in the first instance. I believe when they came 
to change this they found it was more difficult to describe the 
sole leather as of hides of cattle origin in this than they did in 
the other, and they were perfectly content with sole, band, and 
belting leather, which appears in the other paragraph as being 
the leather made from hides of cattle. 

Mr. MANN. I hope before the gentleman takes the floor and 
moves the previous question, whatever the procedure is, he will 
yield time to the distinguished. gentleman from Massachusetts 
{[Mr. GarpNnrr] to explain just what this does cover, he havins 
satisfactorily explained the other day what the other provision 
covered. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Massachusetts does not 
seem to be seeking the floor, and there are one or two gentle 
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men on the other side of the House who desire time. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Frrzcerap] desires five minutes, 
which I will yield to him. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to know. what was done 
by the proposition made in the other body as to the placing of 
cotton bagging upon the free list? - 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no official information except this reso- 
lution comes here without it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is not on the present resolu- 
tion? Will the gentleman, then, yield to an amendment to that 
effect at the present time? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman certainly will not. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I very much regret that. You 
have placed our hides on the free list and you have put our 
cotton on the tax list. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think, perhaps, the gentleman—— 

Mr. MANN. You hung your hide on the wall. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman regrets it; but I do not 
think he had any lively anticipation that I was going to yield 
to such an amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, an examination of the 
precedents discloses that there has not been a similar incident 
in the history of the country in which bills were amended in the 
identical way proposed here. Clerical errors and corrections 
have been made after bills have reached the enrolling clerks, 
but no substantial change or radical correction has been au- 
thorized except where the discovery was after the bill had 
passed both Houses, and then only to make the bill conform to 
the proposals of the conference committees. If it were not for 
the very comprehensive language of Judge Harlan in Field 
against Clark, 143 U. S., I doubt very seriously whether it could 
be held that the boot and shoe amendment as proposed in this 
concurrent resolution had passed both Houses of Congress. 

I wish to call the attention of the House to the peculiar dis- 
tinction made between the two changes provided in this con- 
current resolution. It provides that the Committee on Enrolled 

sills be authorized to correct the enrolled bill of the House, 
the tariff act, by striking out the word “ general” wherever it 
appears and substituting the word “minimum;” that is, to 
make a real maximum and minimum tariff provision as the 
conferees intended. Then it further says: “And they are fur- 
ther authorized to enroll paragraph 450 as follows,” and the 
paragraph is set forth in the identical language desired. 

Mr. Speaker, I have grave doubt as to whether anybody really 
knows what the conferees intended when they reported the 
amendment to paragraph 450 as it is now in the bill. It was 
currently asserted in the public prints on Monday and Tuesday 
of this week that the paragraph as reported by the conference 
committee was exactly as the President of the United States 
had agreed with the conferees it should be. Yet it has been 
pointed out that the effect of placing boots and shoes in that 
paragraph would only be to permit the entry at the 10 per cent 
rate of a class of boots and shoes that have not been worn, 
probably, in the United States for twenty years. I heard within 
the past two hours a speech made in another chamber by a 
very distinguished gentleman who has had something to do 
with the preparation of this bill. That gentleman did not as- 
sert that the purpose of this resolution, so far as it applies to 
the boot and shoe and hide schedule, is to correct an error, or 
to make the paragraph read as it should have read, to conform 
with the intention of the conferees; but he stated that upon 
examination it was disclosed that the paragraph did not do 
what some of the Senators interested in free hides had ex- 
pected it would do. Therefore this concurrent resolution was 
introduced. That substantiates the charge which I made the 
other day in this House, that the change in the boot and shoe 
schedule was not made because of any solicitude of the persons 
in the country who really purchased shoes, but it was made in 
order to obtain the votes necessary to pass the tariff bill. 

More than that, Mr. Speaker, anybody who will examine this 
concurrent resolution will find that all boots and shoes do not 
come in under the 10 per cent rate. Boots and shoes the uppers 
of which are made wholly or in chief part of hides of bovine 
cattle alone come in under the 10 per cent rate. If the uppers 
ire made of alligator skin or of any other skin, they will come 
‘n under the next paragraph, which placed boots and shoes on 
the dutiable list at 15 per cent. 

_Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Has anybody in the 
United States who has spoken representing the shoe trade on 
the floor of Congress or elsewhere contended for one minute 
that all boots and shoes did come in at 10 per cent? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts the other day, in response to a query by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN], made a statement which was in 
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effect that practically the shoes worn by everybody except 
himself were intended to come in at 10 per cent. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I beg the gentleman not 
to make a statement like that, because he is utterly and en- 
tirely mistaken, and that is in direct violation of the Recorp. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, I may be; the Recorp will show 
that, Mr. Speaker. I do not desire to misquote the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. The impression I gained from his state- 
ment is as I have stated, but I accept the gentleman’s state- 
ment as to what he really did say and mean. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, I ask the gentleman to give me five 
minutes. more. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The fact is, whatever the purpose of 
those gentlemen who are now trying to adjust their troubles 
in these belated efforts, that there will be no boots and shoes 
come in at 10 per cent unless the uppers are made wholly or 
in chief value of leather made from cattle hides of bovine cat- 
tle. So there might be no mistake about its being cattle skins 
other than those of the bovine species, the language is of the 
“bovine species,’ including ¢alfskins. It was suggested that 
they were shoes that were worn most generally by the people 
of the United States, which would have come in under the re- 
duced rate as the paragraph originally was agreed upon, but 
we find the conference reported a provision which admitted 
subject to a duty of 10 per cent only the cowhide boots that 
not even the hired man on the farm or the range in the western 
country will now condescend to wear. 

Yet that provision was widely heralded as a great victory for 
the President in his efforts to obtain a substantial reduction in 
some of the schedules and cheap shoes to the people. When I 
examine the peculiar wording of this concurrent resolution I 
have very little doubt it will be discovered in a few days that it 
is intended to leave the duty at 15 per cent on shoes worn by a 
great number of people. 

Mr. Speaker, this may be another great victory for the Presi- 
dent. I have heard the term “ buncoed ” used in connection with 
this hide and boot and shoe paragraph. The President was not 
misled as to the original agreement, because report had it that he 
not only said to everybody who called at the White House that 
the paragraph was exactly as he had arranged with the man- 
agers on the part of both Houses, but I understand that he has 
written at least two letters to distinguished Senators condemn- 
ing them for finding out that the paragraph would not admit 
boots and shoes at the 10 per cent rate as they had reason to 
anticipate it would. I do not charge the President with bad 
faith, but the fact is that either he was grossly mistaken or 
unintentionally he was a party to a scheme to mislead not only 
the people but the Congress of the United States. 

It was repeatedly asserted that the effect of the paragraph 
as reported by the conference committee was to admit boots and 
shoes at the rate of 10 per cent. Nobody controverted it; no- 
body stated that that would not be the effect of the paragraph, 
and no pretense is made in this concurrent resolution that the 
conferees that framed the paragraph made any mistake as to 
what they intended to accomplish; but perhaps it was hoped 
that because of the wide publicity given to the position of the 
President and the reliance that many Members had in him that 
the efforts to obtain this reduction that the language framed by 
experts to carry out what was generally understood to be its 
effect would have passed unnoticed until subject to judicial seru- 
tiny. There would have been a riot unequaled in the history of 
this House if the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means had stated the other day that the only boots and shoes 
that would pay only 10 per cent by that agreement were the old 
cowhide boots, once worn by the men in the section of the coun- 
try from which the Speaker comes. Such a boot can not be 
found to-day in a single store in the well-famed town of Danville, 
and it would require all the secret force of the United States to 
find a single pair of those old, tallow-greased, green moldy 
boots upon the feet of the humblest citizen in the district of the 
Speaker of this House. [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, it has been generaljy under- 
stood that where a joker has crept into a bill that it was not 
perceived by the majority of the House, and that it was not 
known by the men who gave their assent to it. There is one 
joker in this bill which we have yet time to eliminate, that 
was marked, branded, time-worn, dog-eared before it was ever 
put into this bill. It was as familiar as it was infamous. 

This Dingley Act, which was so long the cause of prosper- 
ity, now is the prolific cause of all your woes, and from the 
President down you cry out, “ Who will deliver us from all of 
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this death?” And the man who can reduce it the most is 
the most patriotic and the most Republican. This Dingley Act 
did contain a provision which was drastic, which was effective 
against the use of one of the most cruel, the most illegal, and 
the most flagrant wrongs the American people have ever en- 
dured at the hands of the American Tobacco Company. It 
prohibited the use of coupons, the means by which it violates 
the law upon the one side and annihilates its competitor upon 
the other. 

In 1902 an act was passed through this House which was a 
wolf in sheep’s clothing—a pious fraud. On its face it provides 
that there shall not be attached to or connected with in any 
way any label, ticket, or other device of any kind whatsoever 
which is immoral or which may be used for the purposes of a 
lottery. Honest, conscientious men who did not care to see the 
lithe limbs of the demimonde paraded from a tobaceo tag, 
voted with pious indignation against this combination between 
a vaudeville company and the trust; but to their amazement 
they found that they had prohibited the trust from advertising 
Anna Held and had turned it loose on the independent manu- 
facturer. Immediately an attempt was made, led in this House 
by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. Taw- 
NEY], supported by every friend of fair dealing, to reinsert in 
the law the provision against the use of coupons. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, if there were any reason for prohibiting. the use of 
coupons in 1902, it returns with a hundredfold force now. 

Whenever your party, gentlemen on that side of the aisle, 
has been arraigned at the bar of justice for a failure to punish 
the trusts, you have pointed, not without reason, to the indict- 
ments which have been returned and to the convictions which 
have been secured against the American Tobacco Company. 
Your Assistant Attorney-General heralded to the world an am- 
bitious pamphlet 300 pages in size, for which he deserves great 
credit, and every page is black with the sins of this organiza- 
tion, with the crimes it has committed, and with the felonies 
of which it has been convicted, and that same Attorney-General 
says that the reason that it has spread its giant tentacles 
around its competitors and crushed them to death was because 
it was able to juggle with the tax on tobacco, and had it not 
been for the war revenue and the way this trust made use of 
it, it never would have obtained this power. Every State in 
the Union, together with the United States of America, has been 
fighting for ten years to prevent the American Tobacco Com- 
pany from absolutely destroying its competitors. You can 
reach the monopoly only by finding evidence of its abuse of 
the law by the means it uses to destroy competition, and when 
competition is gone you can not reach it. 

It first attempted the destruction of independents, in viola- 
tion of the law, by giving illegal and unequal profits to the 
middlemen and to the jobber. It made discriminatory contracts 
by which it paid 1,000 per cent more to the man who handled 
only the American Tobacco Company’s goods than it did to the 
man who handled the goods of independents. The State of 
Massachusetts led in that fight. State after State made such 
contracts as that a high misdemeanor or a felony, and it be- 
came possible for the independent dealer to live. These dis- 
criminatory contracts put out of business 200 manufacturers 
in one State inside of ninety days. After the passage of this 
law they began to do business again. In order to evade the 
laws made by the States against such contracts as these, they 
now use these coupons. It is not a harmless prize. It is a 
eash rebate by which they practically give away their tobacco 
in the communities where they have competition, and in the 
communities where they have no competition they sell it for 
the same old price. There is rot a brand of tobacco to-day 
owned by the American Tobacco Company alone and sold with- 
out competition that has a coupon. There is not a brand of 
tobacco to-day that is used for the purpose of driving to de- 
struction some honest, independent brand which does not have a 
coupon, and the coupon is ten times more numerous in the com- 
munities where the independent is than where he is not. 

You talk about the Secretary of War parading to the world 
that he will not buy from a trust. You talk about this Goy- 
ernment’s and about the Republican party’s fighting the trust. 
Yet by a joker in this bill, by a change in it since it passed 
the House, you have deliberately unsheathed a weapon by 
which inside of thirty-six months from the time I speak they 
will put to death every manufacturer of smoking or chewing 
tobacco between the two oceans. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] This same old joker which the men who formerly sup- 


ported it claimed they did not understand has been inserted in. 


the place of the coupon provision which I had the honor in part 
te prepare. 

It was prepared for one purpose and one purpose only, of 
preventing the use of these coupons. Gentlemen, if you leave 
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this 8-cent tax on the independent manufacturer and permit 
the use of coupons, you have destroyed the independent many. 
facturer and destroyed him within a very few months. yr. 
Duke has already declared that if you give him this weapon ho 
will buy out the rest of the independents inside of two years 
like old junk, and I defy you gentlemen to close your eyes to 
their rights and to vote for this naked infamy. [Applause oy 
the Democratic side.] Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentle. 
man from New York one question. Will the gentleman perm); 
an amendment respecting these coupons? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will not. I shall not permit any amendment 
of that kind. 


Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Mas. 
sachusetts [Mr. GARDNER]. 


Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the speech 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzceraxp] illustrates 
the old adage that a little knowledge is a dangerous thing, 
[Applause.] Now I said the other day, and this is the only 
language he can refer to, that the 10 per cent duty “ covers 
every shoe of which the upper is made of side leather. Such 
shoes are worn by men and by boys and by youths, by misses, 
but very seldom by grown women,” and I say it again, and | 
say that shoes of side leather are not only worn by the people | 
mention, but are worn in enormous quantities. And now, Mr, 
Speaker, as far as I know there is not a single shoe manufac. 
turer in the membership of this House, but there are three men 
who are now and who have been leather manufacturers—Mr, 
Wetsse of Wisconsin, Mr. Younae of New York, and Mr. 
Wueetrer of Pennsylvania—and I will ask them to listen care. 
fully while I read this list, and then if I make what, in their 
view, is a misstatement, I desire to have them correct me. | 
have here the Shoe and Leather Reporter Annual for the year 
1908. I turn to the town of Georgetown, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, which is in my own district, and I find there fiye 
manufacturers of shoes with factories of a capacity of from 
300 to 500 pairs daily, and I make the statement that the 
product of every one of those manufacturers would be admitted 
at 10 per cent under the conference bill as passed the other day. 
Now, I ask the attention of those gentlemen. One of them 
knows the conditions—— 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest to the gentie- 
man—— 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I would ask the gentle- 
man please not to interrupt me at this point. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I would suggest that one of the gentlemen 
to whom he has referred is not here. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I will read the list. | 
wish the gentleman would not interrupt: F. W. Baker, boys 
and youths’ seamless; G. W. Chaplin & Co., standard screw 
specialties; Georgetown Boot and Shoe Company, shoe manufac- 
turers, men’s pegged and nailed; H. E. Harriman, men's and 
boys’ heavy brogans; A. B. Noyes & Co. (Corporation), miners 
and heavy pegged and standard screw farmers’ goods. Those 
are all the shoe manufacturers there are in Georgetown, and I 
ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. Youne] if I am not 
correct in saying every one of those products come in under the 
10 per cent in the bill as it passed the House the other day: 

Mr. YOUNG of New York. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the ques 
tion, I will say for the information of the gentleman that there 
are not alone 5 manufacturers who devote themselves excll- 
sively to this class of goods, but there are not less than 5( mat- 
ufacturers in the United States who make almost exclusively 
shoes, the uppers of which are made of leather manufactured 
from cowhide and similar goods, including calfskin, which \s 
referred to in this measure. 

Mr. MANN. I would ask the gentleman whether tlie cow 
hides include only hides weighing over 25 pounds? 

Mr. YOUNG of New York. I will say for the information °f 
the gentleman from Illinois that hides of all sizes and weishts 
are used in the uppers of these shoes, those which were dutiable 
and those which have heretofore been free of duty, and a!! °! 
which will be free from duty under this measure, which 2s 
been justly and properly approved by this House. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I have only a very little 
time, and I would ask the gentleman to permit me to make ™Y 
statement. Mr. Speaker, I am very, very tired of all this talk about 
“jokers.” [Applause on the Republican side.] I do not meal 
to be offensive to any man in this Chamber, or in the other 
Chamber, but let me tell you, Mr. Speaker, that when men are 
disappointed at failure it is a poor revenge to accuse their 0) 
ponents of having attained their end through duplicity. 

The boot and shoe provisions as adopted by the conference 
were absolutely just and fair. They meant exactly what they 
seemed to mean and what they ought to mean, and they were 

















drawn in strict accordance both with the spirit and with the 
letter of the understanding. 

It was clearly understood that such boots and shoes as derived 
an especial benefit from free hides—to wit, boots and shoes 
whose uppers and soles both are made of hides—should be re- 
duced from 25 per cent to 10 per cent, whereas such boots and 
shoes as derived a lesser benefit from free hides—to wit, boots 
and shoes whose soles only are made from hides—should be re- 
duced from 25 per cent to 15 per cent. This agreement was 
fulfilled absolutely. 

To strike out the word “upper” and to include calfskin 
shoes in the 10 per cent list, as is done by this concurrent 
resolution, seems to me not only unfair and unscientific, but 
in direct violation of the original agreement as I understood it. 

Nevertheless, I have, to use a colloquial expression, been 
“sandbagged ” into accepting this new wording by a situation 
which you all understand. I have been convinced of the neces- 
sity of swallowing this medicine, and I shall do so; but a man, 
like a woman, “convinced against his will is of the same 
opinion still.” 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UnpeRwoop] ten minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I know that the House is 
impatient to go home, and I propose to detain it but a very 
few minutes. 

The first provision in this concurrent resolution is to amend 
or change a technical mistake. The second provision is to 
amend a substantial part of the bill. It is an amendment to the 
pill, and not a correction of an error. The reason why it is 
necessary at this late hour to amend a bill that has already 
passed both Houses of Congress is unquestionably due to the 
fact that from the time that this legislation was inaugurated in 
this House until it passed the Senate within the last hour the 
effort has been made by the leadership of this House not to 
allow it to express its real opinion on the items contained in 
the bill. From the beginning this bill has been presented to 
us en bloc as far as possible. It was not intended that we 
should have an opportunity to vote on this particular schedule, 
and it was not yielded to the House and the Senate to vote on 
this proposition until it was found that the bill could not become 
a law unless this amendment was voted on. 

The Democratic party from the beginning has favored a re- 
duction of the Dingley bill. On every proposition that has 
been presented to the House the Democrats have voted in favor 
of a downward reduction, We have stood in favor of the propo- 
sition of revising the tariff downward in the interest of the 
consumer. For that reason, although this concurrent resolu- 
tion is an unusual proposition, presented in an unusual way, 
the Democratic party stands here to-day, as it has stood here 
through the entire consideration of this measure, and raises no 
objection to the resolution that will reduce the duty on shoes 
from 15 per cent ad valorem to 10 per cent ad valorem. Our 
votes as a unit will practically be cast for that proposition. 

Now, this is the final vote on this question. This closes this 
great tariff debate, and I desire to call to the attention of the 
House the fact that a little over a year ago, when the chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee asked the House for 
in authorization for that committee to sit and take testimony 
on which would be based a tariff bill, it was heralded to the 

country that the Republican party was going to revise the 
tariff in the interest of the people. When the Republican party 
in its last platform pledged itself to the country in favor of a 
revision of the tariff, its standard bearer pledged himself to 
the people of the United States in favor of a revision downward 
in the interest of the consuming masses of the people. To-day 
this measure comes before Congress for its final enactment with 
i revision downward in the interest of the manufacturers and 
i revision upward as far as the people of the United States are 
concerned. It has demonstrated one proposition, and on that 
we are ready to take issue with the Republican party, and that 
is, the Republican party can not revise a tariff downward in 
the interest of the people. “ 

They are emasculated whenever they attempt to abandon the 
Special interests of this country and act for the consumer of 
the United States. It is demonstrated to-day that if the con- 
suming masses of the American people desire a revision in their 
interests, there must be a change in the party in control of this 
Government before that revision can be made. On that issue 
we are prepared to go to the country. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side, and cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the adoption of the concurrent resolution. 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I want to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has just 


moved the previous question. 3 
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The question was taken, and the previous question was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the con- 
current resolution. 

The question was taken, and the concurrent resolution was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Payne, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the concurrent resolution was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 

ABSENCE OF MR. LOVERING. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will, by consent of the House, 
lay before the House, for printing in the Recorp, a letter from 
Representative LoveriIne, touching his health, with a certificate 
from his physician, explaining his absence from the House. 
The Chair hears no objection. The letter is as follows: 


Minot, MAss., August 4, 1909. 
Hon. Josepn G. CANNON, ° 4 


Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Mr. Cannon: I feel that I owe you and the House an ex- 
planation, if not an apology. It has been a great disappointment to me 
that I had not sufficiently recovered my health to go to Washington. I 
was fully determined to make the effort, and go there in spite of what- 
ever might be the result, but my physicians, who have been watching 
me very closely, absolutely prohibited it, saying that if I went it would 
be at the risk of my life. Even this I should have disregarded, but 
for my family, whose dependence I am. ' 

Believe me, I did not absent myself for any other reason than this. 
My sympathies were entirely with the party in the passage of the 
conference report. and my vote would have been recular on all points, 
notwithstanding I was extremely disappointed that what seemed to me 
one of the most important measures, and one for which I have been 
working for years, was thrown down in conference, that is the draw- 
back section. 

It is the regret of my life that I was not able to go. Believe me, 

Yours, very sincerely, 
Wma. C. Loverina. 


COHASSET, Mass., August 4, 1909. 
Hon. J. G. CANNON, 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. OC. 

Sir: Hon. W. C. Lovertne is under my professional care. Remain- 
ing here under the most favorable conditions, he has obtained some 
gradual improvement, but the serious nature of his illness requires 
absolute rest. It is of the utmost importance to foster his strength 
in every way, as improvement comes slowly under the best conditions. 

He is not able to travel, and the matter of his going to Washington at 
the present time is not to be thought of. It would be suicidal to him. 

I am, very respectfully, yours, 
Ouiver H. Hower, M. D. 


RESIGNATION OF COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENT. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the fol- 


' lowing communication : 


The Clerk read as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 23, 1909. 
Hon. JosernH G. CANNON, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
My Dear Stir: I hereby resign my position as a member of the Ways 
and Means Committee, to be effective at once. 
Respectfully, yours, 
E. D. CRUMPACKER. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resignation will be 
received and accepted. The Chair hears no objection. 


ANNOUNCEMENT OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following commit- 
tees : 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Committee on Elections No. 1.—Messrs. Charles L. Knapp, George A. 
Pearre, George C. Sturgis, Frank D. Currier, Charles BE. Townsend, 
Arthur W. Kopp, Ollie M. James, Edward W. Saunders, William 
Willett, jr. 

Committee on Elections No. 2.—Messrs. James M. Miller of Kansas, 
James F. Burke of Pennsylvania, Duncan E. McKinlay of California, 
John M. Nelson, Joseph Howell of Utah, William S. Bennet of New 
York, William E. Tou Velle, James A. Hamill, Charles A. Korbly. 

Committee on Elections No. 3.—Messrs. Michael E. Driscoll of New 
York, Henry A. Cooper of Wisconsin, Edmund H. Hinshaw, Joseph B. 
Bennett of Kentucky, John P. Swasey, Adna R. Johnson cf Ohio, 
Charles C. Carlin, William A. Oldfield, Robert C. Wickliffe. 

Committee on Ways and Means (additional).—Messrs. John W. 
Dwight, W. R. Ellis. 

Committee on Appropriations.—Messrs. James A. Tawney, Henry H. 
Bingham, Walter P. Brownlow, Washington Gardner of Michigan; 
Frederick H. Gillett, Walter I. Smith of Iowa, Joseph V. Graff, J. War- 
ren Keifer, Howard M. Snapp, Edward L. Taylor, jr., of Ohio, George 
R. Malby, Leonidas F. Livingston, John J. Fitzgerald, Albert S. Burle- 
son, Swagar Sherley, Eaton J. Bowers, John A. Keliher. 

Committee on the Judiciary.—Messrs. Richard Wayne Parker, Charles 

. Tirrell, John A. Sterling, Reuben O. Moon of Pennsylvania, Gerrit J. 

jlekema, George R. Malby, Edwin W. Higgins, Herman P. Goebel, Ed- 
win Denby, Paul Howland, Frank M. Nye, William P. Sheffield, David A. 
De Armond, Henry D. Clayton, Robert I.. Henry of Texas, William G. 
Brantley, Charles C. Reid, Edwin Y. Webb. 

Committee on Banking and Currency.—Messrs. Edward B. Vreeland, 
Henry McMorran, George D. McCreary, Everis A. Hayes, John W. 
Weeks, James McKinney, Frank E. (Guernsey, Philip P. Campbell, 
Charles 8. eapagren. James Joyce, William O. Barnard, William H. 
Heald, Arséne P. Pujo, Carter Glass, Oscar W. Gillespie, Ollie M. James, 
John G. McHenry, W. S. Hammond, Henry A. Barnhart. 

Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.—Messrs. William B. 
McKinley of Illinois, Ira W. Wood of New Jersey, Joseph R. Know- 
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land, Willlam C. Lovering, Joel Cook, Walter P. Brownlow, George W. 
Norris, Otto G. Foelker, William W. Grist, Adna R. Johnson of Ohio, 
N. E. Kendall, Thomas W. Hardwick, Robert M. Wallace, Daniel J. 
Riordan, Charles F. Booher, William A. Ashbrook, Charles C. Carlin, 
John A. Maguire of Nebraska, Jonah Kuhio Kalanianaole. 

Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.—Messrs. James R. 
Mann, Irving P. Wanger, Frederick C. Stevens of Minnesota, John J. 
Esch, Charles BE, Townsend, James Kennedy of Ohio, Joseph R. Know- 
land, William P. Hubbard of West Virginia, James M. Miller of Kan- 
sas, William H. Stafford, William M. Calder, Charles G. Washburn, 
William C. Adamson, William Richardson, Charles L. Bartlett of 
Georgia, Gordon Russell, Thetus W. Sims, Andrew J. Peters. 

Committee on Rivers and Harbors.—Messrs. De Alva 8S. Alexander of 
New York, George P. Lawrence, James H. Davidson, James McLachlan 
of California, H. Olin Young of Michigan, Harry C. Woodyard, William 
A. Rodenberg, William FE. Humphrey of Washington, Martin B. Madden, 
Charlies A. Kennedy of Iowa, James H. Cassidy, John K. Tener, Stephen 
M. Sparkman, Joseph BE. Ransdell of Louisiana, George F. Burgess, Ben- 
jamin G. Humphreys of Mississippi, John A. Moon of Tennessee, George 
W. Taylor of Alabama, J. Edwin Ellerbe, Charles G. Edwards of 
Georgia. 

Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.—Messrs. William 8. 
Greene, William E. Humphrey of Washington, William W. Wilson of 
Illinois, . Stevens Henry of Connecticut, George W. Fairchild, William 
W. Foulkrod, George C. Sturgiss, John P. Swasey, Andrew J. Barchfeld, 
Duncan BE. McKinlay of California, James S. Simmons, John Kronmiller, 
Thomas Spieht. Joseph A. Goulden, Harry L. Maynard, Frank Clark of 
Florida, Joshua W. Alexander of Missouri, Rufus Hardy, Richmond 
Pearson Hobson. 

Committee on Agriculture—Messrs. Charles F. Scott, William W. 
Cocks of New York, Ralph D. Cole, Gilbert ¥. Haugen, James C. Mc- 
Laughlin of Michigan, Willis C. Hawley, Joseph Howell of Utah, Pleas- 
ant T. Chapman, Charles C. Pratt, L. B. Hanna, Frank Plumley, John 
Lamb, Asbury F. Lever, Jack Beall of Texas, William W. Rucker of 
Missourt, Augustus O. Stanley, Gordon Lee, James T. McDermott, Wil- 
liam H. Andrews. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs.—Messrs. James Breck Perkins, David 
J. Foster of Vermont, Adin B. Capron, J. Sloat Fassett, Edwin Denby, 
William B. McKinley of Hlinois, Allen F. Cooper of Pennsylvania, 
Frank O. Lowden, Butler Ames, Henry A. Cooper of Wisconsin, Ira W. 
Wood of New Jersey, Henry W. Palmer of Pennsylvania, William M. 
Howard, Henry D. Flood of Virginia, John N. Garner of Texas, John 
Gill, jr., of Maryland, George S. Legare, Gilbert M. Hitchcock, Charles 
D. Carter. 

Committee on Military Affairs.—Messrs. John A. T. Hull of Iowa, 
Adin B. Capron, George W. Prince, H. Olin Young of Michigan, Julius 
Kahn, James F. Burke of Pennsylvania, Thomas W. Bradley, Frederick 
Cc. Stevens of Minnesota, Daniel R. Anthony, jr., Charles L. Knapp, 
Charles H. Morgan of Missouri, John Q. Tilson, William Sulzer, James 
Hay, James L. Slayden, Isaac R. Sherwood, George W. Gordon, Ben 
Cravens, 8. H. Dent, jr., James Wickersham. 

Committee on Naval Affairs.—Messrs. George Edmund Foss, Henry 
Cc. Loudenslager, Thomas 8. Butler, Sydney BE. Mudd, Ernest W. 
Roberts, George Alvin Loud, Arthur L. Bates, W. Aubrey Thomas of 
Ohio, Albert IF’. Dawson, J. Van Vechten Olcott, W. F. Englebright, 
C. Bascom Slemp, Lemuel P. Padgett, Alexander W. Gregg, Joshua 
F. C. Talbott, Richmond Pearson Hobson, Claude Kitchin, Robert 
Bruce Macon, Albert Estopinal. 

Committee on the Post-Ofice and Post-Roads.—Messrs. John W. 
Weeks, John J. Gardner of New Jersey, Nehemiah D. Sperry, William 
H. Stafford, George F. Huff, J. Sloat Fassett, Sylvester C. Smith of 
California, Frank O. Lowden, Cyrus Durey, Thomas R. Hamer, Francis 
H. Dodds, Victor Murdeck, John A. Moon of Tennessee, David B. 
Finley, James T. Lioyd, John H. Small, Thomas M. Bell of Georgia, Wil- 
liara Kk. Cox of Indiana, Ralph H. Cameron. 

Committee on the Public Lands.—Messrs. Frank W. Mondell, Andrew 
J. Volstead, Sylvester C. Smith of California, Asie J. Gronna, Herbert 
Parsons, Charles N. Pray, John M. Reynolds, Eben W. Martin of South 
Dakota, Charles A. Crow, Thomas R. Hamer, Dick T. Morgan of Okla- 
homa, Charles E, Pickett, Adam M. Bird, Joe T. Robinson, Scott Ferris, 
W. B. Craig, George W. Rauch, Dudley M. Hughes of Georgia, Edward 
T. Taylor of Colorado, Willian H. Andrews. 

Committee on Indian Affairs.—Messrs. Charles H. Burke of South Da- 
kota, Philip P. Campbell, Bird S. MeGuire of Oklahoma, Amos L. Allen, 
Charles F. Barclay, Edmund H. Hinshaw, Arthur P. Murphy, Richard 
Young of New York, L. B. Hanna, Clarence B. Miller of Minnesota, 
N. E. Kendall, John H. Stephens of Texas, E. W. Saunders, Joseph wy 
Byrns, Carl C. Anderson, James P. Latta, W. D. Jamieson, James M. 
Graham of Illinois, Ralph H. Cameron. 

Committee on the Territcrices.—Messrs. Edward L. Hamilton, Adin B. 
Capron, George N. Southwick, James McKinney, Ralph D. Cole, John M. 
Reynolds, William H. Draper, Frank B. Guernsey, J. N. Langham, James 
W. Good, James T. Lioyd, Ezekiel 8. Candler, jr., William C. Houston, 
Benjamin G. Humphreys of Mississippi, Michael F. Conry, Daniel A. 
Driscoll of New York, William H. Andrews, James Wickersham. 

Committee on Insuler Affairs.—Messrs. Marlin E. Olmsted, Edgar 
D. Crumpacker, Edward L. Hamilton, Charles BE. Fuller, Elbert H. 
Hubbard of Lowa, William H. Graham of Pennsylvania, Herbert Par- 
sons, Duncan EB. McKinlay of California, Charles R. Davis, E. H. Mad- 
ison, Charles N, Fowler, Albert Douglas, William A. Jones, Robert N. 
Page, Finis J. Garrett, Matt R. Denver, Charles V. Fornes, Harvey 
Helm, Atterson W. Rucker of Colorado, Tullio Larrinaga. 

Committee on Railways and Canals.—Messrs. James H. Davidson, 
Nelson P. Wheeler, Daniel R. Anthony, jr.. James Breck Perkins, Her- 
man P. Goebel, Dick T. Morgan of Oklahoma, Frank Plumley, William 
©. Barnard, Charles EB. Pickett, William Hughes of New Jersey, 
Charlies A. Korbly, William G. Sharp, Thomas Gallagher, Patrick F 
Gill of Missouri. 

Committee on Manufactures.—Messrs. Henry McMorran, Pleasant T. 
Chapman, William W. Foulkrod, William C. Lovering, W. Aubrey 
Thomas of Ohio, BE. A. Morse, Richard Young of New York, Clarence 
B. Miller of Minnesota, Joseph T. Johnson of South Carolina, James A. 
Hamill, John A. Martin of Colorado, William G. Sharp, John W. 
Boehne. 

Committee on Mines and Mining.—Messrs. George F. Huff, Joseph 
Howell of Utah, W. F. Englebright, Joseph W. Fordney, Albert Doug- 
las, Charles N. Pray, Politte Elvins, Charles E. Creager, Alfred B. 
Garner of Pennsylvania, George A. Bartlett of Nevada, Martin D. Fos- 
ter of Illinois, T. D. Nicholls, W. 8. Hammond, Cyrus Cline, John A. 
Maguire of Nebraska, Ralph H. Cameron. 

Committee on Public Buildings and Grownds.—Messrs. Richard Bar- 
tholdt, Edwin C. Burleigh, Benjamin F. Howell of New Jersey, John B. 
Andrus, Daniel F. Lafean, Eben W. Martin of South Dakota, Fred. 
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Lundin, John G. Grant, Richard W. Austin, Charles EB. Creager, Wil. 
liam G. Brantley, Charles R. Thomas of North Carolina, Morris Shep- 
pard, Joseph T. Johnson of South Carolina, John L. Burnett, Frank 
Clark of Florida, James C. Cantrill. 

Committee on Pacific Railroads.—Messrs. Thomas 8. Butler, Michae! 
E. Driscoll of New York, Moses P. Kinkaid of Nebraska, Sydney p 
Mudd, John M. Nelson, James Kennedy «- Ohio, Alfred B. Garner o¢ 
Pennsylvania, Frank P. Woods of Iowa, Miles Poindexter, James L. 
Slayden, George A. Bartlett of Nevada, W. D. Jamieson, R. Y. Thomas 
jr., of Kentucky, Martin A. Morrison, John A. Martin of Colorado. ’ 

Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi Rire-— 
Messrs. Philip P. Campbell, Harry M. Coudrey, William A. Reeder 
Napoleon B. Thistlewood, James McKinney, Charles A. Lindberg’ 
Charles A. Crow, Charles E. Pickett, Robert Bruce Macon, Charlies } 
Booher, Thomas Upton Sisson, Samuel L. Gilmore, William A. Dickson 
of Mississippi. 

Committee on Education.—Messrs. James F. Burke of Pennsylvania 
Andrew J. Volstead, Joseph V. Graff, Moses P. Kinkaid of Nebraska’ 
George Alvin Loud, James Carson Needham, William M. Calder, John 
G. Grant, Asbury F. Lever, Finis J. Garrett, Timothy T. Ansberry 
William B. Tou Velle, Robert C. Wickliffe. © 

Committee on Labor.—Messrs. John J. Gardner of New Jersey, Rich. 
ard Bartholdt, Edward B. Vreeland, E. H. Madison, Amos L. Allen 
Edward L, Taylor, jr., of Ohio, Sylvester C. Smith of California, Wji\js 
C. Hawley, Henry T. Rainey, William Hughes of New Jersey, Thomas 
D. Nicholls, John C. Floyd, James H. Covington. 

Committee on Militia.—Messrs. Halvor Steenerson, John A. T. Hy!| 
of Iowa, Butler Ames, Charles E. Fuller, Edwin Denby, Michael pF 
Driscoll of New York, Harry C. Woodyard, William H. Wiley, William 
W. Griest, John Gill, jr., of Maryland, John C. Floyd, William A. Ash. 
brook, J. Thomas Heflin, Thomas Gallagher, Ralph W. Moss. 

Committee on Patents.—Messrs. Frank D. Currier, Edmund H. Hin. 
shaw, EB. Stevens Henry of Connecticut, Charles B. Law, Benjamin k. 
Focht, William W. Wilson of Illinois, Gustay Kiistermann, James Joyce 
Irvine L. Lenroot, William Sulzer, Geo 8S. Legare, William B. Wilson 
of Pennsylvania, William A. Oldfield, Martin A. Morrison. 

Committee on Invalid Pensions.—Messrs. Cyrus A. Sulloway, Samue! 
W. Smith of Michigan, William A. Calderhead, Thomas W. Bradley. 
Charles BE. Fuller, Don C. Edwards of Kentucky, Napoleon B. Thisi\e 
wood, David A. Hollingsworth, J. N. Langham, Charles H. Cowles, 
George H. Lindsay, Charles H. Weisse, Lincoln Dixon of Indiana, Tim 
= T. Ansberry, iugene F. Kinkead of New Jersey, Carl C. Anderson 

ommittee on Pensions.—Messrs. Henry C. Loudenslager, William i. 
Draper, Butler Ames, Joseph B. Bennett of Kentucky, Nelson p. 
Wheeler, John A. Sterling, Joel Cook, Charles A. Crow, Arthur W. Kopp, 
William Richardson, Martin D. Foster of Illinois, Cordell Hul! of 
Tennessee, William A. Dickson of Mississippi, Daniel A. Driscoll of New 
York, Martin Dies. 

Committee on Claims.—Messrs. George W. Prince, Charles Q. Tirrell, 
William H. Graham of Pennsylvania, Charles A. Lindbergh, Willis C. 
Hawley, John Q. Tilson, Charles S. Millington, Dick T. Morgan of (Okla- 
homa, Charles H. Cowles, Henry M. Goldfogle, Claude Kitchin, Ezekie! 
8S. Candler, jr., ay W. Shackleford, James O. Patterson, John A. M. 
Adair, Patrick F. Gill of Missouri. 

Committee on War Claims.—Messrs. Charles B. Law, Benjamin K. 
Focht, Gilbert N. Haugen, Elmer A. Morse, James McLachlan of (ali- 
fornia, William P. Sheffield, Frank Plumley, John M. Morehead, James 
W. Good, Thetus W. Sims, Thomas Spight, Henry D. Clayton, John © 
Floyd of Arkansas, John T. Watkins, John W. Boehne. 

Committee on Private Land Claims.—Ernest W. Roberts, George W. 
Norris, Cyrus Durey, Elmer A. Morse, Charles H. Morgan of Mis- 
souri, John K. Tener, Clarence B. Miller of Minnesota, William A. 
Jones, William R. Smith of Texas, Robert M. Wallace, Charlies H. 
Weisse, Charles D. Carter, Dannitte H. Maye, Jonah K. Kalanianaole. 

Committee on the District of Columbia.—Messrs. Samuel W. Smith of 
Michigan, Philip P. Campbell, J. Van Vechten Olcott, Julius Kahn, 
J. Hampton Moore of Pennsylvania, Harry M. Coudrey, Frank M. Ny 
William J. Cary, Soc A. Pearre, Frank BE. Guernsey, William I 
Wiley, Hamilton Fish, Dorsey W. Shackleford, Wyatt Aiken, Ben John 
son of Kentucky, John H. thermel, William P. Borland, James M 
Cox of Ohio, Samuel L. Gilmore. 

Committee on the Revision of the Laws.—Messrs. Reuben 0. Moon of 
Pennsylvania, Joseph B. Bennett of Kentucky, Herbert Parsons, Georg 
A. Pearre, Halvor Steenerson, George W. Norris, John P. Swasey, 
David A. Hollingsworth, John T. Watkins, William C. Houston, Francis 
R. Lassiter, A. Mitcheli Palmer of Pennsylvania, Thomas U. Sisson. 

Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.—Messrs. Frederick I! 
Gillett, Charles N. Fowler, James R. Mann, Amos L. Allen, David J 
Foster of Vermont, William W. Cocks of New York, Albert F. Dawson, 
William O. Barnard, Hannibal L. Godwin, Cordell Hull of Tennessee, 
Cyrus Cline, Dannitte H. Mays, John A. Martin of Colorado. 

Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Represente- 
tives in Congress.—Messrs. Jose’ H. Gaines, Gs A. Sulloway, Ger- 
rit J. Diekema, Benjamin K. Focht, Marlin E. Olmsted, Martin } 
Madden, William R. Ellis, James S. Simmons, William W. Rucker of 
Missouri, Osear W. Gillespie, Thomas W. Hardwick, Francis R. Lassiter 
Michael F. Conry. : 

Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Trajic.—Messrs. Nehemiah TL) Spert! 
Amos L. Allen, Andrew J. chfeld, Gustav Kiistermann, Charles \ 
Pray, J. Van Vechten Olcott, Nicholas Longworth, Ezekiel 8. Candler, jt 
John G. McHenry, Adolph J. Sabath, James M. Cox of Ohio. 

Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands.—Messrs. William A. Reeder 
Ralph D. Cole, Moses P. Kinkaid of Nebraska, William F. Englebrisht, 
William 8S. Greene, John FE. Andrus, Henry W. Palmer of Pennsy! 
vania, John W. Good, William R. Smith of Texas, Henry T. Raines, 
Gilbert M. Hitchcock, George A. Bartlett of Nevada, Robert Y. Thomas, 
jr., of Kentucky. oe 

Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.—Messrs. Ben)jam'" 
F. Howell of New Jersey, Augustus P. Gardner of Massachusetts, W!!: 
liam 8. Bennet of New York, Everis A. Hayes, J. Hampton Moore 
Pennsylvania, Don C. Edwards of Kentucky, Gustav Kilstermann, Adna 
R. Johnson of Ohio, Politte Elvins, John L. Burnett, John M. Moore 
of ‘Texas, John A. M. Adair, Adolph J. Sabath, Joseph F. O'Connell. 
Henry M. Goldfogle. 

Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics.—Messrs. George Db. M« 
Creary, James H. Cassidy, Miles Poindexter, Irvine L. Lenroot, George 
W. Rauch, Joshua W. Alexander of Missouri, James C. Cantril!. 

Committee on E itures in the State Department.—Messrs. })00 ‘ 
Edwards of Kentucky, William W. Cocks of New York, Charles R. |)av's 
Arthur W. Kopp, Courtney W. Hamlin, William B. Craig, Martin Dies 

Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department.— ess" 
Ebenezer J. Hill, Arthur L. Bates, Herman P. Goebel, William |. \ 
Kinley of Illinois, John Lamb, John M. Garner of Texas, William 4 
Cullop. 
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Committee on Expenditures in the War Department.—Messrs. George 
p. Lawrence, John M. Reynolds, J. Warren Keifer, Thomas W. Bradley, 
Joseph L? 7 A. Mitchell Palmer of Pennsylvania, Patrick F. Gill 

Missouri. 

* ome on Expenditures in the Navy Department.—Messrs. Henry 
s. Boutell, John W. Langley, William J. Cary, William H. Heald, Lemuel 
Pp. Padgett, John H. Rothermel, Eugene F. Kinkead of New Jersey. 

Committee’ on Expenditures in the Post-Ofice Department.—Messrs. 
Irving P. Wanger, George W. Fairchild, Harry C. Woodyard, Richard W. 
Austin, Carter Glass, John M. Moore of Texas, Wyatt Aiken. 

Committee on HEapenditures in the Interior Department.—Messrs. 
Bird S. MeGuire of Oklahoma, Francis H. Dodds, John G. Grant, Rob- 
ert N. Page, Rufus Hardy, Dudley M. Hughes of Georgia. 

Committee on Eapenditures in the Department of Justice.—Messrs. 
Sydney BE. Mudd, Elbert H. Hubbard of Iowa, Paul Howland, William 
P. Hubbard of West Virginia, Henry M. Goldfogle, John H. Stephens of 
Texas, Adam M. Byrd. 

Committee on Expenditurcs in the Department of Agriculture — 
Messrs. William H. Graham of Pennsylvania, Edwin W. Higgins, 
Charles G. Washburn, Hamilton Fish, Henry D. Flood of Virginia, 
Charles F. Booher, Ralph W. Moss. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and 
Labor.—Messrs. David J. Foster of Vermont, Washington Gardner of 
Michigan, Asle J. Gronna, Charles C. Pratt, Arsene P. Pujo, Morris 
Sheppard, Daniel J, Riordan. 

Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings.—Messrs. E. Stevens 
Henry of Connecticut, James McLachlan of California, John J. Esch, 
James C. McLaughlin of Michigan, John H. Small, Harvey Helm, 
Michael F. Conry. 

Committee on Accounts.—James A. Hughes of West Virginia, Frank 

D. Currier, William H. Draper, Albert F. Dawson, William W. Griest, 
John Kronemmert, , Chesics L. Bartlett of Georgia, Joseph A. Goulden, 
Joseph F. O'Connell. 
; Committee on the Census.—Messrs. Edgar D. Crumpacker, Edwin C. 
furleigh, James A. Hughes of West Virginia, Howard M. Snapp, John 
W. Langley, Charles F. Barclay, Otto G. Foelker, Campbell B. Slemp, 
Arthur P. Murphy, John M. Morehead, James Hay, Joseph T. Robinson, 
William B. Wilson of Pennsylvania, Hannibal L. Godwin, Courtney W. 
Hamlin, James O'H. Patterson. 

Committee on the Library.—Messrs. Samuel W. McCall, E. L. Hamil- 
ton, Charles H. Burke of South Dakota, William M. Howard, Charles 
R. Thomas of North Carolina. 

Committee on Printing.—Messrs. Allen F. Cooper of Pennsylvania, 
George C. Sturgiss, David BE. Finley, 

Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions.—Messrs. William A. 
Rodenberg, Augustus P. Gardner of Massachusetts, John M. Nelson, 
Joel Cook, John W. ae) George N. Southwick, Halvor Steenerson, 
Arthur P. Murphy, Frank P. Woods of Iowa, Miles Poindexter, Harry 
L. Mavnard, Joseph L. Rhinock, J. Thomas Heflin, James William 
Collier William A. Cullop, James H. Covington. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading | 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the following reso- 
lutions, in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested : 

Senate concurrent resolution 9. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5093 





PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE 
AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 135. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
shall be, and is hereby, authorized during the Sixty-first Congress to 
have such printing and binding done as may be required for the trans- 
action of its business. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


DRAWBACK ON OIL CAKE FROM IMPORTED SEED. 


Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table Senate concurrent resolution No. 11 
and consider it at the present time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Senate concurrent resolution 11. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Committee on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized 
to correct the enrolled bill of the House, entitled “An act to provide 
revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United 
States, and for other purposes,”’ by inserting after the word “ bushel,” 
in line 1, on page 101 of the bill as it passed both Houses, the words 
“but no drawback shall be allowed upon oil cake made from imported 
seed.” And they are further authorized to strike out the following 
provision in section 23 of said bill, on page 435, which reads as fol- 
lows: ‘“‘ Provided, That the waste material or by-products incident to 
the processes of manufacture in said bonded warehouses may be with- 
drawn for domestic consumption on the payment of duty equal to the 
duty which would be assessed and collected, by law, if such waste or 
by-products were imported from a foreign country.” That on and after 
the day following the passage of this resolution, bagging for cotton, 
gunny cloth, and similar fabrics suitable for covering cotton shall, when 
imported into the United States, be exempt from duty. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object to the con- 
sideration of that resolution. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do I understand that the gentleman 
from New York has objected? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to the House that there is an in- 
superable objection—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I think that I have the floor, and I will 
move to take the resolution from the table and put it upon its 
passage. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order that the resolution 
must go first to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





That the Joint Committee on Printing be, and are hereby, authorized 
and directed to prepare, compile, and index all of the acts heretofore 
passed by Congress imposing duties on imports, and that 3,000 copies 
of said compilation be printed, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate 
and 2,000 copies for the use of the House. 


Senate concurrent resolution 10. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed for the use of Congress 50,000 copies of the 
tariff law of 1909 in pamphlet form, indexed, with paper covers, to be 
apportioned as follows: 

Thirty thousand copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 
15,000 copies for_the use of the Senate, and 5,000 copies for the use 
of the Committe® on Finance of the Senate; and that the Public 
Printer be authorized to print for sale such copies of said document 
as in his discretion may be required. 


Senate concurrent resolution 11. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 


That the Committee on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized | 
to correct the enrolled bill of the House entitled “An act to provide | 


revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United 


States, and for other purposes,” by inserting after the word “ bushel,” | 


in line 1, on page 101 of the bill, as it passed both Houses, the words 
“but no drawback shall be allowed upon oil cake made from im- 
ported seed.” And they are further authorized to strike out the fol- 
lowing provision in section 23 of said bill, on page 435, which reads 
as follows: “Provided, That the waste material or by-products incident 
to the processes of manufacture in said bonded warehouses may be 
withdrawn for domestic consumption on the erent of duty equal to 
the duty which would be assessed and collec by law if such waste 
or by-products were imported from a foreign country. That on and 
after the day following the passage of this resolution bagging for 
cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics suitable for covering cotton 
shall, when imported into the United States, be exempt from duty. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. | 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | 


oa for the present consideration of the following reso- 
ution, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 136. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs have authority to 
have such printing and binding done as may be required in the trans- 
action of its business during this Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 











The SPEAKER. At this time, under the rule, the motion of 
the gentleman from Georgia is not in order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the Chair state for my benefit why 
it is not in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the genileman from 
New York on the point of order. 

Mr. PAYNE. The point of order is that the Committee on 
Ways and Means is fully organized and has full jurisdiction of 
the subject and it must go first to that committee. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is the rule, Mr. Speaker, but I 
thought the gentleman from New York had heart enough and 
interest enough in the southern part of this country to yield 
that point. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from New York and the 
| gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livineston] both agree that the 
| gentleman’s motion is not in order, and the Chair without em- 
| barrassment can sustain the point of order made by the gen- 
tleman from New York. [Laughter.] 


RESOLUTION FOR FINAL ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 
and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House concurrent resolution 22. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
| That the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives be authorized to close the present session by adjourn- 
ing their respective Houses on the Sth of August, 1909, at 6 o'clock 
p. m. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent for 
the adoption of the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 118. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary is authorized to have 
such printing and binding done for the use of the committee as may 
be necessary for the transaction of their business. 
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- The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 120. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands is authorized to 
have such printing and binding done for the use of the committee as 
may be necessary for the transaction of its business during the Sixty- 
first Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON LABOR. 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 119. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Labor is hereby authorized to have 
such printing and binding done as may be necessary in the transaction 
of its business. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON 

HARBORS, 


Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 121. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House 
of Representatives is authorized to have such printing and binding done 
for the use of the committee as may be necessary for its business. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


RIVERS AND 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXTIX, the following concurrent resolu- 
tions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated: 

Senate concurrent resolution 9. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Joint Committee on Printing be, and are hereby, authorized 
and directed to prepare, compile, and index all of the acts heretofore 
passed by Congress imposing duties on imports, and that 3,000 copies of 
said compilation be printed, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 
2,000 copies for the use of the House. 

-—to the Committee on Printing. 
Senate concurrent resolution 10. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring). 
That there be printed for the use of Congress 50,000 copies of the tariff 
law of 1909 in pamphlet form, indexed, with paper cover, to be appor- 
tioned as follows: 

Thirty thousand copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 
15,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 5,000 copies for the use of 
the Committee on Finance of the Senate; and that the Public Printer 
be authorized to print for sale such copies of said document as in his 
discretion may be required. 


—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND 


GROUNDS, 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the following resolution, which 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 127. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be 
authorized to have such printing and binding done for the use of the 
committee as may be necessary during the Sixty-first Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution, which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 122. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories be authorized io 
have such printing and binding done as shall be necessary for the 
transaction of its business during the Sixty-first Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON COINAGE, WEIGHTS, 
AND MEASURES. 


Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the following resolu- 
tion, which I send to the desk and ask to have read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 124. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures |). 
authorized to have such printing and binding done as shall be necessary 
for the transaction of its business during the Sixty-first Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON INSULAR AFFAIRS, 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution, which 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 123. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Insular Affairs be authorized to 
have such printing and binding done for the use of the committee as 
may be necessary for the transaction of its business during the Sixty- 
first Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objeciion? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up from the 
Speaker’s table a resolution (S. C. Res. 10) coming from the 
Senate respecting the printing of the tariff bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Should not that under the rule go to the Committee on Priut- 
ing? I make that point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York desire 
to ask unanimous consent? What is the gentleman’s request? 

Mr. PAYNE. My request is to take up the resolution to 
which I refer for immediate consideration. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And I make the point of order under the 
rule that it should go to the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. It has already gone to that committee. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I object to its present consideration. 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well. I shall have to offer a resolution 
for the consideration of the Committee on Rules. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURP. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for tle 
present consideration of the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 117. 


Resolwed, That the Committee on Agriculture be authorized to have 
such printing and “ee done for the use of the committee as muy 
be necessary during the Sixty-first Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. * 
The resolution was agreed to. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON INDUSTRIAL 
AND EXPOSITIONS. 


Mr. RODENBERG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the following resolution, whic! 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 125. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions be 
authorized to have such printing and binding done as may be necessi'y 
for the transaction of its business during the Sixty-first Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING. 
Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous ©! 
sent for the present consideration of the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 126. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining be authorized to 
have such as and binding done as may be necessary in the cou 
duct of its business during the Sixty-first Congress, 


ARTS 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? PRINTING AND BINDING, COMMITTEE ON PATENTS, 


There was no objection. Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
The resolution was agreed to. the present consideration of the following resolution. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 


. The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, —— 
which I send to the desk. ; Resolved, That the Committee on Patents be authorized to have such 

rhe Clerk read as follows: printing and binding done for the use of the committee as may be 

House resolution 134. necessary during the Sixty-first Congress, 

Resolved, Pe 0 oqumainiee a. three anaes o* pated ty > The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Speaker to m a similar committee appo y the mate to wa ‘hai ~. i is nor 
= the President of the United Statec and inf acim dee, Ge aioe Chair hears none, and the resolution is agreed to. 


Houses have —— aoe of the ee — = ane mt PRINTING AND BINDING, COMMITTEE ON MILITIA. 
j Rn, Un e n as some communication to make - = . _ 
. — = Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following reso- 
The resolution was agreed to. lution. . , ; 
The Chair announced the following committee on the part of The SPEAKER. The Cierk will report the resolution. 
the House: The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Payne of New York, Mr. Forpney of Michigan, and Mr. House resolution 130. 
Crark of Missouri. Resvived, That the Committee on Militia be authorized to have such 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a sugges- as a8 binding done as may be necessary in the transaction of its 
tion to the gentleman from New York {Mr. Parner]. Iam will-| The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
ing to withdraw my objection to the printing of the tariff bill, | (pair hears none, and the resolution is agreed to. 
provided he will permit me to make a simple motion to pass the 
Senate concurrent resolution giving free cotton bagging, now on | PRINTING AND BINDING, COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NAT- 


the Speaker’s table. URALIZATION. 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not make any promise of that kind. I Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol- 
will find a way to pass the resolution. lowing resolution. 
PRINTING AND BINDING, COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION OF ARID LANDs.| TLC SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following House resolution 129. 
resolution. | Resolved, That the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization be 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. authorized to have such printing and binding done as is necessary in 
The Clerk read as follows: the transaction of its business during the Sixty-first Congress. 
House resolution 128. The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


Resolved, That the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands be author- | Chair hears none, and the resolution is agreed to. 


| 
ized to have such printing and binding done as may be necessary in the | . : a al 
conduct of its business during the present session. COMPILATION OF TARIFF ACTS. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The | Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I submit the 
Chair hears none, and the resolution is agreed to. | following privileged report (H. Rept. No. 26) from the Commit- 


tee on Printing, and ask for its adoption. 
PRINTING AND BINDING, COMMITTEE ON WAR C ; ; : 
2 ee The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the same. 
Mr. LAW. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution. The Clerk read as follows: 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred Senate concurrent 
The Clerk read as follows: resolution No. 9, respectfully report the same back to the House with 


the recommendation that the same be concurred in. 


Se conc , ssoluti 9. 

Resolved, That the Committee on War Claims be authorized to have ee pate ioe — * penne : we . 
such printing and binding done for the use of the committee as may be Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
necessary during the Sixty-first Congress. , That the Joint Committee on Printing be, and are hereby, authorized 

a ania aa et ot and directed to prepare, compile, and index all the acts heretofore 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The | passed by Congress imposing duty on imports, and that 3,000 copies of 
Chair hears none, and the resolution is agreed te. said compilation be printed, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 

2,000 copies for the use of the House. 


SEGRE | SENS SS SUN Aae. | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle- 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading clerk, | man a question. 


House resolution 132. 


announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution, | The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
in which the concurrence ef the House of Representatives was| Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 
requested : | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Under this order will these books go 
Senate concurrent resolution 12. | to the credit of Members in the folding room? 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), | Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. In where, please? 
That there be printed 15,000 copies of the decument entitled “Esti-| yr UNDERWOOD. Wil! they go to the credit of Members 


mated Revenues, Together with Comparative Tables,” prepared under 
the direction of the Committee on Finance, Sixty-first Congress, first 
session, with certain additional matters thereto attached, 5,000 copies 
for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution : 


in the folding room? 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. That is what the resolution 
says, I believe. They should go to the folding room 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to ask the gentleman if this is 
the action of the committee? 
a Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. It is. 

ne eee de iat Mr. UNDERWOOD. The entire committee? 

aie . ' : = oily = et a . 

Vice-President, to Sein a similar commithes appointed ee Howes at Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. A major ity of the committee, 
Representatives, to wait u the President DF the United States and Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is it a unanimous report? 
inform him that the two Houses, having completed the business of the Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. It is. 


present session, are ready to adjourn, unless the President has some oT N , ; ‘ ve “me . vis 
ther asammeinedien te “yy 4 Mr. FINLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia 


And that, in compliance with the foregoing, the Vice-President that there has been a meeting of the committee, and the reso- 


; . lution has been reported. 
had appointed as said committee Mr. Atpaica and Mr. Daniet. The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


PRINTING AND BINDING, COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. tion. 
The ras taken, -soluti ras agree . 
Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I offer the The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. PRINTING OF TARIFF LAWS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 


The Glesk zead as fellows: Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Print- 


a ing, to whom was referred Senate concurrent resolution No. 10, 
House resolution 133. 


Reoclend, Heat tha C =e ares ontettiinteati iit iain reported the same back to the House with the recommendation 
olve a ommittee on ting author os uring . red 
the sessions of the House and to have suc ras and binding done that the — be concur in. 
as shall be necessary in the transaction its business during the The Clerk read as follows: 
Sixty-first Congress. Senate concurrent resolution 10. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
Chair hears none, and the resolution is agreed to. That there be printed for the use of Congress 50,000 copies of the 
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tariff law of 1909 in pamphlet form, indexed, with paper covers, to 
be apportioned as follows: 

Thirty thousand copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 
15,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 5,000 copies for the use 
of the Committee on Finance of the Senate; and that the Public 
Printer be authorized to print for sale such copies of said document 
ag in his discretion may be required. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the committee whether this resolution places these 
documents to the credit of the Members in the folding room or 
in the document room? 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. It is my understanding that 
they go to the folding room, to be distributed proportionately. 

Mr. MANN. Under the law they go to the folding room. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the concur- 
rent resolution. 4 

The question was taken, and the concurrent ,resvlution was 
agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the following resolution : 

House concurrent resolution 22. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring). 
That the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives be authorized to close the present session by adjourn- 
ing their respective Houses on the 5th day of August, 1909, at 6 o'clock 
post meridian. 

The message also announced that under the authority con- 
ferred by the urgent deficiency bill (H. R. 11570) the Vice- 
President had appointed as members of the joint commission, 
on the part of the Senate, Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. 
Foster, to inquire into the rates of premium heretofore and now 
being charged as well as those proposed to be charged by surety 
or bonding companies for bonds of officers or employees of the 
United States, etc. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bill of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 1488. An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and 
encourage the industries of the United States, and for other 
purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that this day they had presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, for his approval, the following bill: 

H. R. 1488. An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and 
encourage the industries of the United States, and for other 
purposes, 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, one of his secretaries, announced that the President of 
the United States had approved and signed bills of the follow- 
ing titles: 

H. R. 1438. An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and 
encourage the industries of the United States, and for other 
purposes ; 

H. R. 11570. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1909, and for 
other purposes; 

H.R, 11572. An act to authorize the construction, mainte- 
nance, and operation of various bridges across and over certain 
navigable waters, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6277. An act to authorize the building of a dam across 
the Savannah River at or near the mouth of Stevens Creek, 
between the counties of Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, Ga.; 

H. R. 11797. An act to attach Ben Hill County to the Albany 
division of the southern district of Georgia ; 

H. R. 11579. An act to amend an act relative to the erection 
of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee River; 
and 

H. R. 9135. An act to raise revenue for the Philippine Islands, 
and for other purposes. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIX, the following concurrent reso- 
lutions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to 
their appropriate committees, as indicated: 

Senate concurrent resolution 12. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) 
That there be printed 15,000 copies of the document entitled “ Estimated 
Revenues, Together with Comparative Tables,’ prepared under the direc- 
tion of the Committee on Finance, Sixty-first Congress, first session, 
with certain additional matters hereto attached; 5,000 copies for the 
use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 


—to the Committee on Printing. 


Senate concurrent resolution 11. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Committees on Enrolled Bills the two Houses be authorized 
to correct the enrolled bill of the House entitled “An act to provide 
revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United 
States, and for other purposes,” by inserting after the word “ bushel,” in 
line 1,0n page 101 of the bill as it passed both Houses, the words “ but 
no drawback shall be allowed upon oil cake made from imported seed.” 
And they are further authori to strike out the following provision in 
section 23 of said bill, on page 435, which reads as follows: “ Provided, 
That the waste material or by-products incident to the provesses of 
manufacture in said bonded warehouses may be withdrawn for domestic 
consumption on the payment of duty equal to the duty which would be 
asses and collected by law if such waste or by-products were im- 
ported from a foreign-country.” ‘That on and after the day following 
the passage of this resolution bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and simi- 
lar fabrics suitable for covering cotton shall, when imported into the 
United States, be exempt from duty. 


—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
REPORT OF NOTIFICATION COMMITTEE. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, your committee appointed to wait 
upon the President in conjunction with a similar committee on 
the part of the Senate beg to report that we have waited upon 
the President according to instructions, and he announces that 
he has no further communication to make to the Congress, 


FINAL ADJOURN MENT, 


The SPEAKER. I desire to thank the membership of the 
House of Representatives for efficient and faithful and, in my 
judgment, wise service during this special session of Congress. 
Representing as we do in the aggregate 90,000,000 of people, 
producing as we do one-third of all the products of all the civ- 
ilized world, it is but_natural that when the chosen Represent:- 
tives of that great body of people come together with varying 
interests, affecting virile constituencies, they should disagree as 
to the proper policies that should control the enactment of 
legislation. Out of that disagreement come compromises. 

Legislation is impossible except by the vote of a majority, 
and the majority can not agree without compromise. We have 
performed our duty to the best of our ability. At times the 
contest has been warm, but there is one good thing about Ameri- 
can Representatives—when the contest is over and the legisla- 
tion is had, the people of the country conform to the provisions 
of the legislation, and move on. 

I thank you, and as the hour has arrived for adjournment, 
wishing you a safe journey to your respective homes, health, 
and a safe return, nothing is left for me under the provisions 
of the concurrent resolution but to declare the first session of 
the House of Representatives of the Sixty-first Congress ad- 
journed without day. [Loud applause.] 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and me- 
morials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 12253) dedicating excess 
payments on public lands to the maintenance of public schools— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CROW: A bill (H. R. 12254) to compel the return 
address to be written or printed on all first-class mail matter. 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 12255) to amend the immi- 
gration laws of the United States—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 12256) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to have constructed a direct road leading from 
the southern end of the new Highway Bridge across the Poto- 
mac River to the national cemetery at Arlington and Fort 
Myer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 12257) to provide for 
inguisitions into the sanity of honorably discharged soldicrs 
and sailors admitted to the Government Hospital for the Insane 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 12258) authorizing the Con- 
necticut River Company to construct a dam or dams across (0- 
necticut River above the village of Windsor Locks, Conn.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. - 

By Mr. LAFERAN: A bill (H. R. 12259) to provide for mak- 
ing the necessary surveys for a national memorial highway in 
honor of Abraham Lincoln, to be called “The Lincoln Way,” 
from the White House, Washington, D. C., to the battlefield of 
Gettysburg, Pa.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. COUDREY: A bill (H. R. 12260) to increase the |i- 
cense tax in the District of Columbia on baseball grounds—'0 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 








1909. 


By Mr. HANNA: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 65) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and 
encourage the industries of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” approved August 5, 1909—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 12261) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James A. Turner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 12262) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward G. Culbertson—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 12263) granting an increase 
of pension to Walter A. Powell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 12264) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert W. Van Riper—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12265) authorizing the 
appointment of Thomas Shea, United States Army, retired, to 
the rank of brigadier-general on the retired list of the army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12266) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Allee—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, @ bill (H. R. 12267) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas R. Browning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12268) granting an increase of pension to 
John Files—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12269) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Grow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12270) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 12271) granting an increase of pension to 
Lindsay German—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12272) granting an increase of pension to 
Austin B. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12278) granting a pension to Albertina 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 12274) for the 
relief of settlers on the southwest quarter of the northeast quar- 
ter and the southeast quarter of the northwest quarter of sec- 
tion 33, township 19 north, range 14 west, of the sixth principal 
meridian in Baxter County, Ark.—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lie Lands, : 
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By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 12275) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward Whittemore—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. FOULKROD: A bill (H. R. 12276) granting a pension 
to James Mellon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 12277) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas N. Thacher—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 12278) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Newberry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 12279) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Levi C. Chaney—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12280) to correct the military record of 
Elmer P. Kerr—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 12281) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Swift—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 12282) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Smith—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 12283) granting permission to 
Dr. L. O. Howard to accept the decoration of chevalier of the 
Legion of Honor conferred upon him by the French Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12284) granting permission to Dr. H. W. 
Wiley to accept the decoration of chevalier of the Legion of 
Honor conferred upon him by the French Government—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOOHER: Petition of I. K. Aldeman and other citi- 
zens of Maryville, Mo., favoring establishment of a child-labor 
bureau—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of William B. Joyce, president of the 
Natioral Surety Company of New York City, protesting against 
the evidence submitted to the House committee relative to surety 
premiums paid—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREENE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas N. Thatcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. Hill: Petition of Gideon Welles Naval Veterans’ As- 
sociation, No. 1, of Connecticut, with reference to bills now 
pending as to raising the U. S. S. Maine now in Habana Har- 
bor, Cuba—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of John Jibb and others, for 
legislation for relief of ex-soldiers and sailors in the Government 
Hospital for the Insane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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